DISSERTATION 1V,
o

The Importance of Chriftianity,
the Nature of Hlﬁorlcal EVl-

dence, and Miracles,

S ECTION L

Introdustory Obfervations, relating to the

Importance of Chriftianity, its Evidences,
and the Objeltons which bave been made
to i,

T is not poflible, that any informa-
tion fhould be fo important, as that

which we have in the facred writings,
The difcoveries lately made in the {yftem

of the material world are juftly thought
of with admiration: The}'r beftow, in-

deed,
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deed, new luftre and dignity on human
nature. But they are of no confequence
and deferve no regard, compared with
the dilcoveries contained i the Bible,
{uppofing 1t intitled to our faith, We
are here made acquainted with {everal
fa&s in the {cheme of the moral world,
and the hiftory of Providence, which are
not only awonderful, but mterefing in the
highelt degree.

There is nothing in all nature, about
which we have {omuch reafon to with for

information, as death, the relentlefs de-
firoyer which reduces to the duft every
human being, and which, in all ages,
has held the world in bondage, and gi#en
birth to numberlels woes and forrows.
Concerning this, the {criptures reveal to
us many particulars of the utmoft impor-
tance, which we could not otherwile
have known. They'acquaint us, that it
was not an .origmal part of the divine

{cheme, but a calamity in which our race
has been involved, in confequence of cer-
tain
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tain connetions which took place under
the divine government, They mform us
of the caufes which introduced it, and of
a ftupendous difpenfation of providence
which it has occalioned. They difcover
to us that great Mefiab, by whom God
made this world, and who came down
from heaven to deliver it from diftrefs ;
who is now the Lord of men and angels,
and who, hereafter, will appear in glo-
ry to abolifh death, to judge mankind in
richteoufnefs, to execute jufticc on the
wicked, and to eftablith an everlafiing
kizgdom, in which all the virtuous and
worthy fhall meet, and be completely and
unchangeably happy.

1 make thefe obiervations 1n order to
fhew how much 1t conderns us to ftudy
the facred records, and to 1nquire 1nto the
evidences of their divine original. It 1s
not ealy to conceive of a higher obliga-
tion, that fuch creatures as we are can
be under. ‘There is {carcely a principle
in our natures which does not induce us

to
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to this powerfully., In particular; asthe
{criptures inform us of the chief revolu-
tions through which this world 4as paft,
and wi// pafs, the principle of curigfiry
leads us toit. As they profefs to teach
us God’s will, and to give an account of
a revelation from heaven, all the princi-
plesof pretylead ustoit.  But, more efpe-
cially, we are led to it by the whole

force of the principle of fe/f-love: For, if
the Bible 1s true, it fettles the terms of
{alvation, ancdcontains the words of eternal
life 3 and, confequently, the folly of care-
lefly reje&ing it will be infinitely worfe,
than' the folly would be of careleflly
throwing afide a deed, which, if valid,
proved our title to a largc eftate.

I think, Wif?l oreat pleafure, that the
fubje& to which I refer has lately en-

gaged much attention, and undergone a
firi& {crutiny, It 1s to be wilhed, that

the attention to 1t may continue, and
that all the learned and inquifitive would

unite their efforts towards giving it the
2 moft
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moft thorough dilcuflion, allowing every
objeCtionitsfull weight and a fair hearing,
and never concealing any thing that may
have a tendency to throw light on a con-
trover{y of {uch moment.—Theoppofition
hitherto made tc chriftianity, has, I think,
done 1t the greateft fervice, It has been
the means of cauiing it to be better under-
ftood, of thewing, in a clearer light, on
what foundation of evidence it flands, and
of removing from 1t many incumbrances
and adulterations, which, for many ages,

had miferably diguifed and dcbaled it.

We may reafonably hope for more and
more of thele good effelts, the more un-

believers go on to exert their firength *,

Let no one then put himfelf to the leaft
pain on account of any of their Wnunbu
Much lefs, let any one tHlnk of call; e in
the ard of civil power to anfwer ¢! rnT

d,

Detefted

% T'his 1s well reprefented 1n the fecond of Dr.
Gerard’s Duflertations on Subjeds relating ta ¢

n..':f.'

Gentus and Evidences of Chriftianity.
+ We have lately {een a cruel inftance of this in
the profccution, pilloryine and confinement to

Bridewell
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Detefted be the principles which have oc-
cafioned this. Let rather unbelievers be
encouraged to produce their firongeft ob-
jeltions. If chriftianity is of God, we may
be {ure that 1t will bear any trial, and in
the end prevaill.——The civil magiftrate
ought not to interpofe in the defence of
truth, till it has appeared that he 13 a com-

petent judge of truth. This, certainly, he
is not. On the contrary; univerlal expe-

rience has, hitherto, proved him one of its
worlt

Bridewell of a poor puny infidel, worn out with age,
who was utterly incapable of doing any caufe the
lealt good or harm.-—Itis a bad excufe to fay, that
it was not :'fzﬁdefz'ty,‘ but sndecency and fcurriity that
were punifhed in this inftance. For, thisis to punifh
for thecircumf{tances ina publication, which render
it fo much the lefs likely to produce any effeci.
Befides, who fhall have the power of determining
whether a book againt aneftablithed op'nion is writ
decently, inorder togive a rightof punifhing? There
are no hands in which fuch a power can be lodged,
without the utmoft danger to what, as reafonable

beings, we cuzht molt to value, A zealot in a
topifh country, cannot well with for any greater
power. (5od grant it may never be again allowed
to any zealots in our own,
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worlt enemies. Nothing can be more dif-
graceful to the chriftian religion than to
fuppofe, that 1t needs fuch afliftance.
Were this true, 1t would, by no means,
be worth defending,

Among the objettions which have been
made to chriftianity, there are fome that
contain real dithculties ; and which acan-

did defenderof chrifhanity, inftead of pre-

tending intirely toremove, {hould allow to
weighasfar as they can go againft the evi-
dence. The proot of chriftianity does not
conlift of a clear {um of arguments, with-
out any thing to be oppofed to them. But
it1s the overdalance of evidence that remains
after every reafonable dedudionis made on
accountof difhiculties. Thisisthecalewith
refpect to almoft every point that can em-
ploy ourthoughts; and thofe whobelieve,
that there is any queftion which they can
clear of every difliculty, may be fure, that
theyareeither very unfair or very fuperficial
in their inquiries.—But, atthe fame time
that I acknowledge this, I muft fay, with

refpect
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refpect to chriftianity, that many of the
chief abjetions to it have received a full
aniwer, and are indeed the effects of par-
tial views and very wrong notions,——I
will beg leave juft to mention a few in-
{tances of this.

It has been faid, that if chriftianity came
from God, it would have been taught the
world with fuch clearnefs and precifion, as
nottoleaveroomfor doubts and difputes.—
It 15 wonderful to me, that any perfon can
mention this who believes the doctrines of

natural religion, or who has read the de-
fences of chriftianity., Has the author of
nature given us reafor in this manner, or
even the information we derive from our
{fenfes? Is it poflible, while we continue
{uch creatures as we are, that any infiruc-
tion fhould be {o clear as to preclude dif~
putes? Suppofing the Deity to grant us.
fupernatural hght, are we judges what
degree of it he ought to give, or in what
particular manner it ought to be com-

municated o
Again :
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Again : The animofities, perfecutions
and bloodfhed which the chriftian religion
has occafioned, have been urged as ob-
je&ions to it.—This, likewife, certainly
fhould not be mentioned, till it can be
fhewn, that there is one benefit or blefling
enjoyed by mankind, which has not been
the occalion ofevils. How ealy would it
be to reckon up many dreadful calamities,
which owe their exiitence to knowledge,
to liberty, to natural religion, and to civil
government?! How obvious is 1t, that
what 1s in its nature moft ufeful and ex~
cellent, will, for this very reafon; become
moft hurtful and pernicious when mifap-
plied or abufed? Chriftianity forbids every
evil work. Its {pirit 1s the {pirit of for-
bearance, meeknels, and benevolence,
Were it to prevail in its genuine purity,
and to be univerfally prattifed, peace and
joy would reign every where. Unchari-
tablenefs, priefi-craft, contention and
perfecution, are evils which have taken
place among its profeflors, 1n diret op-
pofition to its fcopeand defign.  Is 1t not

B b then
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then hard that it thould bemade refponfible
for thefe? Has it not a right to be judged
of by its genius and tendencies, rathet
than byany mifchief which blindnefs and

bigotry and the love of domination have
done in the chriftian church?—For my

own part, when I contemplate the horrid
{cenes which ecclefiaftical hiftory prefents
our view, inftead of feeling difguft with
chriftianity, I am ftruck with the divine
forefight difcovered by its founder, when
he {aid, Tam not come to fend peace on earth,
but a fword; and led to a firmer faith,
arifing from a reflexion on the warning
given m the feriptures, that an apoftacy
would come, and a favage power appear

which Yhould defile God’s {anctuary,

trample on truth and liberty, and make
itfelf drunk with the blood of faints and
martyrs.

Further: The offence which has been
given to unbelievers, by the pofitive infti-
tutions of chriﬁizinity, 1S 1N MYy opinion.
manifeltly groundlefs. There is not a

more
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more ftriking recommendation of chrifti-
anity than its fmpheity, or, its freeing
religion, fo much as it does, from the in-
cumbrance of rites 2nd ceremonies. Other
religions are loaded with thele, and have
a tendency to hurt the intereft of morality,
by turning the attention of men from it,
and leading them to feek the favour of
God more by an exallnefs in outward
forms, than by avirtuous temper and prac-
tice. :Chriﬁianit-ycondemns,in_theﬂrong-
eft language, this dangerous {fuperfiition,
affuring us, that thofe who fall into it
thall recerve the greater damnaotion; that
God defires mercy and not facrifice; and,
that true religion confifs, notgin any
ritual fervices, but in righteonfnefs and
peace, and joy in the Holy Ghoft, TS_ cen-
{ure it, therefore, notwithftanding  this,
merely becaufe it enjoins two {uch ealy
and implerites as Baprifin and the Lord’s
Suppery is doing it great injuftice, and
overlooking one of its moft peculiar and
diftinguithing excellencies,

Bb 2 But,
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But, there is no objetion about which
more has been {aid, than that taken from
the want of univerfality in the chrifhian
revelation,—T hisal{ois anobjection which
there is great reafon to expedt, that unbee

+ lievers thould drop. Such effectual an-

{wers have been given to it, that, indeed,
it is fome trial of patience to {fenfible chri-
ftians, to hear it ftill {o much infifted on,
and {o often repeated. Thofe whoare in-
fluenced by it go upon a notion that they
could not entertain, were they not too
partial and carelefs in their inquiries.
They {uppofe, that if the chriftian reve-
lation istrue, there muft have been a nece/-
- fity of iigin order to fupply mankind with
Ju ﬁczem‘ means for fecuring God’s favour,
‘and attammg to future happinefs. But
fuc'h 2 notion ¥ intirely groundlefs. A&~
ing up faithfully to the light we enjoy,
1s the only condition of our happinefs.
Glory, honour, end peace, fhall be upon
every one that worketh good, be be Few or
Gentile *, God s no vefpecter of perfons,

(iS¢, Peter

» Rom. i1, 10.~——AClls X, 34, 35.
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(St. Peter tells us) but in every nation,
be that feareth himy and worketh righteonf
nefsy is accepted of him~—~There are two
points of view in which chriftiamty
may be confidered. It may be confidered
either as an ffruétion communicated to .-
mankind; or, as an extraordinary difpen-
fation of providence, theend of which 1s
the reaempiion of mankind. If we con-
fider it in the former of thefe lights, it
was a favour or biefiing which, however
defirable, could not be claimed, and
might not have been given to any part of
mankind. Were there reafon for conclud-
Ing, that it cannot be of divine original
merely becaufe the benefits of it are not.
extenaed equally to all, we ﬁfauld be
obhgcd to conclude the fame of lmoft
every advantage we enjoy; and the whole
courfe of nature.~If, on the oth#¥-hand,
we confider chriffianity in the latter of
thefe lights, its end might have been
anfwered, by Chrift’s paffing through
human life in the manner he did, though

no hikory of him had been written, or
Bb. 3 know
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knowiedze of nim preierved in the world,
Tn other wo "5, There were two
pfx; nofes of Chrift’s coming.,  He camne
to ZFeach and to reforii the worldy buty
this being an end that might have been
accomplithed by much lower means, we

ought to reniember, that he came princi-
pally to fave the world, That 1s; He

defcended from heaven and appeared in

our natures, pattly, indeed, to be the
founder of a vifible church enjoying par+
ticular light and advantages, and which,
after going through {everal revolutions,
fhould, at laft, triumph over every falfe
religion and take in all nations; but,
primarily* to be the delivercr of a diftreft
race, to acquire the power of forgiving {in
and of raifing us from the dead, to rein-
ftate virfuous men, wherever or whenever
they have lived, in the profped of a
glorious immortality ; and thus to perform
a fervice under the divine government of
infinite importance, and to which, pro-
bably, no agent of inferior dignity was
equal.—Chriftianity, therefore, is-fo far

| 2 from
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fromi implying an obligation on the Deity
to make the knowledge of it univer{al, that,

on the contrary; in the beneht of what is
mofit eflential to 1it, all virtuous men, whe-

ther they have ever heard of it or fot, will
be alike fharers. i

Another very confiderable caufe of offence
to the oppofers of chriftianity 1s, the ac-
count given in the gofpel hiftory of the De-
monzacs.~It thould, 1 think, go a great
way here towards fatisfying a fair inquirer,
that the writers of the gofpel hiftory {peak
of the cafes of the Demoniacs in no other

way than was ufual at the time they wrote,
and in which we find them fpoken of by
other contemporary hiftorians. They talk
the language of their age and country, and
in conformity to prevailing opinions. Nor
is it of any confcquence to the credit of their
hiftory, whether thefe opinions were right
or wrong, or even what they themielves
thought. To expedt, that they fhould be
better informed than others about the caufes
of diftempers; or, that{fuchinfiru&tion fhould
be communicated to them as would have
led them, in the prefent cafe, toform a new
languagé and to {peak with perfect accuracy,

