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TILE DEIST’S IMMORTALITY.

Deists are led to believe in a future existence, by the con-
sideration, that, without it, our present one would seem to be
without aim, end or purpose. As a work of Deity it would
appear contemptible.  Wherens, by supposing a future life,
we can imagine, in our creation, a design worthy of Deity,
viz. to make us finally elevated intellectual and moral beings.

T'hey are led to this belief by the further facts, that our
natures appear to have been specially filted for an eternal
intcllectual and moral advancement; that we are here sur-
rounded by means promotive of that end; and that the
principal tendency of the education and impressions, which
our minds here receive from the observation and experience
of what exists and takes place in this world, is to carry them
forward in that progress. )

Again,—we are gifted with a desire of knowledge, which
is stunulated, rather than satisfied, by acquisition. We are
here placed in the midst of objects of inquiry, which meet
that desire ; and there is still an unexplored physical, men-
tal and moral creation around us. lHere then are supplied
the means of our further intcllectual growth, We are also
the constant witnesses of actions, objects and occurrences,
which call into exercise our moral feelings, and thus terd to
to improve our moral susceptibilities and characters. Anal-
ogy, and all we know of nature, support the supposition, that,
if we were to continue our existence in the universe, of which
this would is a part, we should always be witnesses of more
or fewer actions, objects and occurrences similar to these in
kind. Here too then we may see evidence of means and
mecasures provided and adopted for our future moral culture.
Our natures therefore are capable of being eternally carried
nearcr and nearer to perfection solely by the puwer of cau-
scs, which we sce to be already in operation. The inquiry
therefore is a natural one—w hat means this seewming arrange-
ment ? Does it all mean nothing ? Is a scheme capable of
such an issue as our creation appears to be, and for the pros-
ecution of which every thing seems prepared and designed,
likely to be abandaned, by its author, at its commencement ?
If not, then is the evidence reasonable, that man lives
hereafter.

‘T'his evidence too is direct ; it applies clearly to the casc ;
it is based on unequivocal facts, such as have been named ;
it is not secondary ; it does not, like that on which Chris-
tians rely, depend upon the truth of something else which is
doubtful.

An argument agninst the probability that this theory
of Gods intention to carry men on in an intellectual and
moral progress, will be executed in relation to alf mankind,
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has been drawn from the fact that many appear to have cho-
sen, in this world, a path opposite to ** thisbright one towards
perfection;” and it is said to be reasonable to suppose that
they will always continue in that opposite course. Answer
~There is, in every rational being, a moral sense, or reve-
erence for right. ‘This seminal principle of an exalted char-
acter never, in this world, becomes extinct; it survives
through vice, degradation and crime : it sometimes seems
almost to have been conquered, but it never dies ; and often,
even in this world, like a phenix from her ashes, it lifts it-
self from the degradation of sensual pollution under which it
was buried, and assumes a beauty and a power before un-
known. How many, whose virtuous principles had been ap

parently subdued by temptation, appetite and passion, have
suddenly risen with an energy worthy an immortal spint,
shaken off the influences that were degrading them, resisted
and overcome the power that was prostrating them, become
more resolutely virtuous than ever, and had their determina-
tion made strong by a recurrence to the scenes they had
passed. 'This has happened in multitudes of instances in
this world.

It should be remembered that nearly or entirely all our er-
rors and wanderings from virtue here, proceed from the
temptations offered to our appetites and passions by the things
and circumstances of this world. 'T'he sensual indulgences,
which follow these temptations, at length acquire over ma-
ny a power, which, while ezpnsed to those temptations, they
would probably never shake off. But here we see the benef-
icent interference of our Creator, for when we are removed
from this world, we are removed also from the influence of
those particular temptations, which have here mastered us.
We have then (without supposing any thing unnatural or
improbable) apparently an opportunity to sct out on o new
existence—released from those seductions, which had before
proved too strong for our principles—having also the benefit
of past experience to warn us against the temptations which
may then be around us, and inspired by a more clear devel-
opement of the glorious destiny ordained to us.

If many have chosen and resolutely entered upon a ¢ourse
of virtue while in this world, and while exposed to all the
temptations which had once acquired a power over them, is
it not natural to suppose that the opportunity offered to men
by an exchange of worlds, will be embraced by all whose ex-
perience shall have shewn them ths weakness, unhappiness
and degradation of a course opposite to that of virtue ?

But since many are removed from this life before their
moral purposes are decided by their observation and expe-
rience of evil, may we not suppose, that, to effect that ob-
ject in such, and to strengthen those purposes in all, entice-
ments and temptations will be around us in the next stage of
our existence ! And who knows whether, if those tempta-
tions should ever beccme too strong for our virtue, the same
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measure of removal may not be repeated again and again
in our progress—at each advance, & new and wider ho-
rizon of God's works, and a more extensive developement of
Lis plaus, opening before, and corresponding to, our enlarged
and growing faculties—our iutetlectual and moral powers
nourished and expanded by such new exhibitions of his wis-
dom, benevolence and power, as shall excite new inquiries
into the principles, measures and objects of his moral gov-
crnment, and call forth higher admiration, and purer adora

tion, of his greatness and goodness? Was ever a thought
more full of sublimity 7 A thought representing all rational
beings as possessing the elements of great and noble natures,
capable of being, and destined to be, developed without limit—
n thought representing Deity, in the far future, as presiding
over, not merely an universe of matter, or such limited in-
tellects as ours are at their departure from this world ; but as
ruling over, occupying the thoughts, and inspiring the hom-
age, of a universe of intelligences intellectually and morally
exalted, and constantly being exalted, towards a state high
and perfect beyond our present powers of conception.