Bb 4  deems
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{cems as unreafonable as it would be to en-
tertain the {fame expeQtation with refpelt to
the mf)tion of the fun, or the fecondary gqua-
~ hities of bodies. Theonehasaslittletodo with
the main end of their office as the other.
Ouch inftrution, had it been given them,
would have thrown needlefs difliculties in
the way of the propagation of chriftianity;
and it muft have leflened its evidence to
{ubfequent ages, by making the apoftles
appear, not 1n the character of plain unlet-
tered mer, but of able philofophers, and
thus raifing a {ufpicion, that it prevailed in
the world more by the wildom of men, than
by the power of God and #he demonfliration
of the Stirit. Qur Saviour, no doubt, might
have taught the truth on this {ubjet, and
reCtified the common apprehenfions as far
as they were erroncous. But it is impoffible
to thew, that there was fufficient reafon for
expecting this, or that it came properly
within the purpoie ot his miflion. It would,
perhaps, have only given him the appear-
ance of being a friend to the docfrine of the
Sadducees, and embarraffed the minds of his
followers, without doing any great good *,

® There 15, perhaps, no part of the New Teftament from
which
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‘The prejudices I have now in view, are
derived, chiclly, from the fri& notions
which have prevailed of the unwerfal and
infallible infpiration of the erters of the
New Teftament. -And there 1s not; perhaps,
any thing which the friends of chriftianity
have more reafon to ¢complain of, than that
unbelievers thould fuffer themielves to be
influenced by thefe notions.—The gofpel is
not a {peculative {cience, or an abftrufe and
complicated theory., ‘Whatever jargon may
have becen fathered upon it in fyftems and

creeds, 1t 1s 1n 1tlelf plain and fimple. It 1s
a fet of falts exhibiting and demonftrating

thisone truthy ETERNAL LIFE, THE GIFT
Bbg OF

which unbelievers recetve more unfavourable impreflions
than the account of our Saviour’s temptation in the wilder-
nefs by the devil. This fact has, I think, been very much
mifinterpreted. The explanation given of it in a piece
entitled, An Enquiry iuto the Nature and Defign of Chriff's
Temptazion in the Wildernefs, by Mr. Farmer; 13, in my
opinion, fo rational and judicious, as to have no fmall
tendency to remove the prejudices againft it, and to convert
this dificalty mto a beauty. -

I cannot help adding, ‘that the fame learned writer’s Dif
{ertation on ﬂinﬂ(!ﬂ ]ately publﬂhed well deferves to be
fudied by all who would be affiffed in judging of fome
ciher parts of the Scripture Hiftory, as well as of the nature
of Miracles in genesal, and the conneftion between them
and the truth of the doftrines of Chriftianity. i
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oF ‘Gop, THROUGH JEsus CHRIST OUR
Lorp, The New Teftament contains a
narrative of thefe fad&s. The bufinefs of
the apoftles was to atteft and publith them
to the world ; and no enquuries, relating to
their qualifications and authority, are of
great importance 1 any other view, than
as witneffes to thefe falts, I think, indeed,
that they have an authority as feachers, as
well as witneffes: But what they infift
themfelves moft upon, is their office as wit~
neiles, and the regard they claim 1s founded
principally on their having heard, and
feen *, and handled the word of Ife. It
does not appear, that in all matters of rea-
foning and {peculation, the firft chriftians
entertamned the fame {entiments of their
authority, that many do now. Be this,
however, as 1t will; the only queftion,
certainly, that affects the ‘truth of chriftia~
nity 1s, * Whether they were honeft men,
¢ who did not mean ¢ deceive, and
““ who were comypctently informed with
“ refpet to the falts they oi+-%.7
I wifh the attention of unici —ers could

il

I ne

¥y fohos v, o«
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be held to this, {etting afide whatever is
commonly believed, or, that there may
be realon to believe, on the fubje& of
imfparaiion. If this appears, (as, 1 think,
1t does abundantly) chriftianity is proved;
nor need any perlon be anxious about
more 1n 1t than neceflarily follows from
hence. But, 1t 1s time to come to the
main delign of this differtation.

One of the objetions that deferves moft
to be attended to, is that taken from the
nature o1 the principal falts recorded in the
feriptures.  Thefe are mzracuious, and, as
fuch, (it has been faid)  have a parti-
“ ciler mercaibiity in them, which does
““ not belong to cominon events. When we
“ lock mto the Bible, we find ourielves
“ tranfported,asit were, intoa new world,
¢ wherethecourfeof natureis altered, and
“ every thing 1s different from what we
¢ have been ufed to obferve. Couid we,
¢ in any other cale, receive a book filled
¢ withvilions and prodigies, and contain-
¢ ing {o much of the marvellous ? Ought

| “ not



380 On Hiftorical Evidence,

“ not fuch a book to flartle our minds ?
‘¢ Or can there be any evidence {ufhicient

“ to eftablifh its authority ?”>—Some have
gone {o far in this way of obje&Ling, as
to allert in general, that all rclations of
faéts which contradit experience, or im-
ply a deviation from the ufual courfe of
nature, are their own confutaticn, and
{hould be at once rejeted as incapable of

proof, and impoflible to be true.~——One
cannot be better employed than in inquir-
ing how far fuch fentiments are right, and
whatregard is really dueto #¢ffz012y, when
its reports do not agree with experzence. 1
{hallendeavour to ftate this matteras accu-
rately as poilible, by entering intoa critical
examination of the grounds of belief in
this cafe, and of the nature and force of
hiftorical evidence.

In anfwer to the queftions juft propofed
it mightbe faid, that, fuppoling the ftate
and connetions of this world to be fuch
as the Bible reprefents, the hiftory it con-

tains could not but be a hiftory of extra-
ordinary
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ordinary events; that it has many internal -
marks of truth and authority which no

other book has; and that, particularly, we
are witnefles to the accomplifhment of
predictions delivered 1n it thoufands of
years ago, and therefore, do ourfelves fee
faCtsaswonderful asany of thofeit relates,
and are {ure that the writers of it were
fupernaturally inftructed, and might alfo,
very probably, work miracles.——What
has been laft intimated 1s of the greateft
importance. Chriftians infift, and they
think they have proved, that there are
very remarkable appearances of the com-~
pletion of {everal {cripture prophecies.
The patrons of infidelity ought to thew,
it they can, that there are not indeed any
fuch appearances which deferve regard.
Nothing can be more incumbent upon
them than this: For, as far as there
feems realon to believe, that, in any
inflance, a fcripture prophecy is fulfilled,
an unprejudiced perfon muft be imprefied.

It affords, not only a demonftration of
the credibility of miracles, but, in {ome

degree, an acfual exhibition of them.
But,
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But, it is not my prefent defign to dwell
on any arguments of this kind. In what
follows, I fhall confine myfelf to the
examination of the prmciples on which the
objection I have mentioned is founded.
When thefe are proved to be fallacious,
the way will be open to an eafier admiffion
of the.direct evigencesof chriftianity, and
they will operate with .greater forze,
It is well known, that this objetion has
lately been urged in all 1its firength by
Mr. Hume, a writer whole genius and
abilities are {o diftinguithed, as to be
above:any of 7y commendations. Several
excellent.anfwergs have been publifthed *;

and

* By Dr. Adams in his Effay on Miracles, in |
anfwer to Mr. Hume's Effay ; and by the author of
the Criterion, ory Miracles Examined, &c.—And
alfo by Dr. Campbell, principal of the Marifpal
college at Aberdeen, in a Treatife, entitled, 4 Dif-
fertation on Miracles, containing an Examination of
the Principles advanced by David Hume, Ejg; in an
EfJay on Miracles~—The laft of thefe anfwers was
publifhed feveral years after the others, I mention
this becaufe, from Dr, Campbell’s never referring

to any otber anfwers, as well as from his manncr of
exprefling
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and it 1s not without fome pain, after
what has been o well and o effectually
faid by others, that I determine to take
up this fubje€t. I imagine, however,
that it admits of further dilcuflion, and
that there remam ftill fome. obfervations

to'be made, which have not been enough
attended to.~Before I proceed, it will

be proper to give a more diftin& and full
account of-the objeGion to be confidered.

-expreffing himfelf fometimes, n inattenfive ‘réader
'might be led to conclude that at the:time he wrote
the {ubject was quite open to him, -His book,

however, has uncommon merit, and the pubhc is
much indebted to him for it.

-
» .
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SECT. IL

The Nature and Grounds of the Regard due
to Experience and to the Evidence of

Teflimony, flated and compared.

¢ EXPERIENCE, we have been told,
“ is the ground of the creditwe give
“ to buman teftimony. We have found,
“ inpaftinftances,thatmenhaveinformed
¢ us right, and therefore are difpofed to
¢¢ believe them in futiire 1nftances. But
¢ this experienceis by no means conflant;
¢ for we often find that men prevaricate
« and deceive.~—~—On the other hand:
¢ What aflures us of thofe laws of nature,
“ in the violation of which the notion of
¢ a miracle confifts, is, in like manner,
¢¢ experience. But, this 1s an experience
¢ thathasneverbeeninterrupted. Wehave
“ never been deceived in our expeétations,

¢ that the dead will not come to life, or
“ that
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¥ that the command of a man will not
“ immediately cureadifeate. Therearifes,
¢ therefore, from hence, a preof againft
¢ accounts of miracles which i1s the
¢ ftrongeft ‘of the kind poflible, and to
* belicve fuch accounts on the anthority
¢ of human teftimony, is to prefer a
“ yweaker proof to a fironger; to leave a
¢ ouidethat never hasdeceived us, inorder
“ totollow one that hias ofzen deceived us;
¢¢ or fo receive; upon the credit of an
“ experience that is wea and variabl,
“ what 18 contrary to muvariacl expe-
¢ rience.”

In other words: ¢ A miracle is an
% event, from thenatureof it, inconfiftent
‘¢ withall the experience we ever had, and
¢ 1n the higheft degreeincredible and ex-~
“ traordinary. In the falthood of tefti-
“ mony, on the contrary, there is no fuch
¢ 1nconfiftency, norany{uch incredibility,
¢ {carcely any thing being morecommon.
¢ Noregard, therefore, can be due to the
‘¢ latter, when 1t 1s applied as a prootf o
“¢ ‘the former.—~According to this reafon-

Cec ““ 1ng,
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““ ing, we are always to compare the int=
¢ probability of a falt, with the improba-
“ bility of the falthood of the teftimony
¢« which aflerts it, and to determine our
“ affent to that {ide on which the leaft
“ improbability lies. Or, in the cafe of
¢ miracles, we are to conlider which is
“ moft likely, that {uch events fheuld
*“ happen, or that men fhould either de-

“ ceive or be deceived. And, as there
¢ is nothing more unlikely than the for-

¢ mer, or much more common than the

¢ latter, particularly where religion 1s
“ concerned ; 1t will be right to form a

“ general refolution, never to lend any at-
¢ fentiontoaccounts of miracles,withwbat-
¢ gver [pecious pretextsthey may be covered™,

¢ It 15, fays Mr, Hume, @ maxim worthy

“ of our attention, that no teflimony 1s
T ﬁtﬁgﬁw} to eftablifb a miracle, unlefs the
 teffimony be of fuch a kind, that its
¥ ﬁ ‘//é_‘

* See the Effay on Mivacles,in My. Hume's Philps
fophical  Effays  concerning  buman  Underflanding,
p. 205, 2d edition, in the Note.
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L Jalfehood would be more miraculous than
““ the falt which 1t endeavours to eftablih,
“ And cven i that cafe, there is a mutual
 deftruétion of argumentsy andthe fuperior
““ only gives us an affurance fintable to that
““ degree of force, which remains after de-
“ ducting the mnferior. When any one tells
“ methat be faw a deadman reftored to Iife,
““ [rmmediately confider with myfelf, whe<
“ ther it be more probable that the perfor
“ fhould either decerve or be decerved, or
““ that the fact be relates (hould really have
¢ bappened. I fwe;z;g/.; - the one miracle
“ againft the other, and according to the
“ [uperiority which I difcover, I proiunce
““ iy dectfiony and always reject the greater
“ miracle. Ifthe falfehood of bis teflimony
¢ apould bemore nuraculous than the event
« aphich be relates, then, and not til] then,

¢ can he pretend to command my belief or
“ gpinzon *.”’—For fuch reafons as thefe,
Mz,

% 1b. P. 182.—~—P, 206, T difirc any one to Iy
his band on bis beart, and afier [erious confideration
declare, whcther Le thinks that the falfeheod of fuch a

Cc2 heok,
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Mr. Hume aflerts, < That the evidence
“ of teftimony, when applied to a miracle,
“ carries faljebood upon the very face of i,
“ gnd is more properly a fubject of derifion
% thon of argument T; and that whoever
‘ believes the truth of the chriftian reli=
“ oion, 2 confcious of a continued wmira-
“ cle in bis own perfon, which fubverts all
“ the principles of Ins unacifiaznding, and
 gives him a determinaiion to believe what
$ zsmoft contrarytocufiomana expertence].”