Compared with these views and prospects, how puerile is
the heaven of Cliristians—how enervating to the mind their
languishing and dreamy longings after a monotonous and
unnatural bliss. Many ofthem do indeed believe in the eter-
nal progress of the soul—but they ohtain not this belief from
the Bible. It was the much scoffed at theology of reason and
nature, that taught to them this doctrine, which is, above all
others connected with the future, valuable to man while here,
and honorable to Deity.

The impression, made by the representations of the Bible,
is, that men are removed from this world to a state, in which
their intellectual faculties will always remain the same as they
were immediately after their entrance thither. Theyare there
represented as eternally praising Deity for a single act, viz.
their redemption—an act, which, if it could be real, could
have been performed only in favor of a part of the human
race, and which could, neither from any extraordinary con-
descension, benevoleuce or greatness in the act, entitle Dei-
ty to an homage in any degrec proportionate to what he
would be entitled to, if the theology of reason, on this point,
instead of the theology of Christianity, be true.

How absurd too is it to supposc that Deity, who must be
supposed to have willed the existence of our homage towards
him, should will only that which should spring from so scanty
a kuowledge of his designs, and which should be offered by
intellects so incapable of appreciating his character, as Chris-
tianity contemplates.

Finally the Christian’s heaven is an impracticable one, un-
less God shall perform an eternal miracle to make it other-
wise. The nature of our minds is such that they cannot al-
ways dwell upon, and take pleasure in, the same thought or
nbject, however glorious or delightful it may be in itself —
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There is in them an ever-restless desire of change, and of
new objects of investigation and contemplation, and it is by
the operation of this principle that our eternal intellectual ad-
vancement is to be carried on. But Christianity offers to
us, in its promised heaven, one prominent subject only of re-
flection and interest—a subject, which, if it were real, al-
though calculated perhaps to excite gratitude for a time,
could never, without the aid of a miracle, operate upon our
present natures so as to produce an eternal delight.

But it will probably be said that our natures will be so
changed, as to be fitled to forever rcceive pleasure from the
same source. Answer Ist. Such a change would be a deg-
radation of our present natures, and that we cannot believe
that Deity would ever cause. Answer 2d. If our natures
are to be so essentially changed as always to rest satisficd
with one subject of contemplation, to always receive their
highest and constant pleasure from one fountain, and to have
their intellectual thirst forever quenched, we should not then
be the same beings that we were. Answer 3d. Such a
change in, or rather annihilation of, our mental appetites, is
inconsistent with our further progress, because the princi-
ple, which is to urge us on, will then be removed—therefore
a belief in the Christian’s heaven is inconsistent with a belicf
in the eternal progress of the soul.

The theory of successive existences is rendered probable,
by the obvious necessity of having our situations, and the ob-
jects of investigation and reflection, by which we are to be
surrounded, correspond to the state of our capacities. The
same condition, which, like this world, is suited to the infan-
cy of our being, would not be best adapted to the improve-
ment of one who had existed for a series of ages.

Further—it is difficult to account for tlie temporary char-
acter of our present existence, otherwise than by supposing
it the first of a series of existences. The idea that it was in-
tended as a state of probation is one of the most absurd that
ever entered the brains of men. It is absurd, in the first
place, because the fact, that so large a portion of mankind
are removed from it before their characters have been deter-
mined by influences calculated to try them, is direct evidence
from Deity himself that he did not intend it for that purpose ;
and, in the second place, it is absurd, because the utility of
a state of probation is not the most obvious thing in the
world, when it is considered that the consequence of one is
admitted to be, that a part of mankind become eternally mis-
erable and wicked, whereas, without one, it must be admit-
ted that all might become such beings as I have previously
supposed them designed to be.
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AN ESSAY,
ON MAN'S8 ACCOUNTABILITY FOR IIIS BELIEF.

The Bible threatens everlasting punishment to such as do
not believe it to be true—or to such as do not believe that a
certain man, who grew up in the town of Nazareth, wasa
Son of the Almighty! Ts it just to punish men for not think-
ing that true, which is improbable almost beyond a parallel ?
If not, the Bible defames the character of Deity by charging
him with such conduct.

Is our belief an act of the will ? Ifit were, the threat might
operate as a motive to induce us to believe, or to persuade us
to make up our minds that we would believe. But no one
pretends that a man can believe and disbelieve a doctrine, or
think it true and false, whenever occasion seems to require.

Our minds are so constituted that they are convinced by
cvidence. Sometimes too they believe a thing, and in per-
fect sincerity too, without being acquainted with any real ev-
idence in favor of its truth. Suck a belief comes naturally
of the impressions, which the minds of some persons receive
from the circumstance that the thing is generally believed by
others with whom they are acquainted, or from the fact that
it has long been belicved by others. These circumstances,
although they can hardly be considered as evidence, yet have
the effect of evidence ir. satisfying many. 'Chere is a fask-
fon in religion, by which men’s minds are carried away. We
may see it every where. Such, it will by admitied on all
hands, is the case in Pagan countries, and it is also more or
less the case in civilized and enlightened nations. Although
the evidenceof Mahomet’s having been a Prophet of God, is
probubly insufficient to convince any enlightened, impartial
mind, possessed of common strength, still, it entirely satisfies
the mind of a 'urk ofthe strongestintellect. The reason is,
that the little real evidence is aided in its influences by the
associations and impressions of his whole life.

When the mind is thus completely satisfied of the truth of
a thing, is there any obligation of morality, which requires a
man to Jook farther 1 If it were s0, men could never safely
come to a conclusion on any subject ; it would be their duty
never to consider any thing to be settled as true. But God
has 8o constituted our minds that when they are convinced,
they rest satisfied until their doubts are excited by opposite
evidence or impressions. Until then it is not in the power of
man to doubt. If therefore there be any moral wrong in res-
ting satisfied in a belief, of which the mind is convineed,
there is no alternative but to say that God, by having so con-
stituted our minds, has made himself the author of that wrong.