This 1s the objection in 1ts complete
force. It has, we{ee, a planhille appear-
ance, and is urged with much confidence.
But I cannot hefitate in aflerting that it is
founded on falfe principles; and, [think,
this muft appear to be true, to any one

who will beftow attention on the follow-
ing obfervations.

. The
book, (the Pentateuch) ﬁtppﬁrted (5y fucb t%z’many,

would be more extraordinary and miraculous than all the
miracles it relates ; 'wf.?fc{.: 15 however necelfary, to make

it be recerved, according to the meafures of probability
above eftablifhed.

+ Page 195, 1 Page 207.



and Miracls. 389

“The principles on which this obje@ion
1s built are chiefly, ¢ That the credit we
“ give to teftimony, is derived folely from
““ experience;’ “That amiracleisafa&
““ contrary to experience;”’ ¢ That the
“ previousimprobability of afatisa proof
¢ againftit,diminifhing,inproportion tothe
“ degree of it, the proof from teftimony for
¢ 1t;” and ¢“ That no teftimony fhould
¢ ever gain credit to an event, unlefs it is
¢ moreextraordinarythat itthouldbe falfe,
‘ thanthattheeventfhould have happen-
“ ed.” I will, as briefly as pollible, ex-
amine each of thele aflertions in the order
in which they have been now mentioned.

With this view it is neceflary firft to
confider.the nature and the foundation of
that aflurance which experience gives us of
the laws of nature. This aflurance is
nothing but the conviction we have, that
future events will be agreeable to what we
have hitherto found to be the courle of
nature, or the exped/ation arifing in us,
upon having obferved that an event has

Cc 3 hap-
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happened in former experiments, that 1t
will happen again in fufure experiments.
This expetation has been reprefented as
one of the greateft myfteries, and the refult
of an ingenious and elaborate difquifition
about 1t is, that it cannot be founded on
any reafon, and confifts only in an afio-
ciation of ideas derived from habit, or a
difpofition in our imaginations to pafs
from the idea of one obje&t to the idea of
another which we have found to be its
ufual attendant™, But {urely, never before
were fuch difhculties raifed on a point {o
plain.—If I was to draw a {lip of paper
out of a wheel, where 1 knew there were
more white than black papers, I fhouldin-
tuitively {ee, that there was a probability
of drawing a white paper, and therefore
fhould expeé? this; and he who fhould
make a myftery of fuch an expetation, or
apprehend any difliculty 1 accounting for
it, would not deferve tobe {erioufly argued
with.—In like rﬁanner; if, out of awheel,
the
* See Mr. Hume’s Philofophical Eflays, Effay
.ﬂ.th and sth, a |
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the particular contents of which Iamigno-
rant of, I fthould draw a white paper a
hundred times together, I {hould {ce that
it was probable, that it had in it more
white papers than black, and therefore
fhould expect to draw a white paper the
next trial. There 1s no more difliculty 1n
this cale than in the former; and it 1s
equally abfurd in both cafes to afcribe the
expeciation, notto knowledge, butto inflinii.
—The cafe of our aflurance of the laws
of nature, as far as we are ignorant of
thecauies that operate innature, 1s exactly
the {fame with this. An experiment
which has often {ucceeded, we expecl
to fucceed again, becaule we perceive
intuitively, that{uch a conftancy of event
muft proceed from {fomething 1n the con-
{titution of natural caufes, difpofing them
to produce it; nor will it be poflible to
deny this, till it can be proved, that it 1s
not a firft principle of reafon, that of
every thing that comes to pals there muft
be fome account or caule; or, thata con-
{tant re-currency of the fame event is not

Cc 4 a falt
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a fa&t which requires any caufe.—In 3
word: We truft experience, and expe&
that the future thould refemble the patt in
the courfe of nature, for the very {ame
reafon that, {uppoling ourfelves otherwife
in the dark, we thould conclude that a
dye which has turned an ace ofteneft in
paf? trials is moftly marked with aces, and
confequently fhould exped, that it will
£o on to turn the lame number ofteneft in
future trials.~The ground of the expec-
tation produced by experience being this,
it 1s obvious that it will always be weaker
or ftronger, in proportion to the greater
or lefs conftancy and uniformity of our
experience. Thus from the happening
of an event 1 every trial a million of
times, wefhould conclude more contident-
ly, that itwill happen again the next trial,
than if it had happened lefs frequently, or
if in fome of thele inftances 1t had iailed.
The plain realon 1s, that in the former
cafe it would appear that the caufes pro-

ducing the event are probably of a more
fixed nature, and lefs liableto be counter-

acted
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aGted by oppofite caufes.~It muft, how-
ever, be remembered, that the greateft

uniformity and frequency of experience
will not afford a proper praogf, that an
event will happen in a future trial, or
even render it {fo much as probable, that
it will #fways happen in all future trials,
In order to explain this, let us fup-
pole a folid which, for ought we know,
may be conftituted in any one of an
infinity of different ways, and that we
can judge of it only from experiments
made in throwing it, The oftener we
{fuppole ourlelves to have {een 1t turn the
fame face, the more we fhould reckon
upen its turning the fame face, when
thrown next. But thoughwe knew, that
it had turned the fame face in every trisl
a million of tiumes, there would be no
certanty, that it would turn this face
again in any particular future trial, nos
even the leaft probability, that it would
pever turn any other face,  What would
appear would be only, that it was Atcly,
that it had about a million and a half

more
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more of thefe fides than of all others * ;
or, that its nature was fuch as difpofed

it to turn this {ide oftener, in this pro-
portion,

* If any one wants a further explication of what

1s herefaid, let him confider, that as there is onlya
bigh probability, not a ccriainty, that th> fuppofed
folid, after turning the fame fide a million of times
without once failing, would turn again this fidein the
next trial, the probability muft be lefs, that it would
turn this fidein zzv0 future trials, and ftill lefs, that it
would do it in three future trials; and thus, the pro-
bability will decreafe continually as the number of
the fuppofed trials is increafed, till, at laft, itwill
become an equal chance, and from thence pafs into
an improbability.—This may be a little differently
reprefented thus, Let a {olid be fuppofed that has
1,600,000 {ides of the fame {ort, toonec of any other
fort. 'There is a probability, that in a million of
trials, fuch a folid would turn conftantly the fame
fide. Such a fuppofition, therefore, would com-
pletely account for thisevent, fuppofingit tohappen;
and nothing further cquld, with reafon, be concluded
from it. But, there is an infinity of other {uppo-
fitions that will alfo account for it, of which the
particular fuppofition that it has no fides of any
other fort, and that, therefore, 1t will never turn
any other, isonlyone. Againit the truth, therefore,
of this particular fuppofition, there muft be, in the
circumitances of ignorance above f{uppofed, the

greateﬂ: probabilitj..
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portion, than any other; not that it had
no other fides, or that it would never turn
any others. 1In reality, there would be
the greateft probability againft this.——
Thefe obfervations are applicable, in the
exalteft manner, to what pafles in the
courfe of nature, as far as experience is
our guide. Upon oblerving, that any

natural event has happened often or inva-

riably, we have only reafon to expect that
it will happen zgain, with an affurance
proportioned to the frequency of our ob-
fervations. But, we have no adfolute proof

that 1t willhappen again in any particular

future trial; nor the leaft reafon to believe
that it will always happen #,  For ought
we

* Inan effay publithed in vol. 53d of the Philsfo~
phical Tranfaétions, what is {aid here and in the laft
note, is proved by mathematical demontitration, and
a method fhewn of determining the exact probability
This
is plainly a curious and important problem, and it
has {o near a relation to the {ubjet of this diflerta-
tion, that it will be proper juft to mention the refults
of the folution of it 1n a few particular cafes,

Suppofe, 1//, all we know of an event tobe, that
it has happened ten times without failing, and that

it

of all conclufions founded on induétion.




396  On Hifferical Evidence,

'~ we know, there may be occafions on which

it will fail, and {ecret caufes in the frame
of

itis inquired, what reafon we fhall have for thinking
ourfelvesright, if we judge, thatthe probabilityof its
happening in 2 fingle trial, lies fomewhere between
fixteen to one and two to one.~ I he anfwer 1s,
that the chance for being right, would be .5013, or
very nearly an equal chance.~—"Take next, the par-
ticular cafe mentioned above, and fuppofe, that a
folid or dye, of whofe number of fides and conftitu-
tion we know nothing, except from experiments
made in throwing it, has turned conftantly the fame
face in a million of trials,—In thefe circumftances,
it would be smprobable, that it had /efs than 1,400,000
more of thele {idesor facesthan of all others; and it
would bealfo improbable, thatit had above 1,6c0,000
more, ‘The chance for the latter 15 .4647, and for
the former .4895. There would, therefore, beno
reafon for thinking, that it would never turn any
other fide. On the contrary, it would be likely that
this would happen in 1,600,000 trials. In like
manner, with refpet to anyevent in nature, {uppofe
the flowing of the tide, if it has flowed at the end of 2
certain interval a miliionof times, there would bethe
probability exprefled by . 5105, that the odds for its
flowing again at the ufual period was greater than
¥,400,000t01,and the probability exprefled by.5352,
that the odds was /efs than 1,600,000 to one.

Such are the conclufions which uniform experience

warrants.—What follows is a fpecimen of the ex-
peitations,
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of things which fometimes may counteraét
thofe by which 1t 1s produced.
| But

pectations, which it is reafonableto entertain in the
cafe of interrupted or variable experience. If we

know no more of an event than that it has happened
ten times 1n cleven trials, and failed once, and we

fhould conclude from hence, that the probability of its
happening in a fingle trial lies between the odds of
nine to on2, and eleven toone, there would be twelve
to one again/t being right-—Ifit hashappened a huu-
dred times, and failcd ten times, therewould alfo be .
the odds of near three to one againfi being right in

fuch a concluflon.—1Ii it has happened a thoufand
times and failed 2 hundvcd, therz would be an odds

for being right of 4 Iittle more than two toone.  And,
fuppoiing the fame ratio preferved of the number of
happeningsto the number of failures, and the fame
guels made, this odds will go on increafing for ever,
as the number of trials is increafed.—He who would
fee this explained and proved atlarge may confult the
effay in the [hilofophical T'ranfattions, to which 1
have referred ; and alfo the {fupplement to it in the

g4th volume.—The {pecimen now given 1s enough
to thew how very inaccurately weare apt to{pezk and
judge on this fubject, previoufly to calculation. See
Mr. Hume’s Effay on Miracles, p. 175, 170,&¢, and
Dr. Campoell’s Effay, Seét. 2d, p. 35.~—It alfo
demonftrates, that the order of events in nature is
derived from permanent.caufes eftablifhed by an in-

3 telligent
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But to fay no more at prefent of this,
Let us, in the next place, confider what

is the ground of the regard we pay to
buman teftimony——We may, 1 think,
fee plainly, that 1t 1s not experience only;
meaning, all along, that kind of expe-
rience to which we owe our expectation
of natural events, the caufes of which
are unknown to us. Were this the cale,
the regard we ought to pay to teftimony,
" would be in proportion to the number of
inftances, 1n which we have found, that
it has given us right information, com-
pared with thofe in which it has deceived
us 3 and 1t might be calculated in the
fame manner with the regard due to any
conclufions derived from induction. But
this is by no means the truth. One

aétion,

telligent Being in the conftitution of nature, and not
from any of the powers of chance, And it further
proves, that fo far is it from being true, that the
underftanding is not the faculty which teaches us to
rely on experience, that itis capable of determining,
in all cafes, what conclufionsought to be drawn from
it, and what precife degree 'of confidence fhould be
placed in it,
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altion, or one converfation with a man,
may convince us of his integrity and

induce us to believe his teftimony, though
we had never, 1n a fingle inftance, ex-
perienced his veracity. His manner of

telling his ftory, its being corroborated
by other eftimony, and various particu-~

lars 10 the nature and circumftances of
it, may fatsfy us that it muft be true.
We feel in ourfelves that a regard to truth
1s oneprinciple in human nature ; and we
know, that there muft be {fuch a principle
in every realonable being, and that there
is a neceflary repugnancy between the per-
ception of moral diftin&ions and deliberate
falfehood. To th:s, chiefly, 1sowing the
credit we give to human teftimony. And
from hence in particular, muft be derived
our belief of veracity in the Deity.—It
might be (hewn here in manyways, that
thereis a great difference between the con-
viction produced by teftimony, and the con-
viction produced by experience. But Iwill
content mylelf with juft taking notice,
that the one is capable of being carried

2 muci
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much higher than the other. When any

events, in the courfe oi nature, have often
happened, we are {ure, properly, of no-
thing but the paft fat. Nor, Ithink, is
there in general, antecedently to their

happening, any comparifon between the
affurance we have that they will happen,
and that which we have of many falts the

knowledge of which we derive from tefti-
mony. For example; we are not fo

certain that the tide will go on to ehb and
flow, and the {un to rife and f{et in the

manner they have hitherto done, a yeat
longer, as we are that there has been fuch

aman as Alexander, or {uch an empire as
the Roman *,

From

% Tt might have been added here, as another ob-
fervation of confiderable importance, that the great-
eft part of what is commonly called experience is
merely the report of teftimony. ¢ Our own expe-
¢ rience ({ays an excellent writer) reaches around,
% and goes back butalittle way ; but the experience
¢¢ of others, on which we chiefly depend, 1s derived
¢ to us wholly from teftimony.” Dr. Adams’s E/lay
on Miracks, page sth.—In proportion, thercfore,

as
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From thefe obfervationsit follows, thdt

to ufe teftimony to prove a miracle implies
no abfurdity. It is not ufing a feebler ex-
p*e'rien'ce to overthrow anotheér of the {ame
kind, which is ffironger: But, uling azil
argument to citablifh an event, which
yields a direct and pofitive proof, and is
capable of producing the ﬁronge{’: con~
vittion fo overthrow another founded on
different principles, and which, at beft,
can prove no more than that, prreviouﬂy_
to the event, thére would have appearcd
tous a plefumptlon dgaint its happening,

What I now mean will be greatly cona
hirmed by obferving, that a miracle cannot;
with ftri propriety, be ftyled an event
contrary to experience. - Thisisthe fécond
of the aflertions in Mr. Hume’s argument,

which I have before mentioned, and to

Dd - which
as we weaken the evidence of téftimoﬁy, we weaken
alfo that of expeérience; and in comparing them we
ought in reafon to oppofe to the former, only what
remains of the latter after that part of it which is
derived from the formet, that is, after much the
greateft part of it is deducted.
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whichthereis, I'think, reafontoobjedt. A
miracle is more properly an event different
from experience than contrary to it. Were
I to fee a tempeft calmed inftantaneoufly
by the word of 2 man, all my paft experi-

ence would remain the fame ; and were 1
to afhrm that I faw what was contrary to

it, I could only mean, that I faw what I
never before had any experience of. In
like manner; was I to be affured by eye
witnefles that, on a particular occafion,
fome event, different from the ufual courfe
of things, had happened, teftimony, in this
cale, would afford diret and peremptory
evidence for the fact. But what informa-
tion would experience give *——It would
only tell me what happened on other oc-
caflions, and 1n other inftances. Its evi-
dence, therefore, would be entirely nega-

tive *. It would afford no proper proof
that the event did not happen, for it can

be no part of any one’s experience, that
the courfe of nature will continue always

~ the

* See Dr. ddams’s Effay, p. g==24. 2d Edit.
p. 10—31. 3d Edit.
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the {famé.——1It cannot then be proper to
affert (as Mr. Hume7 does) that, in cvery
cale of a miracle fupported by teftimony,
there is a conteft of two oppofite experi-
erices, the itrongeft of which ought al-
ways to determine our judgments.

But this leads me to take notice of
the fundamental error in this argument:
an etror which, I fancy, every perfon
muft be{enfible of when it 1s mentioned,
and for the {ake of pointing out which
chiefly this diflertation 1s written.—

The error I mean 1s contained in the
aflertion, that *if, previoully to anevent,
““ there was a greater probability agam/?
¢ 1ts happening, than there 1s for the

“ truth of the teflimony endeavouring
“ to eftablifh 1t, the former deftroys the

t Jatter, and renders the event unlikely
‘ to have happened in proportion to its
“ fuperiority.” 'That this 15 a funda-
mental point in Mr. Hume’s objeltion

muft be apparent to thofe who have

Dd 2 con-
t Effay on Miracles, Page 17q.
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confidered 1t. By the contelt between
two oppofite experiences in miraculous
facts fupported by teftimony, the greateft
of which always deftroys the other as
far ag its force goes; he cannot con-
fiftently mean any thing but this. One of
the oppofite experiences muft be that
which acquaints us with the courfe of
nature, and by which, as before explained,
it 1s rendered probable in proportion to
the number of inftancesin which an event
has happened, that it will happen in
future trials, The other muft be that
from whence the credit we give to tefti-
mony is derived, which, according to
Mr. Hume, being our obfervation of the
ufual conformity of fats to the reports
of witnefles, makes it probable that any
event reported by witnefles has happened,
in proportion to whatwehave experienced
of this conformity. Now, as in the cafe
of miraculous falts thefe probabilities.
oppole one another, and the greateft,
according to Mr.Hume, muft be the firft,
becaule the experience which produces it

s o

2. 73
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1s conflant and invariable; 1t follows, that
there muft be always a great overbalance
of evidence againft their reality. He

{eems to lay it down as a general maxim,
that if it is more improbable that any

fatthould have really happened, than that
men fhould either deceive or be decerved,
it thould be rejeted by us.——3But, it
muit be needlefs to take any pains to fhew,

that the turning point in Mr, Hume’s
argumentis that which I have mentioned;
or, in other words, the principle, that no
teftimony fhould engage our beliet, ex-
cept the improbability in the fallehood of

it 1s greater than that in the event which
it attefts =,

In order to make it appear that this is
an error, what I defire may be confidered

Dd 3 18,

# Let it beremembered, that the improbability of
event here mentioned, muft mean the improbability
which weihould have feen there was of its happening
independently of any evidenceforit, or, previoufly ta
the evidence of teftimony informing us that it has
happened. No other improbability can be meant,
becaule the whole difpute is about the improbability

that remains after theevidencegf teﬂ;imony gi‘.’m foy
the event,
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15, the degree of improbability which
there 1s againft almoft all the moft com -
mon facls, independently of the evidence
of teftimony for them. In many cafes
of particular hiftories which are immedi-
ately believed upontheflighteft teftimony,
there would have appeared to us, previ-
ouflyto this teftimony, animprobability of
almoft infinity to one againt their reality,
as any one muft perceive, who will think
how {ure he is of the falfehood of all facts
that have zo evidence to fupport them, or
which he has only wmagined to himfelf, Tt
1s then very common for the {ighteft
teflimony to overcome an almoft infinite
improbability.

To make this more evident: Let us
{fuppofe, that teftimony informed wus
rightly ten times to one in which it de-
ceived us; and that there was nothing to
diretour judgments concerning the regard
due to witnefles, belidesthe degree of con-
formity which we have experienced in pafi

events to their reports. In this cale, there
would
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would be the probability of ten to one for
the reality of every falt {upported by tef-
timony. Suppofe then that it informs
me of the {uccels of a perfon 1n an affair,
againft the fuccefs of which there was
the probability of a hundred to one, or
of any other event previoully improbable
in this proportion. I afk, What, on’
this fuppofition, would be, on the whole,
the probability that the event really hap-
pened? Would the right way of com-

puting be, to compare the probability of
the truth of the tefttmony with the pro-

bability that the event would not hap-
pen, and to reje& the event with a con-

hdence proportioned to the {uperiority of
the latter above the former? This Mr.

Hume direCts; but certainly contrary to
all reafon. The truth 1s, that the tef-

timony would give the probabulity of ten
to one to the event, unabated by the fup-
poled probability againft it. And one
reafon of this 1s, that the very experience
which teaches us to give credit to tefhi-
mony, 15 an experience by which we have

Dd g - found,
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found, that 1t has informed us rightly
concerning fadts, in which there would

have appeared to us, prckuﬂy, a great
#mprobgbility,

But to be yet more explicit; Let us
fuppoie the event reported by teftimony
to be, that a‘particular {ide of a die was
thrown fwice in two trials, and that the
teftimony is of fuch a nature that it has
as often informed us wrong as right. In
this cafe there would plainly be an equal
chancefor the reality of the event, though,
previoully, there was the probability
of thirty-five to one againft it: And
every one would fee, that 1t would be
abfurd to fay, that there being fo confi-
derable a probability againit the event,
and no probability at all for the truth of
the teftimony ; or, that having had much
more frequent experience that two trials
have not turned up the fame face of a
die, than .of the conformity of falls to
ihe fuppofed teflimony, therefore, no

ward 15 due to the tefimony.——An

t‘:v'denr.:P
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evidencethat is ofzex connelted with truth,
though not ¢ftner than with fallehood, is
real evidence, and delerves regard, 'To
reject fuch evidence would be to fall gften
into error, whatever improbabilities may
attend the events to which 1t 1s applied ;

and to aflert the contrary, would be to
aflert a manifeft contradiétion.

The end of a news-paper confines it, in
a great meafure, to the relation of fuch
facks as are uncommon. Suppofe that it
reports truth only twice 1a three times, and
that there are mzne {uch uncommon falts
reported by it as, that a certain perfon is
alive 1 his hundredth year, that another
was {truck dead by lightning, or that a
woman has been delivered of three children
at a birth; Would it be right to reject
o/l thefe falts, becaufe more extraordinary
than the report of falfehood by the news-
paper? To {ay this, would be to fay, that
what, by {uppolition, reports truth /fix
i;ime_s in #ine, does not report truth once
:m nine {1mes.

- But
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But let us take a higher cale of this
kind. The mmprobability of drawing a
fottery in any particular afhigned manner,
independently of the evidence of teftimo-

ny, or of our own fenfes, acquainting us
that it Aas been drawn in that manner,

1s fuch as exceeds all conception *, And
yet the moft common teftimony is fuffi-
cient

¥ This improbability is as the number of difterent
ways which there are of drawing the lotterv ; or, as
the number of permutations which a number of
things, equal to that of the tickets in the lottery, ad-
mits of. In a lottery, therefore, of 50,000 tickets,
this improbability is expreffed by the proportion of
1x2x3x4x5x6, &c. continued to 50,000. toone, Or,
itis the fame with that of drawing fuch 2 lottery ex-
atly in the order of the numbers, hrft 1, then 2, and
fo on to the laft. Moft perfonswill{carcely beable to
perfuade themfelves, that this is not an abfolute im-
pofiibility ; and yetin truth, it is equally pofiible, and
was beforehand equally probable with that very way
in which, after drawing the lottery, webelieve it has
been drawn @ And what is fimilar to this 1s true
of almoft every thing that can be offered toouraflent,
independently of anyevidenceforit; and particularly,
of numberlefs falts whichare the objects of teftimony,
and which are continually believed, without thelealt

hefitation, upon its authority.
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cient to put us out of doubt aboutit. Sup-
pole here a perfon was to reject the evi-
dence offered him on the pretence, that
the improbability of the falfehood of it is
almoft infinitely lefs than that of the
event *; or, {uppole, that univerfally a
perfon was to reject all accounts which he

reads

* Thefalfe principle, which is the foundation of this
method of realoning, has been too eafily received. Se-
veral confiderable writers, as well as Mr. Hume, feem
to have been deceived by it. Had not this been, in
fome degree, true of even Dr, Campbell, he would
perhaps have expreffed himfelf differently in fomeparts
of the firftand fixth feGions of the firft partof his very
judicious differtation before mentioned.—In thecafe
he fuppofes, of the lofs of a paffage boat which
had crofled a river two thoufand times fafely; it
Is plain, that an evidence of much lefs weight than
the probability, that an experiment which had fuc-
ceeded two thoufand times will fucceed the next time,
would be{ufficient to convince us of thereality of the
event, Any report that has been oftener found to be
true than falfe would engage belief, tho’ the con-
viction wethould havehad, {uppofing no fuch report,
that the event did not happen, would have been
much ftronger than any that the report itfelf is
capable of producing. 'The reafon of this has been

affigned above,
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reads or hears of fad&s which are more
uncommon, than it is that he thould read
or hear what 1s falfe: What would be
thought of fuch a perfon? How foon
would he be made to fee and acknowledge

his miftake ?

In the cafe I have mentioned of a news-

paper {uppofed to report truth twice in
three times, the odds of zwo to one, would
overcome the odds of #houfands to one.
This is no more than {aying, thatan evi-
dence which, in cafes where there were
greatoddsagainftan event, has beenfound
true twice 1n three times, zs true in {uch
cales twice 1n three times, and communi«
cates the probability of 2 to 1 to the event
to which it isapplied. Every one will fee
that this 1s an aflertion {fo plainly true as
‘to be trifling; and yet the principal part
of what I am hereaflerting may be reduced
toit.—T he previous improbability of moft
common fats, thatis, the improbability
'we fhould {ee to be in them were they

unconnefted with all evidence for them,
18,
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is, I have oblerved, verygreat. We have,
generally, found teftimony right, when
applied to fuch facts, Itis therefore rea-
fonable to give credit to 1t when {o applied,
tho’ not {o likely to be true as it was that
the faéts fhould not hanpen: And faying
this, is only faying, that anevidence gesxe-
rally right ought tobe reccived as being {o,
notwith{tanding improbabilitics by which
we have found it not to be affeGed; I -
will add, and by which too we know that
it is 7£s nafure not to be affeéted.