One, who is entirely satisfied of the truth of a matter, al-
though he be in reality mistaken, feels no moral obligation
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to inquire further into its evidences, and, of course, violates
no moral obligation by notinquiring—therofore he cannot be
morally guilty. Insuch aninstance, if there were any wrong
on the part of any one, it could be only on the part of God
for having so constituted the individual, as that, in such a
case, he would heve no moral sense to direct bim aright.

It1s only when a man’s doubts are excited, that bis mor-
al sense directs him to investigate. Supposing then a Pa-
gan or Mahometan were to feel entirely satisfied that his sys-
tem were true, is there any moral obligation resting upon him
to spend his time in inquiring into other systems? Is he not
acting uprightly in considering his faith as certain until his
doubts are excited 7 Is it then just to punish him? If not,
then Jesus could never have been authorized by Deity, in the
manner he imagined, to threaten punishment to such an one
on account of his belief.

It is so likewise, when men are entirely convinced that a
narrative, for example, is untrue—they have then no moral
sense that commands them to inquire into its evidences, and,
of course, do not violate their moral sense in not inquiring.
Christians feel no moral obligation to investigate the eviden-
ces of Mahometanism, because, without any investigation,
they are convinced thatitis untrue. Mahometans are in the
like condition in respect to Christianity ; and whether Christ-
ianity, or Mahometanism, or neither, be true, the Mahome-
tan is as innocent on this point as the Christian.

If a man read the narratives of the miracles said to have
been performed by Jesus, and his mind be perfectly convine-
ed that the evidence is insuflicient to sustain the truth of
such incredible facts, his nioral sense does not require him to
go farther—it acquits him in refusing his assent. So if he be
not entirely satisfied, and his moral sense dictate further in-
vestigation, and he then make all which he thinks affords any
reasonable prospect of enlightening him, and his mind then
become entirely convinced of the same fact as before, his
conscieuce is satisfied, and he is innocent.

How many have done this, and have become Deists. We
have the strongest evidence too, that, in their investigations,
no unrecasonable prejudice against Christianity has operated
upon their minds. Vast numbers of men, living in Christian
countries, where it was esteemed opprobious to disbelieve
Christianity—men, whose parents, friends and countrymen
were generally Christians, and whose worldly interest, love
of reputation, love of influence, and even the desire of hav-
ing bare justice done to their characters, must all have natu-
rally and strongly urged them to be Christians; and whose
early religious associations were all connected with the Bi-
ble—men, too, of honest, strong and sober minds, of pure
lives and religious habits of thought, have read the Bible,
have read it carefully and coolly, have patiently examined
its collateral evidence, and have declared that they were en-
tirely convinced that it was not what it pretended to be—that
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the evidence against it appeared to them irresistible, and that
by it the fuintest shadows of doubt were driven from their
minds. Their consciences rest satisfied with this conclusion
—their moral perceptions tell them that their conduct in this
matter has been upright—they know, as absolutely as men
can know any thing of the kind, that if they are in an error,
it is an error, not of intention, but of judgment, not of the
heart, but the head ; and yet the sentence of the Bible
against such men is, ** the smoke of your torments shall as-
cend up forever and ever !"” The enormity of the punish-
ment, and the monstrousness of the doctrine, are paralleled
by each other, but are paralleled by no doctrine out of the
Bible, in which enlightened Christians believe. Men can
hardly be guilty of greater blasphemy than to say that this
doctrine is true. And yet the Bible employs these unright-
cous and fiend-like threats, to drive men to believe, or to
close their minds against evidence lest they should disbelieve,
narratives and doctrines as independent of, and as unimpor-
tant to, religion and morality, as are the histories of Cesar
and Napoleon—narratives, which set probability at defiance,
and doctrines, which do injustice to the characters of God
and men.

Many Christians say the recason, why men do not believe
the Bible, is, that they do not examine it with an humble
mind—and an humble mind, as they understand it, is one
which has prepared itself, as far as it is able, by prayers,and
fears, and a distrust of its own ability to judge of the truth of
what it ought to believe, to surrender its judgment, to sup-
press its reasonings, to banish its doubts, and then believe the
Bible on mere assumption, in spite of the incredibility of its
narratives, the enormity, impiety and absurdity of its doc-
trines, and the contemptible character of its evidences.

They are accustomed to say that the doctrines of the Bi-
ble are too Aumiliating for the pride of men to acknowledge.
But Deists acknowledge as strong religious obligations, and
as pure moral ones, as Christians. As for the humiliation of
believing Christianity, there certainly’is nothing more humil-
iating in believing that Jesus performed miracles, or that he
was prophesied of before his coming, than there is in be-
lieving any other fact whatever. If it be humiliating to be-
lieve one’s self that wicked animal, which the Bible repre-
sents man to be, it is because it is contrary to nature and
reason to be willing to consider ourselves wretches worthy of
all detestation, especially when our own knowledge of the
moral character of our intentions gives the lie direct to any
such supposition. Every human being knows, or may know,
if he will but reflect upon the motives which have governed
him, that he never in his life performed a wrong act simply
Jrom a desire to do wrong. No man loves vice, because it is
vice, although many strongly love the pleasure which it
sometimes affords. Men are induced to wrong actions by a
variety of motives, and desires, but the simple desire to do
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wrong never inhabited the breast, or controlled the conduct,
of any individual. Yet in order to prove that men’s natures
are in the slightest degree intrinsically and positively wicked,
it is necessary to prove that individuals are, at least, some-
times, influenced by a special desire of doing wrong. To
prove that men are led, by any other desires, to commit
wrong actions, only proves the natural strength of those de-
sires, and the comparative weakness of their virtuous prin-
ciples, or, in other words, it proves the imperfect balance of
their propensities and principles——an imperfection, which, of
course, ought to be guarded against, because it often leads men
to do wrong, and which may need, though not deserve, the
admonitory chastisement which God applies to men—but it
does not prove any positive wickedness of the heart. So
that, even if 2 man were (as no man ever was) entircly des-
titute of all regard to right, still, if he had not any special
desire of doing wrong, whatever other desires he might have,
and to whatever wrong conduct they might lead him, he
would nevertheless be intrinsically only a sort of moral neg-
ative—he would not be at heart positively wicked.

But the very reverse of the doctrine of intrinsic wicked-
ness is true of every man living, for every man’s character is
more or less positively good—that is, he has some regard to
right-——and that regard is as inconsistent with wickedness of
heart, or a desire to do wrong, as love is with dislike.—In a
large portion of mankind, this regard to right is one of their
cardinal principles of action, and shows itself to be too strong
to be overcome by any but an unusual impulse or tempta-
tion. Now is a man, who, as far as he knows, and as far as
he thinks, means to do right, whose general intentions are
good, and who is generally on his guard lest he should do
wrong, to stultify his intelleet, and discredit the experience
of his whole life, in order to believe a book, written two
thousand years ago, in scraps by various individuals, and
whose parts were collected and put together like patchwork,
when it tells him that he is a ¢ desperately wicked,” deprav-
ed and corrupt villain? A man might as well tell me that I
do not know the colour of my own skin, or the features of
my own face, as that I do not know the moral character of
my own intentions, or, (if theologians like the term better,)
of my heart—and he might as well tell me that my skin is
black, or my eyes green, as that my inclination is to do wrong,
or that my heart is bad. He would not, in the former case,
contradict my most positive knowledge any more directly
thanin the latter.

Were I to say that all men’s bodies were corrupt and
loathsome, every one would call me a person who had been
in some way so far deluded (and what greater delusion can
there be ?) as that J wouldnot believe the evidence of my own
senses. Yet,had I alweays beentold by my parents, my friends,
and by every one about me, and had I read in a book,
which T believed to be the word of God, from my earliest
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years, that such was the fact, and that corporal substances
were above all things deceitful, there can be no doubt that 1
should have partially believed it now, or, at least, during my
childhood and youth. Still, my senses, and my experience
do not more clearly disprove that fact, than they do that
men’s hearts or intentions are intrinsically wicked. Dut
Christians believe the contrary, and simply because it has
been dinging in their ears from their childhood ; because
they have habitually read it in what they supposed the word
of God, from a period prior to the time when they were ca-
pable of judging of men’s characters; because they have thus
been tanght to attribute every wrong action of men to the de-
plorable wickedness of their hearts ; and because they have
been taught to consider it a virtue to look upon their own and
others’ characters, through the dingy medium of the Bible.

‘The humiliation therefore of believing the Bible, is princi-
paliy the humiliation of believing a detestable falsehood for
the sake of holding one’s self in abhorrence—an humiliation
calculated to destroy that self respect, which is one of the
strongest safeguards of virtuous principles—an humiliation,
to which no person ought to submit, but into which many of
the young, the amiable and the innocent have been literally
driven.

Again. The facts, that many Lonest, enlightened and re-
ligious men have disbelieved Christianity ; tkat many, who
saw the supposed miracles, disbelicved it ;* that the inconsis-
tencies of the Bible have given rise to hundreds of different
systems of religion ; that every sect of the present day, in
order to support its creed, is obliged to deny the plain and
obvious meaning of portions of the Bible ; and that the truth
or importance of almost every theological doctrine contained
in it is denied by one sect or another, which professes to be-
lieve in the inspiration of the book itself, if they are not proof
that this pretended light from God is but the lurid Jamp of
superstition, are, at least, sufficient evidences that a man
may reasonably disbelieve it to be what it pretends to be,
viz. a special revelation of Juminous truth. But is it eredi-
ble that Deity has made to men a communication, on a be-
lief or disbelief in which, he has made their eternal happi-
ness or misery to depend, and yet that he has made such an
one, and has made it in such a manner, that men may reas-
onably disbelieve it to be genuine?

Even if we attribute men’s unbelief to the perverseness of
their dispositions, still, the greatest of sinners are the very
ones whom this system professes to be more especially in-
tended to save—and would these then be left unconvinced ?
How absurd is it to suppose that Deity would go so far as to
violate the order of nature in order to save men of perverse
minds by bringing them to a knowledge of the truth, and

*John 12-37—¢ But though he had done so many miracles before
them, yet they believed not on him."
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that he should then fail of doing it by reason of the very ob-
stacle, which he had undertaken to remove. To say that he
has done all in his power to convince men, is to say, that, in
a comparatively momentary period from their birth, minds
of his creation have become too powerful for him to control.
To say that he has not done all in his power, is to attribute
to him the absurdity of adopting means for the purpose of ac-
complishing the greatest object (in relation to this world) of
his moral government, when he must have been perfectly
aware that those means would be insafficient.

Is it credible that, if God have made to men a communica-
tion, on a belief in which depends all their future welfare, he
would have interlarded it with so much that is disgusting and
improbable, as that the whole would be disbelieved, rejected
and trodden underfoot, by well-meaning men? On the con-
trary, would he not have made is so probable as to have car-
ried conviction to every mind that could be benefitted by it ?
Was he not bound by every principle of parental obligation
to have made it self evidently true 1 Qught he not, when
such tremendous consequences were at stake, and if need
there were, to have written this communication over the
whole heavens, in letters of light, and in Janguage that could
not be misinterpreted, that man of every age, nation and
colour, might rend and never crr? Would he not have com-
pletely established, in the mind of every accountable being,
by o sufficient and immoveable proof, the truth of every
syllable essential to their salvation 1 If he would not, then,
according to the best judgment, which the perceptions he
has given us will enable us to form, he must be what I will
not name.