What has been laft faid requires expla-
nation 3 and 1t will be proper to dwell a
little upon 1t, 1n order more fully to thew
the nature of hiftorical evidence, and the
reafon and truth ofall I have faid concern-
ing it——\What I defire may be here at-
tended to 1s chiefly the following afler-
tion, *that improbabilities as fuch do not
““ leflen the capacity of teftimony to report
¢ truth,”—Theonly caufes offalfehood in
teftimony are the ntention to deceive, and
thedangerof beingdeceived. Setting afide

the



414 On H%arz'?af E&Jz'déncé,
the former, letus, for the fake of greatesr -
precifion, confine our views at prefent to
the latter, or fuppole a cafe where there
are nomotives todeceive, and where there=
fore the only {fource of mis-information
from teftimony 1s the danger of being

decerved. Let us likewife fuppofe that this
danger is {uch as makes teftimony liable
- to be wrong once 1n ten times. Now, I
{ay, that fuch teftimony would communi-
cate its own probability to every event
reported by it of which fenfe 1s equally a
judge, whether the odds againft that event,
or the previous improbabilityin it 1s more
or lefs.—For inftance, A perfon, whoin
the dark thould take a black-ball out of a
heap of 67 white-balls, and 23 black,
would do what there were the odds of
two to one againft his doing. He, there-
fore, who fhould report this, would re=
port an event which was improbable as
two to one; and a perfon who fhould
~athrm that there was no improbability to
be removed by the report, would affirm a
palpable falfchood. Now, to this fadt,

the
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the teftimony I have {uppofed, would give
the probability of 7z to one, notwith-
ftanding its previous improbability. Such
a teftimony would do the fame if its
report was, that a black-ball had been in
the fame manner taken out of a heap con-

taining 9o white-balls and ten black, or
99 white and one black. That is; it

would afford equal evidence whether the
improbability of the event was 2 to 1, 10
to 1, or g9 to I.—The like will appear,
if we{uppole thereports of fuch ateflimony
applied to the particular faces thrown with
a fet of dies. It would make no dif-
ference, whether its reports were applied
to the faces thrown with a {et of dies of 6
fides or a thoufand fides, or to any dzferent

faces thrown with them, or any comcidence
offaces. Suppofingany confiderable num-
ber of {uch reports, the nature of the thing

implies, that an equal proportionof them
would be found to be true in either cafe;

ecaufe, by fuppofition, however different
the improbabilities are, the cnly caufe of
mis-information, namely the danger of a

deception
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deception of the fenfes, does not operate
more in one cafe than in the other.—In
other words. The improbabilities I mean,
being no hiridrance to the perceptions of
{enfe, make no oppofition to the teftimony
of a witnefs who reports honeftly from
fenfe; and, therefore, {aying that fuch a
teftimony, though the probability of its
own truth 1s'but g to 1, will overcome
equally an improbability of 2 to 1, 10to
I, Or 9g to I, 1s no more than faying, that
it is equally an over-match fcr any one of
a number of things, by which it is not
oppoled.—In fhort. TESTIMONY is truly

no more than SENSE at {econd-hand:
and improbabilities, in the circumftances

now fuppoled, can have no morg effe&t on
the evidence of the one, than on the evi-
dence of the other.

It i1s obvious that fimilar obfervations

might be made on the other caufe which I
havementioned of falfehood inteftimony.
If 1n any cale 1t cannot be {uppofed that a
witnefs is deceived, his report will give an

evene
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event that precife degree of probability
which there 1s of his not intending to

deceive, be the event what 1t wili.

A due attention to thefe oblervations
will, Ithink, fhew the reafon of the little
ettet which, in numberlefs inftances, very
great previous improbabilities have, when
{et againft the weakeft direct teflimony.

No one can be at a lofs to account for
this where he has the evidence of fenfe. It
appears that there is no greater difliculty

in accounting for it, where we have the
evidence of #effimiony.

It thould be remembered, that nothing |
have faid implies, that improbabilities
ought never to have any influence on

our opinion of teftimony. Improbabili-
ties, I have obferved, as fuch, do not

affet the capacity oi teltimony to report
truth. They have no dire? and necellary
operation upon it, and {hould not be con-
{idered as a counter-evidence invalidating,
in proportion to their degree, its reports.

—-—DBut tho’ this 1s true, 1t by nomeans
E e follows,
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follows, that they may not in many cit-
cumftances affe& the credst of teftimony,

or caule us to queftion its veracity, They
have {fometimes this effe® on even the

“*reports of fenfe, and, therefore, may alfo
on the reports of teftimony. This will
happen, firft, when they are of fuch a

nature as to carry the appearance of
impofivilities, Every fuch appearance is
indeed properly a counter-evidence ; and

teftimony, when applied in fuch circum-
ftances, cannot gain credit any further

than there 1s a greater probability of its
truth, than there is of the impoflibility of

the

* Were we to [re any thing very ftrange and incre-
dible, it would be natural at firft to doubt whether
our eyes did not deceive us. Butif it appeared to us
repeatedly, and for a length of time, and others faw
the fame, we fhould focn be as well convinced of its
reality, as of any other object of fenfe,—T he like
is true inthe cafe of zeffimony.  1fany thing reported
to us is fo {trange that we cannot truft any fingle
witnels o far as to believe it, the agreement of a
number of independent witnefles may produce fuch
an increafe of evidence, as fhall leave no more

poflibility of doubting about it than if we had
been ourfelves witnefles of i,
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the fa&t. Thus; if I was to hear a report,
that a perfon was in oze place at a time
when I apprehended him to be in
another, 1 could not give my aflent till 1t
appeared, that I had lefsreafon for think-
ing myfelf right in this apprehenfion,
than for beliecving the report. The
fame 1s true in all cafes where {eem-
ing impoflibilities or inconfiftencies are
reported. But, between wpoffibilitics and
smprobabrlities, however apt we may be
to confound them, there is an infinite
difference; and no conclufion can be
drawn from the one to the other 'There
are few of the moft mcredible falls that
can, with any reafon, be called zmpoflible.
With refpe& to miracks, particularly,
there are no arguments which have a
tendency to prove this concerning them;
or were it even true, that there are {uch
arguments, their utmoft etfect, agreeably
to the obfervation juft made, would be,

not to defiroy the evidence of chriftianicy,
but to counter-balanceit; and there might
be fill reafon to believe chriitianity,

ez unlels
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unlefs 1t appeared that their force was
fuch as to owfweigh the force of the
evidence for it. Teftimony lometimes
has convinced men of falts which they
judged to be impoflible; that is, it has
convinced them that they were wrong in
this opinion.  Kindling {pirits by a touch
from 1ce would appear, to a common
perfon, impoflible. The evidence of
{enfe, however, would immediately con-
vince him of the contrary; and from the
preceding reafoning, I think, it appears,
that there 1s nothing which fenfe is
capable of proving that teftimony may
not alfo prove.

But, Secondly, The chief reafon of the
effe¢t of improbabilities on our regard to

teftimony 1s, their tendency to influence
theprinciples of deceitinthehuman mind,
They have of themfelves, 1 have faid, no
effe&t on the perceptions of fenfe, and
therefore none on any faithful reports
from fenfe. They may, however, wben

percerved, lead us to queftion the faith-
fulnels
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fulnefs of a report, and give juft ground
to {ufpect a defign to milreprefent or
exaggerate. A grven probability of tefti-
mony communicates itfelt always entire
to an event; but an event may be of
fuch a nature as to lead us to doubt,
whether there 1s that probability or not.
—My meaning here will be explained by
the following confiderations.

Whenever any particular improbabilities
appear, or a fa¢thas any thing of the air of

the marvellous, the paflions are neceflarily
engaged, and we know that a temptation

to deceive takes place in order to draw
attention and excite wonder. On the con-
trary ; when afad is fuch as not at all to
intereft, or to give any room for imagining
that men canintend deceit, we immediately
believe it, without minding any previous
improbabilities. It 1s for this reafon, that
we cafily believe any ftory of a common
nature, however complicated, tho’ impro-
bable, when the {upport of teftimony is

taken from it, almoft as infinity to one.
EFe 3 But
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But when a flory is told us, which 15
attended with any circumftances not com-~
mon, or in any way calculated to produce
furprize, we place ourfelves on our guard,
and  very reafonably give our affent with
caution, becaufe we fee that in this cafe
there 1s room for fearing the operation of
the principles of deceit.—~Thus; were we
to receive an account that number 13500
was the i/t drawn in a lottery, we fhould
immediately believe 1t; but were we to
hear that number 1 was the firff drawn,
we fhould hefitate and doubt, though the
improbability of the event gives no more
reafon for hefitation in the one cafe than
the other; it being certainly no more
unlikely, that number 1 fhould be fir/?
drawn, than number 1500.

Were we fure in inftances of this kind,
that the ftory which furprizes, and the{tory
which does not furprize, came to us from
perfons who had no more thought of de-
celving in one cafe than in the other, we

ﬂlould in both cafes give our aflent with
equal
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equal readinefs ; and it would beunreafon-
able to do otherwife. TFor inftance; were
a perfon to tell us that, in pafling thro’
Guildhall at the time of drawing a lottery,

he happened tohearhisage, thedayof the
month, and the date of the year drawn.to-

gether, we fhould {carcelybelieve him, tho’
we know that he was not more unhikely to
hear thefe numbers drawn, than any other
particularnumbers. But if thefame perfon
was only to tell us the numbers them-
{elves, and the co-incidence which firikes
us was entirely our own dilcovery, we
{hould have juft the {fame reafon for be-
lieving his account, as if there had been
no fuch co-mcidence, In like manner; if
before the beginning of drawing a lottery,
we {uppofe a wager laid in a company,
that a particular number fhall be firft
drawn, and if afterwards one who only
knows of the wager, without being any
way interefted in 1t, fhould come and
report to the company that he had heard
that very number firft drawn, he would
not eafily gain credit. But if a firanger,

Eeg 1gnorant
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ignorant of the wager, was to come

accidentally, and to make the {ame
report, he would be believed. The

reafon 1s obvious. It would appear that
probably the laft of thefe reporters had
nothing but the reality of the fact to lead
him to report this number rather than

any other; whereas the contrary would
appear to be true of the other.

Thefe obfervations may be applied to
every cale in which hiftorical evidence 1s
concerned. A grven torce of teftimony
never wants ability to produce belief pro-
portioned to its degree; but the fituation
df reporters and the circumftances of
fatts may be fuch as may render us
doubtful whether that grver forceis really
applied. As far as it appears that there 13
no ground for any doubts of this kind,
we are equally forced to believe in all

cales. Were we even to recelve an ac-
. eount that a lottery had been drawn In

the very order of the numbers, in a
manner which gave us as little reafon to
fufpe&
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fufpect the danger of miftake and deceit,
as there 1s when we are informed that it

has been drawn in any other order, we
thould be obliged to give our aflent.

All that has been here aflerted may be
juftly applied to the cale of miracles
reported by teltimony. Uncommon
falts, as fuch, are not lels fubje to
the cognizance of fenfe than the moft
ordinary. It is as competent a judge,
for inftance, of a man eight feet high,
as of a man five or fix feet high, and
of the reftoration of a withered limb,
or the inftantaneous cure of a difeafe, by
fpeakmg a word, as of the amputation
of a limb, or the gradual cure of a difeafe
by the ufe of medicines : And werea fet
of {uch facls to be related to us byeye and
car-witnefles, who appeared no more to

mean deceit than perfons in general do
when they relate any thing of a common

nature, we fhould be under a neceflity
of believing them.—In particular; were
there no more reafon to queftion thefince-

rity
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rity of the Apoftles when they tell us, that
they faw Jefus perform his wonderful

works, that they converfed with him

familiarly for many days after his refur-
refion, that he alcended to heaven before

their eyes, and that afterwards, in con-
fequence of being endued with power
from on high agreeably to his promife,
they went about through all the world
preaching the dollrine of efernal fife
through bim, and converting men from
idolatry and vice, God himfelf bearing

witnefs with them &y divers miracles,
and wonders, and gifts of the Holy Ghoft * »

Were there, I fay, no more reafon to
queftion the honefty of the Apoftles when

they deliver this partof their hiftory, than
when they give an account of the affairs of
theJews and Romans, of the ignominious
fufferings and crucifixion of Chrift under
Pilate, of Peter’s denial, Judas’s treachery,
and other events of a fimilar nature, we
thould be obliged alike to receive both.

This,

* Heb. i1, 4.~==—-Rom. xv, 18, 1q.
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This, indeed, feems to me to be nearly
the truth 7. 'The extrasrdinary fals they
relate are fo blended with the common,

and told with {fo much of the appearance
of a like artlefs fimplicity in both cafes,

as has, I think, a firong tendeacy to
imprefs an attentive and impartial mind.

+ ¢¢ The Gofpels and the A&s afford us the fame

¢¢ hiftorical evidence of the miracles of Chriftand the
« Apoftles, as of the common matters related in

¢ them, This indeed could not have been afhirmed
¢ by any reafonable man, if the authors of thefe
¢¢ books like many other hiftorians had appeared ta
¢ 2ym at an entertaining manner of writing, tho’
¢¢ they had in their works interfperfed miraclesat pro-

« per diftances and on proper occafions, Thefe'might
¢¢ have animated a dull relation, amufed the reader,
¢ and engaged his attention. But the falls,
¢¢ both miraculous and natural in fcripture, are re-
¢¢ lated in plain unadorned narratives ; and both of
¢¢ themappear in all refpecs to ftand upon’ the fame
% foot of hiftorical evidence.” Butler’s dnilegy,
Part 11. Chap, 7, | s
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SECT. IL

Of the Credibility of Miracles, and the
Force of Teftimony when employed to

prove them.

T has, Thope, been {ufficiently proved

in the laft{e&ion, that the influence of
improbabilities on hiftorical evidence isby
no means fuch as Mr. Hume afferts, and
that there cannot be any {uch incredibility
in miracles as renders them incapable of
being proved byteftimony. We have {een
that teftimony is continually overcoming
greater improbabilities than thofe of its
own fallechood, and that, like the evi-
dence of fenfe, the capacity of doing this
1s implied in 1ts very nature.—The objec-
tion therefore, grounded on the {fuppofed
abfurdity of trufting a feebler experience
in oppofition to a ftronger, or of believ-

ing
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ing tefltimony, when it reports. fats
more improbable and extraordinary than
fallehood and deception, 1s fallacious.