But this is not all. The Bible requires of a certain por-
tion of mankind, not only, that they believe i¢ a revelution
from God, but that they violate their conscicnces in order to
to believe it. For example, by requiring all men, without
exception, to believe it or be damned, it requires the believ-
ers in the Koran nnd the Shaster to renounce those books as
false. This it is impossible for them to do, unless they first
investigate the evidences aguinst their truth. Now, I think
no candid man will pretend, either that those believers would
not feel as much horror at the supposed impiety of disbelicy-
ing those books, as a Christian does at that of disbelieving
the Bible, or that it would not require on their part as great
a struggle with their consciences to go into the investigation
of the evidences against the truth of those books, as it would
on the part of the Christian to go into the investigation of the
evidences against the truth of the Bible. Yet the Bible, by
demanding of them that they believe I, virtually demands
that they thus violate their consciences in order to go into
such an investigation as is necessary to lead them to disbe-
lieve those systems, which they now revere as too sacred to
be doubted ; and it demands this of them too on the threaten-
ed penalty of eternal damnation.
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If there be any conduct more wicked than any other which
ean be conceived of, that, which is here ascribed to Deity,
must, it appears to me, exceed in wickedness any other that
the human mind ever contemplated. Its wickedness is, in
fact, no less than that of hereafter punishing men through
eternity, for not having done in this world that which they
most religiously believed to be wrong.

And what is it to believe the Bible, that men should merit
the everlasting vengeance of the Almighty for not believing
it 7 Why, setting aside its secondary absurdities and enor-
mities, it is to believe in these giant ones, viz. that when De-
ity created an universe, in pursuance of a design worthy of
himself, he created in that universe a Hell—a Ilell for a por-
tion of the beings to whom he was about to give life—a Ilell
for his children—a Hell that should witness the eternal reign
of iniquity, misery and despair—a Hell that should endlessly
perpetuate the wickedness and the wo of those who might oth-
erwise have become virtuous and happy ; that he then, after
having created men, and given them a nature capable of in-
finite progress in knowledge and virtue, by placing them in a
world full of enticement and seduction, deliberately laid the
snare, made the occasion, fed the desire, and instigated, in-
vited and seduced to the conduct, which he knew certainly
would issue in the moral ruin of that nature, and the endless
wretchedness of the individuals: and, finally, that all this
waus right, that such a Being is a good Being, and that he
merits from us no other sentiment than the highest and pur-
est degree of filial and religious emotion.

And what is the evidence, on which we are called upon to
believe all this? Why, it is this. Some eighteen hundred
years ago, a few simple individuals, from among the most
ignorant class, in a most unenlightened, superstitious and
deluded community, where a supposed miracle was but an
ordinary matter, where miracle-working seems often to have
been taken up as a frade, and where a pretended Messiah
was to be met, as it were, at every corner, said that they had
this story from one of the wandering miracle-working Mes-
siahs of the day, who performed many things, which ap-
peared to them very wonderful ; although they admit that
these same things, as far as they were seen by others, (and
nearly all the important ones, except such as were studiously
concealed, were seen by others,) did not, to those others, ap-
pear very wonderful or unusual. They also expressly ad-
mit that, of those who had once been induced to follow him,
ncarly all very soon changed their minds in relation to him,
and deserted him. They also, by themselves deserting him
when he was apprehended, virtually acknowledge that their
own confidence in him had then gone to the winds, and
would never have returned, had it not been, that, after hav-
ing submitted to a part of the usual forms of an execution,
and being taken down for dead, (at three o’clock or Jater in
the afternoon,) he, as soon, at the farthest, as the next night

The Onliine library of Liberty <oll.libertyfund.org> Page 13



14

but one, (not *‘three days” after, be it remarked) and how
much sooner we know not, returned to life, (as men are very
apt to do who have been but partially executed,) and had
the extraordinary courage to lurk about for several days,
and shew himself, not openly to the world, but in tke eve-
ning, and within closed doors, to some dozen who had be-
fore been his very parlicular friends. 'This is altogether
the strongest and most material part of the evidence in
the case,* and the question, which arises in relation to it,
is, whether it be sufficient to sustain such an impeachment,
as has been alluded to, of the character of the Almighty 1—
A question, which, if the march of mind continue, men will
sometime be competent to settle.

*It will be recollected that no one of the twelve ever speak of having
witnessed, or heard of, any ascent into kcaven.
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WORCESTER, WEDNESDAY AUGUST 26, 1835,

TOTHE MEMBERS OF THE LEG-
ISLATURE OF MASSACIHUSE TS,

Gentlemen, [ feel personally interested
ta procure a change in the laws relating o
the admission of Attorneys to the Bar; anid
since no one, unless he be thus pervonally
interested, will bo likely ever to take the
trouble thorvuahly to inquire into, or fully
1) expase the injustice and abanrdity of’ the
restrainty now in foree, 1 take thoe liberty of
ablressing and gending to you this letter,
and respeetinlly asking your consideration
Al the subj-et,

By the Statuteof 1792 Ch, 4, eatab~
lishing the Supteme Judicial Court, it is
provided (Sec. 41 that said Court “shall
and may, from time to time, make, record
and establish all such rules and regulations
with respect to the admission of Attorneys
ordinarily practising in the said Court, and
the creating of barristers at law, as the
discsetion ol the same Court shall dictate—
provided that such rules and regulations be
not repuznant to the laws of the Common-
ivealth.”

Lursuant to this authority, the Supreme
Judicial Court have established such rules
(sec Bigelow’s Digest—Title, Counaellors
awd Attorneys,) fhat itis now necessaty
for a graduate to spend lAree years,and a
noa-graduate five years, in the study of the
law, before he can ba admitted to practise
in the Common Pleas, and then to practise
four years in the Common Pleas before he
can be admitted 'a Counscllor of the Su-
preme Court.

‘These rules, as to the lime of study, are auccean-in the lahorione profevaina al the acernn an they

 unreasonably rcfuse to  recommend?
him, (Rule Tth of 8. J. C. Sco Bige.
low’s  Digest, as hefore—nlso Rule 6th
C. P. Sec Howe's Practice—appendix,)
and it probably would oot consider the
conduct of the.Bar, in refusing to recom-
mend one, who had spent a part of his
noviciate in earning his subsistence, unrea-
sonable. The Court would undoubtedly say
that the spirit of their own rule required
that ths Student’s exclusive businesa, during
his noviciate, shoukl be the acquisition of
the necessary qualification for his profes-
aion,

Although we have the evidence of expe.
rience, yet we need it not, in order to dem-
onstrate that it must be a necessary opera.
tion of thesc rules, to exclude {from the pro-
fession aclass of young men, who, asa gen-
oral rule, would be more likely to excel in it
than any other—I meanthe werLL-rpucar-
ro voor. I say this class would bhe more
likely to excel in it than any other, hecanse
they generally do excel all others in what-
ever they undertake, that requires energy
and perscverance, The access of this class
to the profeasion, and their success in it, are
made, by these rules, actually impractica-
ble. lnthe first place, il they have the
pergeverance to go through the extreme
and long continued toil and exertion, that
must be gone through, il they would deflray,
a3 {ast a3 they accrue, the expensea of so
long a coursc ol preparatory studies as are
now required, They muit, of necessity, by
that time have exhauated, in a great de-
gree, the energics, that are indispensable to

-

the energy necessary to auceess; who chane
this prolession, not hecause their minds
were adapted to it, but beeavae, having re-
ceived a liberhl cducation, it wag neeesiary
that they should chonse pome profesaing,
whether they were fitted for it, or not.—
You, Gentlemen, na well as I, must he
aware that ns often ns one, with the re-
quisite talents for a lawyer amd advocate,
can be found in the profession, five, il not
ten, others can be lound in‘it, who have
not these talents—who are in fact palpably
incompetent to anything but the minor and
almost formal parts of professional buni-
ness. [ think you must also be aware
that the preseant lack of able lawyers is nog
owing to any scarcity of talent among the
people—but is to he attributed solely to the
fact, that the laws of the State, and the
rules of Courts and Bars are auch as ope-
rate to admit many, who are unfit for the
profeesion, and to exclude many who are
especially fitted to excel in it.

Among the well-educated poor there are
many, who have a passion for the prafes-
sion, who have alsn an equal talent for it,
and at least equal, it not more than equal
perscverance, with those few, who now
stand at the head of the Bar—and were the
access to the profession made as easy as it
might be, there cannot be a doubt thatin
a little time the wants of the whole com.
munity would be supplied with lawyers of
a grade equal to that of the few able ones,
whoare now to be found but hereand there,

If Attorneys were permitted to practise,
and thus to do something for their support
anwld aanlifir themselves

pctem{\tory—and the custom i3, (whether faw; because it is not in human nature that lor doing the minor business of the profes-

the ru

es contemplated it or not,) after this a man shoulil acquire, and at the samo time sion, few young men ol character and tal-

time has been nominally passed in study, earn the money to pay for, 8o expensive and ents are so destitute of resources as to be
whether it really have been passed in study long a course of cducation, and retain his unahle to obtain the nceessary education—
orin idleness, to admit the applicant as a energy (resh and unbroken. He must also, and why s it not as much a man’s right, to
matter of course, without any further in- even after he has made all this eflort, be 20 avail Iumuzf of Mis earliest ability to earn
quiry a3 to his attainments. It is true far advanced inlife, that he muat enter the Air living by (Ris employment, as by any
that the persons, with whom he haa studied, prolession under great dicadvantages on ac- other?
certify that he has been ** diligent” in the count of his age, and must be little shortof 1 am aware that there is a statute, (1790
purauit o the cducation proper for his pro- insane to imagine that, with hia wasted Ch, 58,) that provides that any person
fession—but this certificate is no evidence powers, he can then set out and compete of decent and good moral character, who
that such has been the fact, and is not so with thoss who commenced fresh and shail produce in Court & powet of Attorney
considered by the Bar, because it is given, young, for that purpose, shall have the power to
and is understood to be given, indiscrimin- = Take another case—that of a poor young do whatever an Attorney regulatly admit-
ately as well to those who have been grossly man, who may be (what few can ever hope ted may do, in the prosecution and manage-
and notoriously negligent, as to those who to be) fortunate enough to obtaincredit and ment ol suits. But if he once commence in
have heen diligent. So that, in fact, the assistance,’while getting his educatinn, on this way, he must always continue in it,
time and money, cxpended in nominally the condition that he shall repay afier he for the Bar or Court will never admit him
preparing for the profession, and not the shall have engaged in his profession—so aflerwards on the strength of any qualifi-
acquirements or capacity of the candidate, long is the term of study required, and cations that he may acquire by practising in
constitule the real critcrion,by which he is such is the prohibition upon his attempts to this way. (This fact shows how utterly
tricd when he applies for admission, earn any thing in the mean time for his arbitrary and reckless of right are the rules
_ ‘The Bar in this (Worceater) County, support, that he must then come into prac- that are made to govern in this matter, and
and I suppose also in the other Counties, tice with such an accumulation of debt upon how inveterate is the determinatinn, on the
have improved, in letter il not in spirit, him as the professional prospects of few or Eart of this mercenary and arlstocratlc com-
upon the unjust and arbitrary character none can justify. Exporience has shown bination, to exclude, from competition with
of the rules of'the Court. ‘The 12th of the the result to be what nn{eone might have them, all who are unable to comply with
Rules of the Bar in this County is in these forcseen that it would be. The class of certain conditions, which have no necessa-
words, ** Nu Student shall commence, or young men, befors mentioned, the well-cd- ry, or_(as experience has proved) even
defend any action, or do any other profes- ucated poor, have been, almost withoul a general connexion with an individual’s real
sional business on his nwn account; and no salitary exception, excluded from the pro- fitness for the profession.)
Student shall be employed for pay, in any fession, which many of them would have It isimposing upon an Attorney, who
bLuriness for himacll.? “And the Bar have chosen and adorned, had it been open to has any conai.llemhle business, a great and
substantially the power to prevent the ad- them, and have been actually driven into unneccesary inconvenience to oblige him
miasion of any one, who ahall infringe this other pursuits—and the prolesslon is now always to take from his client, and carry