I muft add what deferves particular
notice, that what has been faid thews us
that Mr, Hume’s argument would prove
nothing even tho’ one of the pringiples
before oppoled were granted, namely,
that we derive our regard to teftimony
from experience in the fame manner

with our aflurance of the laws and courfe
of nature.

Ttis not neceflary to the purpofe of this
Differtation that I thould proceed any fur-

ther. Theimprobabulity, however, attend-
1ing miracles being a point that firongly af-
fe&ts the minds of many perfons, I cannot
help enteringalittlefurther into the confi-
deration of it, in order to thew more fully
howmuch 1t has been magnified, and with
what propriety and effect teftimonymay be
cmployed-to gain credit to the fupernatural
falts of chnftianity,—This fhall be my

' bufinefs

L
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bufinefs in the greateft part of what re-
mains of this Differtation.

There are many events, not .niraculous,
which yet have a previous incredibility
in them fimilar to that of miracles, and
by no means inferior to it. The events
I mean, are all {fuch pbenomena in na-
ture as are quite new and firange to us.
No one can doubt whether thefe are ca-
pable of full proof by teftimony.——I
could, for inftance, engage by my own
fingle teftimony to convince any reafon-
able perfon, that I have known one of
the human fpecies, neither deformed nor
an idebt, and only thirty inches high, who
arrived at his moft mature ftate at feven
years of age, and weighed then eighteen
pounds; butfrom that time gradually de-
clined, and died at feventeen, weigh-
ing only twelve pounds, and with almoft
every mark of old age upon him.
Now, according to Mr. Hume’s argument,
no teflimony can prove fuch a fa&; for it

might be faid, that nothing being more
2 common
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common than the falfehood of teftimony,
nor more wucommor than fuch a fa&, it

muft be contrary to all realon to believe
it on the evidence of teftimony.

It deferves particular notice here, that
in judging from experience concerning
the probability of events, we fhould
always take care to fatisfy ourfelves,
that there 18 nothing wanting to render
the cafes, from which we argue, per-
feltly alike. Our knowledge that an

event has always or generally happened
in certain circumitances, gives no reafon

. for believing that the fame event will
happen, when thefe circumftances are
altered : And, in truth, we are o
ignorant of the conflitution of the world
and of the {prings of events, that 1t is
{eldom poflible for us to know what dif<
ferent phenomena may take place, un any
the leaft change in the {ituation of nature,
~or the circumftances of objefts. It was
inattention to this that occalioned the
miftake of that king of Szam, mentioned
by Mr. Locke, who rejeted, as utterly

incredible,
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incredible, the account which was given
him of the effeéts of cold upon water in
Europe. His unbehef was plainly the
effet of ignorance. And this indeed is
almoft as often’the cafe with unbelicf,
as with its contrary. Give to a common
man an account of the moft remarkable
experiments in natural philofophy : Tell
him that you can freeze him to death
by blowing warm air upon him before a
good fire; or that you often divert yourfelf
with bottling up lightming and difcharg-
ing it thro’ the bodies of your acquain-
tance; and he will perhaps look upon you
ascrazy, of, at leaft, he willthink him{elf
fure that you mean to decetve him. Could
we{uppofehim tohave adopted Mr.Hume’s
method of realoning, he might{ay, “That
¢ what you acquaint him with is contrary
¢ touniform experience; that he cannot be-
“ lieve irou without quitting a guide that
¢ has never decetved him, to follow one
“ which is continually deceiving him;
¢ and that, therefore, fuch fats, when

“ reported by teftimony, are more pro-
“ perly
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* perly {ubjeCts of dersfion than argument.”
—-——But, how obvious would be the
weaknefs of his reafoning?—A perfon in
fuch circumftances, who thought juftly,
would confider how complicated and ex~
tenfive the frame of nature is, and how
little a way his obfervations have reached.
This would thew him that he can be no
competent judge of the powers of nature,
and lead him to expect to find in 1t things
ftrange and wonderful, and confequently
to enquire what regard 1s due to the tef-
timony which informs him of fuch faéts,
rather than haflily to reje&t them.—One
cannot help being greatly dilgufted with
the inclination which fhews itlelf in many
perfons, to treat with contempt what-
ever they hear, be 1t ever {o well attefted,
if it happens that they are not able to ac-
count forit, or that it does not coincide
with their experience, juft as it ithey knew
all that can take place 1n nature, or as if
their experience was the ftandard of truth
and the meafure of poflibility. This is to
oive themielves up to the influence of a

Ff prin=
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+ principle which has a tendency to unfit
them for fociety, and, in effe&t, barring
their mindsagainftlightand improvement.
If we would be truly wife, we ought, at
thefame time that we are upon our guard
agrainft deception, to avord carefully a vain
fcepticiim, preferving opennefs with refpe&t
to any evidence that can be offered to us
on every fubje®, from 4 {enfe of our own
ignorance and narrow views. But to

come more diretly to the fubjedt under
confideration.

There 15, I have faid, no greater in-
credibility 1n a miracle, than in fuch
fatts as thofe I have mentioned. It has
been already thewn, p. 393, &ec. that the
moft uniform experience affords no realon
for concluding, that the courfe of nature
will #ever be interrupted, or that any na-
tural event which has hitherto happened,
will #/ways happen, It has appeared, on
the contrary, that there muft be always
reafon agamft this conclufion. There
may, | have {aid, be {ecret caules which

wiil
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will fometimes countera& thofe by which
the courfe of nature is carried on. We
are under no more neceflity of thinking
that it muft be the {fame in all ages than in
all chimates, During the continuance of a
world, there may be periods and emer-
gencies -1n which its affairs may take a
new turn, and very extraordinary events
happen.———In particular, there are,
tor ought we know, fuperior beings who
may {ometimes interpofe in our affairs,
and over-rule the ufual operations of
natural caufes *. 'We are fo far from
having any reafon to deny this, that it
any end worthy of fuch an interpofition

appears, nothing 1s more credible.

There was, undoubtedly, a time when
this earth was reduced into its prefent

habitable: ftate and form. This muft
Ftoa have

* Sure it is, that Mr, Hume, at leaft, cannot
difpute the credibility of this, who has faid of the
{yftem of pagan mypthslogy, that it feems more than
probable that fomewhere or other 1n the univerfe, it

is really carried into execution, Natural Hiffery of
Religion, Sect, 11th.
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have been a time of miracles, or of the

exertion of fupernatural power. Why
muft this power have then fo entirely
withdrawn itfelf, as never to appear af-

terwards ! The vanithing of old ftars,
and the appearance of new ones, is pro-
bably owing. to the deftruction of old
worlds, and the creation of new worlds.
It is reafonable to believe that events of
this kind are continually happening in
the immenfe univerfe; and it 1s certain,

that they muft be brought about under
the diretion of {fome {uperior power.

Thereis, therefore, the conftantexertion
of fuch power in the univerfe. Why
muft it be thought that, in the lapfe of
fix thoufand years, there have been no

occafions on which 1t has been exerted on
our globe P

What I am now {aying 1s true on the
fuppofition that a miracle, according to
the common opinion, implies a vio/ation
or fitfpenfion of the laws of nature. But,
in reality, this 1s by no means neceftanly

included
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included in the idea of a miracle. A
{enfible and extraordinary effec? produced
by fuperior power, no more implies that a

law of nature 1s vislated, than any com-
mon  effect produced by buman power,

This hasbeen explained in the diflertation
on Providence, p. 8o, 81, and it has a
confiderable tendency to render the ad-
miflion of a miracle more eafy.

Thefe obfervations demonftrate, that
there is nothing of the improbability 1n
miracles which fome have imagined. 1
may even venture to fay, that they have 1n
them a much lefs degree of improbability,
than there was, antecedently to obferva-
tions and experiments, in {uch phenomena
as comets, or fuch powers as thole of mag-
netifin and electricity, My reafon for this
affertion is, thatit 1s far more likely that
the courfe of nature fhould {fome time or

other fail, than that any particular powers
or effets fhould exift in nature, which

we could before-hand guefs.

Ffj A due
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- A due attention to thefe arguments
will neceflarily difpofe a candid enquirer
to give a patient hearing to any teflimo-
ny which affures him, that there aGually
have been miracles. It appears that to
decline this,under the pretence that nothing
different from the common courfe of things
can be proved by teftimony, is extremely
unreafonable.—The miracles of the New
Teftament, 1n particular, have many cir-
cutnftances attending them which recom-
mend them firongly to our good opinion,
and which lay us under indifpen{uble obli-
gations to give the evidence for them a
fair and patient examination.—>Suchisthe
ftate of mankind, that therc is nothing
more credible, than that cur affairs have
not always been {uffered to go on entirely
of themfelves. A revelation to inftruétand
reform a {inful and degenerate world is
{o far from implying any abfurdity, that
it 1s an effe@ of divine goodnefs which
might very reafonably be hoped for.
‘There appears to have been great need of
it ; and 1t {feems to be certain, that there

3 muit
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muft have been a revelation at the begin-
ning of the world. Ii we reject the mira-
cles mentioned in the New Teltament,
it will not be poflible to give any tolera~
ble account of the efablifhment of fuch
a religion as the chrifiian among man-
kind, by a few perfons of no education
or learning, 1n oppofition to all the pre-
judices and powers of the world. The
excellence of the end for which they were
wrought; the myriads of mankind which
they brought over to piety and goodnefs,
and the amazing turn they gave to the
ftate of religion by deflroying, 1n a few
years, aiyftem of 1dolatry which had been
the work of ages, and eftabiifhing on its
ruins the Lknowledge and worfhip of
the one true God; thefe, and various
other undeniable facts which might be
enumerated, give them a high credibility,
We fee here an occafion worthv of the ufe
oi {uch means, anda probability that, if
ever fince the creation there has been any
interpolition of {uperior power, this was

the time.
Ffg
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CONCLUSION.

Enough has been now {aid in anfwerto

the objection which has been the chief
fubjetof this differtation ¥, Theneceflary

COIl-

¥ Some of theprincipal obfervations which I have
made may be found in the chapterof Bithop Butler’s
Analogy on the fuppofed prefumpiion againft a Reve-
Iationy confidered as miraculons, Had 1 remembered
this, it is probable I fhould not have thought of
drawing up this differtation. T'he greateft part of
the paflage I refer to I fhall here give, in order to
fave the reader the trouble of turning toit, and alfo

to enable him to judge how far what I have writ,
fhould it anfwer no other end, may be of ufe to

illuftrate and ftrencthen what this excellent author
has faid,

«« Firft of all, thereisa very ftrong prefumption
¢¢ againft common fpeculative truths, andagainft the
¢ moft ordinary facts before the proof of them,

¢« which yet is overcomebyalmoft any proof. There

¢« js a prefumption of millions to oneagainft the ftory
<¢ of Ceefar, or any other man, For, fugpofe a num-

¢t ber of common falls fo and fo circumftanced, of
«¢ which one had nokind of proof, fthould happen to
¢¢ come into one’s thoughts, every one would, with-
¢ gut any poflible doubt, conclude them to be falfe.

< And
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conclufion from itis, that the main buli-
nefs of thofe who oppofe chriftianity

{hould

4

¢ And the like may be faid of a fingle common faét,
¢¢ And from hence it appears, that the queftion of
‘¢ importance,as tothe matter before us,1s concerning
‘¢ the degree of the peculiar prefumption {uppofed
‘¢ againft miracles ; not whether there be any pre-
¢¢ fumption at all againft them, Yor, if there be the
‘“ prefumption of millions to one againft the moft
¢¢ common falts; what can a fmall prefumption,
¢¢ additional to this, amount to, though it be pecu-
¢liar? It cannot be eftimated, and is as nothing.
¢t The only material queftion is, whether there be
¢¢ any {uch prefumption again{t miracles, as to ren-
<¢ der them in any fort incredible. Secondly, If we
¢¢ Jeave out the confideration of religion, we are in

¢ {uch total darknefs upon what caufes, occafions,
f¢ reafons or circumitances the prefent courfe of
‘¢ nature depends, that there does not appear any
<« improbability for oragainit fuppofing, that five or
¢¢ fix thoufand years may havegiven fcope for caufes,
¢¢ occafions, reafons or circumitances, from whence
¢¢ miraculous interpofitions may have arifen. And
¢¢ fromthis, joined with the foregoing obfervation,
« it will follow, that there muft bea prefumption,
¢ beyond all comparifon greater, againft the par-
«¢ ¢icnlar common facts juil now inftanced in, than
6t ﬁgain& miracles 7z general, before any evidence

¢< Of
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{hould be, to invalidate the direl? evidence
for it. Every attempt of this kind would
deierve

¢ of either.  But, thirdly, take in the coniideration
¢ of religion, or the moral {yfiem of the werld, and
¢ then we {fee auftinét particular realons for miva-
“¢ cles; to aiford mankind inftruction, additional to
¢¢ that of nature, and to atteil the truth of it,—
¢« Laftly, Miracles muft not be compared to com-
¢ mon natural events, but totheextraordinary phee-
¢ nomena of nature. And then the comparifon wiil
¢¢ be between the prefumption again{t mirzcles, and
¢ the prefumption againt {uch uncommon appear-
¢ ances, fuppole, as comets, and azainft there
¢¢ being any {fuch powers in nature as magnetifm and
¢ eletricity, {o contrary to the properties of other
‘¢ bodies, not endued with thefe powers.—Upon
¢¢all this, I conclude, that thereis certainly no fuch
¢¢ prefumption againit miracles as to render them in
‘¢ any wife incredible.  T'hat, on the contrary, our
¢ being able to difcernreafons for them gives a pofi-
¢¢ tive credibility to the hiftory of them, 1n cafes where
¢ thofe reafons hcld: And that it is by no means
¢ certain, that there 1s any peculiar prefumption
¢¢at all, from analogy, againft miracles, as diftin-
¢ ouifhed from other cxtraordinary phenomena.”