rule; because the Court will not take upon filled, with few exceptions, by men, who with him a power of Attorney. Tl:::o‘ :

, becaun vill not take upon er of Attorney.
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snch cases, and il a practitioner_inform public at large would not think the heat or condition, and who had witneased and par-
them that Ae must have one, before ho ablest that eonld be found, it jg the right ticipated in the disheartening embarineg.
procesds in his cause, they do not exactly ol the person so eraployed to have the same ments, necasioned to the poor man®s fanily,
underatand why it should be neceseary— facilites atlorded to him for discharging his by the dedoction of the fawver’s bl from
they are afeaid there is something in the service ny counael, that are aflorded to their seanty ecarnings. The poor, and those
matter more than they know—the circum- others, whom the public may think much who have been poar, have ton mnel felloyw-
stance ereates a distenat against the coun- better or abler Inwvyers, feeling to et wealthy, or even their subsis-
sel, aml s therefore injurious to him, It may be proper however that adecent tence, by.grinding cach others e,
Thechanze | wnuldjpm,mw is this—that moral character be mado a requitite for  "Fhe present rales omght to e abolisled
a law he passed that any person, ahove the admission, and for this reason solely, as far for the further reason that o complianee
age of tweaty-one years, of decent and as b oean see, that otherwise individunla with them, hy thase who can make ool
rood moral eharacter, on making applica- might sometimes put  themielves  there, lawyers nt ally is not necessary, I have
tion either to the Comman Pleas or Suf- from whom the Court would be in danger heard, from men of’ great experience at gl
preme Conrt for admission as nn Attarney, o insult, Bar, sentiments equivalent 1o this, that
and paying to the Clerk his reconling fees;  Another ground, on which I wnulil advo- as an almost univeesal role, it is not upiil
be admitted, without further ceremony or cate a change in the law, is, that the pres- after aperson has ente ed 1he profession,
expende, o practico in every Court, amd cnt rules operate as a peotective system in and haaa character to maintain, and husi-
hetore every magistrate in the State, amd favor ol the rich, or those who have at least. ne<s of hisown o altend 1o, that hestudies
that hie then have the same  right, that an a compictency, ngainst the competition of the law with any cansiderable intentness or
admitted Attorney now has, of appearing the poor.  Some pmple have thought that effect, Now it this be so, much al the
in actions without a power of Attorney. a protective svelem s favor of the poor, time, that is now spent in preparation, is
I would, however, havo in the law a against the competition of the rich, was a little better than wasted.
provision of this kind—which acarly resem- ‘wise policy—but no one has yet ever dared  But further—in a considerable portion
bles the provition now contained in the 27th advacate, indircct terms, 8o monstrous a of the cases, the compliance with the rules,
rule of the Court of Common Pleas, (see principle as that the rich ought to he pro- when it is observed, is more nominal than
Iowe's Practice, Page 572)—that “the tected by law from the competition of the real. ‘T'he time, designed by the rules
right of an Attorney to appear for any par- poor.  And if'such a principle is to besus- to be devoted.to study, insteatt of being
1y, shall nol be questioned by the opposite tained by the laws of this Commonwealth, thus devoted, is, probably by a majority of
parly, unless the exception be tauken at the it would justify an open rebellion to put students, given much more to amusements
lirst term,” (or, I would add, at thesccond down the Government, than to hooks, Indeed a really industrious
term, when the opposite party lives with- My own doctrine also is, and I have no law student would generally be considered
out the Commonwealth,) "and when the doubtitisnlsp that ol the most of your by other students, a great ‘curivsitv., But
authority of an attarney to appear for any number, that the professional man, who, cven if all did study diligently and zealous.
party shall be demanded,” such attorncy from want of intelleet or capacity for his ly, thatfact would be no evidence that the
shall be sworn or allirmed to speak tho profession, is unable to sustain himself were suitable persons to be admitied, in
truth, and il he **declare that he has been ngainst the free compeltition of his neigh- preference to others; because, to excv.-’l in
duly authorized to appear, by application bors without the aid of a protective sys- the profession ol the law, ahilities are re-
made directly to him by such party, or by tem, has mistaken his ecalling—and the quired, as peculiar almost, as those thatare
some person whom he helieves has been public ought not, looking solely to their necessary to enable one to excel in painting
authorized to employ him, it shall be deem- owa interest and rights, to tolerate laws, music or mechanics; and if a man have not
ed and taken to be cvidence ol an authority that shall place them under any necessity lheeeJ)eculiar abilities, they cannnt he ac-
to appear and prosecute or defend, in any whatever of employing such incompetent quired by three vears study, if indecd
action or petition”—reserving however to men, when abler ones can be procured,— they can be by the studiesof “a whole life.