Analogy of Religion, &c. p. 243, &c.
Since the firft publication of thefe Differtations,
whatis {faid in this paffage of ¢“the improhability in
common
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deferve the moft ferious regard ; and, it
is vain to think of overthrowing chrifti-

anity

common falts,” has been controverted by perfons
of whofe judgment I have reafon to entertain a hich
opinion. I muit, therefore, beg leave here to recal
the reader’s attenticn tothis fubject, bylaying before
him fome further obfervations uponit, Thofe who
are already fatished, and to whom probably, in
what follows, 1 fhall appear too minute and tedious,
will, 1 hope, excufe me, °

In order to difcover whether there is an impro-
bability in common facts, independently of the tefti-
mony on whofe credit they ate believed, let thecon-
nexion of fuch facts with teftimony be withdrawn,
and then let it be confidered what they are. If upon
doing this; that is, if upon making them objelts of
imagination un{upported by any proof, they become
improbable, thepoint, I'{hould think, will bedeter-
mined: For to find that a fac¢t, when its connexion
with teftimony is withdrawn, becomes improbable, is
the {ame as to find, that, independently of teftimony,
it zs improbable, A fact reported by teftimony, 1f 1t
has in itfelf noimprobability, will continue to have
no improbability when the fupport of teftimony is

taken away., 'This is true of {uch a fat as that it
froze in England between the 1ft and 10th of laft

January; but the contrary is true of fuch falts as
that the king was then ill; or that the miniftry was
thenchanged, andfuchandfuch perfonsadvanced to

POWET,
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anity 1n any other way. As far as there is
reafon to believe, that the Apoftles were
neither

power,——1 cannot conceive of any clearer way of
decidingany pointthanthisis. However,as to fome
1t is not fatisfactory, let us confider this point in
other lights, taking along with us the following
definitions and propofitions,

Definition 1ft. Aneventisprobable, when the odds
Jor itshappening are greater than thofe ggain/ its hap-
pening; 1mprobable, whentheodds agains? are oreater
than thofe for; and neither probable nor improbable
whenthefe odds are equal.—T his is the proper fenfe
of thele words ; but the writcrs on the dosrine of
charces ule the word probable in a more general fenfe,

Definition 2d. T'wo events arc independent, when
the happening of one of them has no influence on
the other, |

Propofition 1ft. Theimprobabiliticsof independent
events are the fame whether they are confidered Jointly

or feparately. Thatis; theimprobability of anevent

remainsthe fame, whetheranyother event which has
no influence upon it happens at the fame time with

it, or not, This is {cif-evident.

Propofitien 2d. Theimprobability that twoindepen-
dentevents, each of them notimprobable, thould both
happen, cannotbe greater than theodds of threctoone;
this being the odds that two equal chances {hall not

ooth happen; and an cqual chance being the loweft
eveng
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neither deceived, nor intended to deceive,
we are under a neceflity of receiving the

falls

event of which 1t can be faid that it is not improba-
ble, Thus, in throwing up a half-penny, I have an
equal chance for turning up beads. Another alfo, 1n
doing this at the fame time, has anequal chance for
turning upheads, 1tiszmprobablethat wefhould both
of us turn up heads, and this improbability is the
oddsof thres to one. If two events are in any degrec

probable, there is not fo much as thefe odds againft
their co-1ncidence.

From thefe premifes will arife a demonflration that

common falts, or { to {peak more properly ) particular
falls of a common nature, havea very high impro-

bability in them which is conqucred by teftimony.
For, in order to be fufficiently explicit, let us take

the two following facts : ¢ Thelaying of a wager that
‘¢ number 1500 fhall be firft drawn in alottery ;”
and ¢¢ the altual drawing of that number firft.”
Thefe are independent events ; for laying the wa-

ger cannot of itfeli have any influence on the pro-
pability or imprebability of drawing the number about
which it is laid. "Theyarealfo, when taken fepa-
rately, common facts, and would either of them, if
reported feparately, be believed without fcruple on
common teihimony.  When reported together ; that
is, whenit is faid that they have both happened, every
one is neceflarily fenltble of an improbability, and
that this improbability isat leaft 49,999 to 1, fuppof-

mg
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fa&ts to which they gave witnefs, tho’
miraculous. Let then unbelievers prove;

i

ing the number of tickets in the lottery tobe 50,000.
But, by propofition 2d, there could notbe a greater
improbability in the happening of both thefe events
(if {eparately not improbable) than theodds of 7 to 1.
It follows, therefore, with theftricteft evidence, that~
this 1s a falle fuppofition.

Let us next confider what the degreeof this foparaze
smprobability muft be.—Itappears thatatleaft it muft
be fo great as to be capable of producing an impro-
bability of 49,999 to 1 in the happening of both
everts, But it is obvious that, after the wager, this
1s the improbubility of one of the events, or of draw-
ing number 1500; and by propofition xft, if it has
- this improbability after the wager, it muft havehad it
before. 49,999to 1, therefore, was the feparate im-
probability of this event; thatis, 1t is the improba-
bility of 1t when reported by itfelf,and indepencently
of its having becen before-hand named. Aud there
being no reafon to think that the improbability 1n the
other event, orinlayingawager about this particular
number, 15 not at leaft equal, the refulting linproba-
bility that 2ot thould happen, muft, according to
the laws of chance, be 2599°.999,969 to 1.

Further, Thispointmay be otherwife proved thus.
The fame event cannot be both improbable and not
improbable at the fame time. Different perfons in
judging of the fame event will form the {ame judg-

ment, as farasthey judge rightly. Suppofe then that
two
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if it be poflible, that there is no {ufficient

reafon to believe this, Let them {hew,
that

two. different perfons are told fuch a common fact
as that number rsco was firft drawn in a lottery,
one of whom knows thata wager had been laid about
it, or that it had been before-hand named, and the
other knows nothing of any circumfitance of this
kind. T'he former would judge the eventimproba-
ble, and the latter would be feniible of no improba-
bility in 1t. Which of thefe perfons judges rightly ¢
the former without doubt. There was indeed an
improbability that thisnumber fhould be drawn ; and
1t makesno difierence, that one man happens to beia
circumftancesthatforce hiﬁlt()perceive it, and another
not. T hatthisnumberhappened tobe named before-
hand, no more affeéts the improbability of drawing
it, than that I yefterday writ a letter or took a walk;
and the nnprobability of drawing it after being fo
named, is no more than theimprobability of drawing
any other partwcalar number, So true is this, that
were two witnefies apparently of equal credit to re-
port, one that this number had been drawn, and the
other that anotherhad been drawn, there would no*
arife the leaft reafon, merely from the im'probability
that the number fhould be drawn which had been
named, for any prefercnce of one report to the other.
Suppofe a trizl at law about the number firft drawn,
and one witncis to depofe that number 1 500 had been
firtt drawn, and another, numover 16c0, how ridi-
Cuious
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that Chrift and his Apoftles were cither

enthufiafts or impofters, and account for
their

culous would it be to alledge as a circumftance ren-
dering one of the depofitions lefs likely to be true
than the other, that fome time ago, and unknown
to the witnefles, there had been 2 wager laid about
drawing the former number ?

In the latter end of the preceding feftion | have
affigned the reafon of the greater reluctance with
which, after being previoufly named, we fhould
believe that number 1500 had been drawn than any
other. It is only when the reporter is known to be
acquainted with this circumftance, that there would
be any reafon for fuch reluétance.—In cafes where
there appears any ftriking co-incidence, we are led
to entertain a diftruft of teftimony, or to apprehend
that it wants the probability it would otherwifehave,
on account of the temptation which there1s in fuch
cafestodeceive. Where wefeenothing of this kind,
we at once receive its reports without regarding im-
probabilities. On the contrary; where any circum=
ftance appears which may be the foundation of a de-
fign to deceive, we receive its reports with almoh:
equal diffidence, whether theimprobabihties are little
or great: And it is on this account that, in many
cafes, we are much afieted with particular impro-
babilities, though in others we are not at all fenfible
of equal or greater improbabilities.—I do not know

how
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their condu& and writings on one of

thofe fuppofitions, taking along with them
the

how better to illuftrate this than in the following

manner.
Suppofeaheap of 1000 bits of white paper, mark-

ed with the numbers 1, 2, 3, &c. up to 1000, with one
black paper among them. Were it reported that out
of fuch 2 heap a perfon had drawn the firft trial the
white paper marked §12, we fhould ea‘ﬁly aflent
without minding, or even feeing any improbability,
But were it reported, in the fame manner, that the
black paper had beendrawn, wefhould hefitate, and
think what we heard improbable. Now, the impro-
bability in both cafes i1s the fame ; and, there being
nomoredanger of a deception of fen/e in one cafe than
in the other, the true reafon of the difference muit
be, agrecably to what I have obferved, that in the
former cafe, wefee nothing that can be a foundation
for a defign todecetve, number 512 having nothing
1n 1t to recommend 1t to a preference ; whereas in the
latter cafe we fee the contrary. For this reafon we
fhould, in like manner,. give a readier aflent to a re-
port that number 512 had been drawn thanaumber g,
or any other number which feemed to have anjr thing
diftinguifhing in it that could tend to prejudice the
mind in its favour., And for this reafon alfo, we
fhould believe an account that this number had been™

drawn out of fuch a heap, more readily than that a
Gg black
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the confideration, how wi/d andﬁﬂﬂfi&é
they muft have been 1if the former, and

how

black paper had been drawn out of a heap of enly ten
white and one black, tho’ the improbability in the
one cafe 1s 2 hundred times greater than in the other,
It is thus chiefly, in my opinton, we areto ac-
count for the difference in our regard tothe reports of
teftimony, and for our being determined in fuch cafes,
much more by fome particular circumftances in facts.

than b)} any intrinfic improbabilities which they have.
~———Were a perfon to tell us that in throwing fix

common dies together, he had thrown the /i numbers
¥, 2, 35 45 5, 05 0ur aflent would be gained with fome
difficulty, though the improbability of doing this is
only 64 to 1. But were the fame perfon to tell us
any ftory of a common and uninterefting nature, we
fhould receive it without fcruple, though perhaps,
onaccount of the variety of partfcular circumftances
in it, previoufly improbable in a higher degree than
can well be'computed.—As fenfe, wherever it is
equally free from thedanger of deception, convinces
equally of an event, whatever itsimprobabilitics are:
As, for inftance, it convinces equally that a black
paper iias been drawn out of a heap of white papers,
whether tlie chance againft it was a hundred, a thou-
fand, or a million to one ; o likewife does te/fimony,
unlefs there appears fomething that may be likely

to give occafton to deceit.
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Yow profane and abandoned if the latter.

But let them not pretend that theyare able
to

- In what I have faid; I have all along kept to the
proper fenfe of the word improbable, as ithasbeen
defined at the beginning of this note. But itisgene-
rally ufed with {uch laxnefs and ambiguity, as can-
not but miflead us, if we are not attentive.—Were
we to be told that there was a ftorm of thunder and
lightning at {uch a place in the month of July, we
thould fzy that it was not improbable.  Andwe thould
{ay the fame, were we to hear that it happened on

{fuch a day, at fuch an hour, and that fuch and fuch
perfons were killed: Inboth cafes meaning only in
general, thateventsof this kind frequently happencd,

and that there was no reafon to confider them as 7%-
¢redible. But if we aimed at {peaking with ftriét pro-
priety, we fhould ufe different language; for, if a
ftorm of thunder in July is only not improbable,
that 1s, an event not more unlikely to happen than
not; a ftorm on fuch a day, and at {uch an hour,
doing {uch and fuch particular damages, is an event
of which thecontrary muft be true.—Inlike manner;
fhould we be told that fuch a perfon had got the
10,000l. prize in the lottery, it might be faid that
it was not imprebable, meaning that as fome perfon
muft bave it, we can eafily believe that this perfon
has had it: not that there were no odds againft his
flaving ift ; for all know that there muft have been
very great odds againft his having it, though a

Gga2 report
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toprove & prrorz, that no accounts of mira-

clescan be true; or {atisfy themfelves with
faying
teport which comes through a hundred hands, and
for the truth of which perhaps the odds are very
inconfiderable, would convince us that he really has
had it. Should it be added, that he had but one
ticket, we fhould receive the report as readily as if
we knew he had 204 though this makes a great
difference in the improbability of the event,

Thefe oblcrvations, I hope, may be of ufe to ex-
plain and confirm thofe which have been made before
onthenature of Hifforical Evidence. 1t {feems to fol-
fow from them undeniably, that the previous impro-

babilities of events do by no means affect the credit
of teftimony in the manner implied in Mr. Fume’s
argument. The pofition, therefore, on which this
argument is founded, cannot be maintained. Inor-
der to gain affent to a report, it is not neceflary that
there fhould be greater probability or odds for 1ts
truth, than evsaiiff the happening of the event.
There is a very ftrong prefumption againft the
fimpleft common ftory before any evidence for it.
On the contrary ; asainft miracles in generalthereis
no prefumption at all ; for it has been proved that
we have no reafon for thinking that the courfeof na-
ture will continuealways the fame, Miracles, there-
fore, ingeneral, are in the ftriCteft fenfe, not inprobable.
Thatis; it is aslikely as not, that fome time or other,
during the continuance of 2 world, the ufual ope-

rations
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{aying lazily, thatdeceit and falfehood are
very common, and miracles very extracrdi-
nary ; and that, therefore, the whole que-
ftion 1s decided, and there can be no occa-
fion forany further examination. A perfon
who thould reafoninthismanner, inother
inftances, wouldbe quite ridiculous. Tefti-
mony is an evidence which admits of an
infinite variety of degrees, and which,
{fometimes, 1s {carcely fhort of demon-
ftration. Tho’ it often deceives, yet there
are fome kinds of it that have never de-
ceived, and that cannot deceive, It is
one of the principal fources of all our

Gg 3 information

rations of phyfical caufes fhould, in foine inftances,
fail,and fupernatural power interpofe, An? withre-
{pelt to particular miracles, or miracles faid to have
been wroughtat fuch atime, and attended with {uch
and fuch particular circumflances, they are capable
of being proved by teftimony in the fane nianner with
any other particular falts,  And if it is any proof of
the contrary, thattheyare more improbable and ex-
traordinary than it is that the reports of teitimony
fhould be falle, there is likewife a proof, that we
ought not to believe tefiimony when it reports num-
berlefs falls, which every one in the common courfe
of life is continually ready to believe without diffi.
culty on its credit,
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information and knowledge. To argue,
therefore, againit chriftianity from the
general tOPIC of the comminunals of falle
teflimony, is trifling anc unjufl, unlefs it

can be thewn, that it has been common
for juch teflunony as that of the apsfiies 1o
be falfe*, Hiftorical evidence being of

all

* Tt has appeared in this Differtation, tha: the ob-
jection, which isthe main fubject of it, is applicable to
faltsfor which we have the evidence of fenje, as well
as thofe which depend on the evidence of tefimsny.
Were we to be eye-witnefles to any thing quite new
to us, and out of the ufual courfe of nature, it might
be faid, that what we perceive being contradictory
to uniform experience, but deceptions of our {enfes
common ; thercfore, it muft be wrong to believe the
reahty of it; becaufe, this would be trufting a
feebler experience in oppofition to a ftronger, or,
recetving a faét upon an evidence, the falfehood of
which would be lefs uncommon than the fadt itfelf.
He, therefore, that will guide himfelf by the princi-
ples which are the foundation of this objeétion, and
balance oppofite experiences in the manner it re-

quires, muft have been an unbeliever, though he
had feen the miracles related in the New Teftament,

——- T hough our fenfes have often deceived us,
we cannot help relying, in general, without diffi-
dence on their information. T'here are innumerable

circumftances
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all degrees, what is trueof of4er hiftorical
evidence is nothing to #bs. If the falls
are extraordimnary, there may be peculiar
circumftances attending them taking off
all improbability from them on this ac-
count; and it may be even lefs wonderful
that they fhould be true, than that the
teftimony reporting them fhould be falfe.
it has been fthewn indeed, that, in order
to our reception of the chriftian miracles,
1t 1s by no means neceflary to prove this.
A great deal, however, has been faid to
prove 1t with much ftrength of reafon, by

Ggyg the

circumitances and inflances in which they have
never deceived us: And, therefore, when in any
particular inftance they convey to us any informa-
tion, it is trifling to object, that theyhave informed
us wrong in femeother inftances, except thofe other
inftances wereof a {imilar nature. Andeven fuppof-
ing thefimilarity, the objection will be of little weight,
unlefs the number of fuch inftances in which they
have deccived us, is nearly equal to or greater than
thofe in which they have not deceived us,—It has
been thewn that thefe obfervations are applicable,
with like propriety and force, to the information we
receive from teftimony.
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the defenders of Chriftianity ¥, Why

fhould not fome notice be taken of the
argu-

* Sce Dr. Adams’s Effay on Miracles.—When
Mr. Hume, inapaflage before quoted, p. 387, lays it
down as a maxim, * Thatnoteftimony is fufficientto
¢¢ eftablith a miracle, unlefs the falfehood of it ismore
‘¢ miraculous than thefalt itendeavoursto eftablifh ;”
his meaning, I fhould think, muit be, that as, accord-
ing to him, noteftimony is fufficient to prove an or-
dinaryfa&t, unlefs its falfehood is zmprobable ina high-
er degree than the fact is improbable, in the cafe of
a miraculous falk the falfehood of the teftimony muft
be miraculous in a higher degree than the fact is
miraculous : that 1s, 1t muft be certain, that there is
no other account to be given of the falfchood of the
teftimony, befides a miraculous deception of the
fenfes and fubverfion of the faculties of the perfons
who give it.  'We fhould not, therefore, be able to
~convince Mr. Hume of the truth of chriftianity,
though we could prove to a demonfiration, that the
apoftles did not intend to deceive, and were not
themfelves deceived except miracles were employed
to deceive them. It muit be further proved to him,
that a miraculous deception of their {fenfes and {ub-
verfion of their faculties would be greater miracles

than the falls they atteft. At this rate, agreeably
to what was obferved in the laft note, it is plain,
that had we ourfclves feen the miracles of Chridt and

his apoftles, we muft have been entirely doubtful
about
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arguments they ofier ! Why fhould not
thole who reject chriftianity tell us, in

particu-

about them, unlefs we were perfuaded that a decep-
tion of our fenfes required agreater exertion of {uper-
natural power, than the reality of what we faw.—
Surely, an argument that proves fo much cannot
have any real weight. If juft, we are under 2 necef-
fity of concluding, that there 1s no reafon to believe
the reality of any thing we hear, fee or feel in any
other fenfe, than as an idea or mede of perception in
our minds. This, however, cannot ftartle Mr.
Hume; for it is the very conclufion to which his

philofophy carries us, and which, in his Treatife on
Human Nature and Philofophical Effays, he has, with
an ingenuity that diftinguithes all his writings,
taught us to draw.

I hope I {hall be excufed if I give room here to an
obfervation which is a little foreign to the prefent
purpofe.—It has been objected, that fuppofing the
reality of themiraculous falts of chriftianity, thereis
no connexion between them and the truth of its doc-
trines. This, In my opinion, Iis to trifle inexcufa-

ly 3 nor can it be worthany chriftian’s while to {ay
a word in anfwer to it, till ome perfon is found whe

can honeftly declare, that he believes the miracles of
Chrift, but denies his divine miffion ; that, inpar-
ticular, heisconvinced that he raifed feveral perfons
from the dead, andat laft rofe himfelf from the dead
and afcended to heaven, and afterwards poured forth

on
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particular, how theyaccount for the rapid
progrefs 1t made 1n the world; for the
manner 1n which St. Paul mentions the
miraculous gifts in his epifties ; and for

the fortitude with which the apoftles, in

giving their teftimony, facrificed every

worldly intereft, and atlaft laiddown their

lives ! Why, inftedd of making any at-
tempts of this kind, do they, 1n general,
infift on topicks which affelt notthe direct
evidence, or found their objetions on the
adulterations of chriftianity by human in-~
ventions and civil eftablithments, without

taking pains to difcover what it 1s as it
lies 1n the New Teftament ?

If the chriftian religion is true, we have
clear 1nformation on points the moft inte-

refting.

on the apoftles and firft chriftians thofe gifts of the
fpirit mentioned in the New Teftament; but, at
thefame time, doubts whether he faid true when he
declared, that he was the refurrection and the life
ihat all power was given him in heaven and earth ; and
that the hour would come, when all that are in their
graves fhould hear his voice and come forth, they that
pave done good to the refurrection of life, and they thqt
baque done evil to the refurrection of damnation.  John
x1. 25.~—Ver. 28, 2q.
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refting. A vicious man has every thing to
fear, and a virtuous man every tbing to
hope. 'The queftion, therefore, whether
it is of divine original, 1s, as I obferved
at the beginning of this differtation, of
unfpeakable importance. It 1s inexcufable
to treat it with indifference; or, with
conceited half-thinkers, to{uffer ourfelves
to be led into infidelity by a few {pecious
difficulties, without critically examining
the original code 1itfelf, and confidering
carefully the joint force of all the evidences
mternaly, external and prefumptive taken
together, If, after {fuch an examination,
any perfon fthould judge, that the whole
amount of the evidence is inadequate to
the proof of the falts on which chrifti-
anity 1s founded, he ought next to con-
fider how farit goestowards proving them,
That it goes fome way towards this is
abfolutely certain. The furtheft that any
enquirer can go in his rejection of chrifti-
anity 1s, to think that theobjetions out-
weigh the evidence ; but he cannot pol-
fibly think that there 1s 70 evidence. I

{hould
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fhould imagine indeed, that he cannot
poflibly avoid feeing, that there is very
confiderable and ftriking evidence, though
he may judgeit #fufficient., It is not con-
ceivable, that any one can read the New
Teftament, and obferve with what a force
and purity, before unknown, it teaches
morality and natural religion ; the {ublime
and {ingular charaler it has drawn, with-
out the leaft appearance of art or effort,
in the hiltory it gives of the life, difcour{es
and Miracles of Jefus Chrift; and the {pirit
of piety, goodnefs, love and heavenly
mindednefs which breathes through all its
parts: It is not, I fay, conceivable, that
any perfon after {uch a perufal of the New
Teftament can be able eaflily to perfuade
himfelf, that the writers of it were fuch
miracles of madnefs or profligacy, asthey
muft have been, if the facts to which they
bore teftimony were falfe, and the religion
they taught an impofition on mankind.—
 But not to dwell onthis. For the reafon
which has been afligned it is certain, that

no infidels, who are inquifitive and can-~
did,
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did, can gobeyond a ftate of doubt. They
muft acknowledge that, at leaft, there is
evidence enough to give a chance for the -
truth of chriftianity, and they ought to
confider ferioufly to what this chance
amounts, and what obligations, in refpect of
practice, their own flate of doubt lays
them under. Would they do this, they
could never make chriftianity a fubjett of
ridicule or contempt. Though not con-~
vinced of its truth, they would live under
the apprehenfion that it may poilibly
prove true. Thofe who do not ack
thus cannot reafonably complain of
the threatnings denounced in the ferip-
tures againft infidelity. Thele threat-
nings certainly fhould not be applied,
nor were they ever intended to be applied
to any honeft enquirers, be their doubts
what they will. Nothing 18 }"mzdamen-a
tal befides a fincere defire to know and
praftife truth and nght, or an honeft and

good heart. Speculative errors can be no
~ further crimmal, than they proeeed from
¢riminal dilpofitions, and are made fanc-

tuaries
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tuaries for vice. The unbelief condemned
in the New Toflainent is only that which
has this fource, as our Lord has himfelf
exprefsly told us.  Johniii 18, 19. He

that believeth not iscondemned already, be-

caufe be hath not believed in the name of
the only begotten Son of God.  And this s

the condemnation, the reafon of the con-
demnation, zhat lght is come into the
world, and men love darknefs rather than
light, becaufe their deeds are evil, For

every one who doth evil bateth the light,
neither cometh to the light, left his deeds

Should be reproved.——How far thefe
words are applicable toany modern infidels
they themf{elves only are capable of deter-
mining. There 1s a wide diiference be-
tween the ftate of things now, and in the
times of Chrift and his Apoftles.——The
favourablenefs of chriftianity to virtue
muft indeed be a powerful recommenda-
tion of it to good minds ; and 15 almoit
enough, without the aid of miracles, to
-prove 1ts heavenly original. For this

reafon, thofe who do the will of God are
2 likely
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likely #0 know qof the doélrine whetber it be

of God *. Nothing 1s much more incre-
dible than that a religion fo calculated to
raife our affeCtions above this world, and
to lead us to all that s holy and worthy,
fthould be the offspring of fuch wickednefs
as that of its firft preachers muft have
been, 1f they were impoftors.—But what-
ever effe@ confiderations of this kind

have upon me, I am - far from thinking
that it is neceflary they thould have the
{fame effe upon obers. The difficulties

which all inquifitive and candid chriftians
muft themfelves feel, may undoubtedly
appear to even good minds in fo ftrong a
light, as to leave them unfatished. It
would be much better, if chriftians, in-
ftead of being fo free as they often arein
afcribing inhdelity to the worft motives,
would take care that their own faith 1s
the refult of honeft enquiry, and at the

{ame time {tudy to demonftrate the excel-
lence of their religion by the excellence

of their tempers and lives. Would

to
* John vil, 17.
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to God, they could be engaged to this,
Chrifhanity would then flourith, and the

whole world would be foon won to the
Jove and admiration of it.—Thofe chri-
ftians who, inftead of alting thus, difgrace

their religion by bitter tempers and evil
works, while they pretend zeal for it ;

and, though they own the authority of
Chrift, break his laws and caufe his name
to be blafphemed; fuch chriffians have
more to anfwer for than can be unagined.
They ought toafcribe to themfelves, ina
great meafure, that miidelity which they
are difpofed to lament, and which, per-
hﬁps, they with to punifh. Their fauth
15 a curfe to them, and their frienafbip an
enmity to Chrift, by which he is injured
more inexcufably and dangerouily, than
by any open and avowed oppofition.

THE END.