the oppasite party, on his or his counsel’s 'I'licy (the public) ought, on the contrary, On the other hand, ifa man have them, he
makinz vatls oT AMIMAtIVR that oy, tn-erhave themoat (UM and unqunlified liberly will succeed, evén though he should c:)m-
his judgment, reasonable grounds for sup- of employing in their service, without mence practice before he hag studied hal
posing that snch Attorney has nol been let, hinderance, or any invidious distine- the time that our laws n-quifc-n‘ i oot
duly anthorized, the right to continue his tion or disadvantage whatever, the hest ved by the cases of some of lhes ot o
action, and at the term to which it is con- talent they can command. The present inent lawyers and advocates, that :rlmst -
tinued, to contest, by evidence, the right lawaand rules, considering them as the acts try hasever produced. Ar(':or iin w!conln-
ol such Attoruey to appear in the action— ol the communily, nre in faét specimenaof eriterion in Mussachusetts l'l(- ¢ ‘Z;|l -
provided he give to the attorney reason- the mnst wretcked and sclf-cheating policy Patrick Henry, William Pin e
able notice that his right to appear will be —for while they probably have the cffect Justice Marshall when th
contested—the party making the objection, to invite into the profeasion few or no able their éareer, must have
being held liable for the costs that may men, who would not otherwise enter it, unqualificd for a place,
?::il;fr)inn;gtnnsi(;nillmee of his objection, if he llllx‘z_?'“cxa::::;:’mnny able oncs, who, but for moment would have been given perhaps to
1t itain it . ) ) ¢ enter it,  The community rome stupid fop, whose only recdmmenda-
T'he principle argument,—and it is of it therefire tnke the troublo to make laws, tion was, that he had speat three ve o
self, ns 1 think, a sulficient and invincible whose natural anid necessary operation is to in attending to his .braim or hi:ll?«:nakr:' ‘r,m:
one—on which 1 would insist in support of produce a scarcity, where there would in twirling hix eane and brushing hiswl ‘u-
such niaw as [ have suggested, i1 that of otherwise Le an abundance of the very kers.  Indeed 1 ihink expetience ) o
striet right, If the admission he o any scrvices, which they want—they actunlly that thedirect tendeney !»l‘nu w: ‘m‘s pm;ml
one a privilege, all, who desire that  privi- go out of their way to do themselves rn isto introduce into ||,L‘.y ol .:J ,"“M FIL 8
lege, have ns good o right to it as any  one injury, nind fools than Tawyers "J‘h:\‘l.n’:\'"- mnr:‘. h‘ﬁ
can have,  None of nsare emitled o ex- . Another consideration entitled ts weight enter it, without the .rulva--lm"lclrls(; ?‘\“
clusive privileges: and thorefore, il thia priv- in favor of the change, is, that if the pro= and fools would not find it fital ll ‘ 'l"
tege be granted o one, the obligations of fession wers made accensible by the poor, so. These facts illus‘lrm-wg‘}‘ fable to do
cquity miv imperative that it be alva grant- the practice of' the Bar would be likely to poliey of probibiting one ,:., nl"oi ";-'"f."l'“l"l"
ed toearh nnd every other one, who may be maore uniformly humane (I mncan no im- from the pursuit of that art or "rln:l‘n::"m "
desire 1. Fiven the alility, learning, or putation upon the profession at Inrge) than for which nature and inclinati p(‘ e
other peculiar qualifieations of an individu- it nowis, Who aro the Attorneys, whose and of attemptin ll(; 3 :“: -lnnl;m! " ey
al for the practice of the law, cannot, with rapacity has heretofore filled ourjni'ls with oflering to L(hrgra \v; (I’P,\l' : el place by
Judtive, Lo made a matter of inquiry by honest'debtors?  Who are they, that have neither the ea city nmi it ll'me' "Mufm“y
the Courls or the Legislalure, ns n condi- ever been ready to extort, in llne' shape of exclusive |)ti‘Vlll‘(‘n(‘;3 ns :]nc "m:llm" ot
tion ol’ his being permutted thia privitege— hillsol cnsts, poverty’s last shilling, and 1o make the trial .Tlu-sen ;:sl:l‘:'(;!“cm t‘l‘
becauss those aro matters, with which feed and clothe, if_notto pamper nand be. protective rules. eflect the dou;:lewsv'laml‘
neither the Courts nar the public have any deck, their own families, with food and shutting out some i’ndividuals from :hc‘?
concern—they “concern solely the lawyer dresses snatched and stripped from the natutal and appropriate sphere \vhérelhe‘:
himsell and hisclients, Any man, who is mouths nnd bodies of the poor man's chil- would he useful 1o themsclves and the
alloweld to have the management of hisdren? 1 think they will rately, il cver, be community, and of enticing others i t
own nflairs, has the right to decide for found to have been those, who had been what is loyl'hem an unnnturfl o N 'l‘n .
himaelf' swhom he will employ as counsel— reared in poverty themselves; who had they ean do litile for lhcmsclvnn:'mrliiell;
and if lie choose to employ one, whom the known by experience the dificulties of that or nothing for the public. It would hanl-
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ty commenced
bv-cn_ pronounced
which the next

Pinkney and Chiet

& psitle o devise roles, that shookd
we gmtormly prevent nothing hat good,
amd necatehsh aothing but evid, than these
which are autlwrized and upheld by the
Legislsture,

Lwill now answer some of the vhjeations,
Mwhich Dsuppose will be mnde, to the pas-
<ree of such a law a3 1 have proposed,

Oue is, that there woull he too many
tawyers—1 might, in answer to this objee-
ton, ash how can there be too muny  lnw-
versy when the number ol practising ones
must, of necessity, e limited by the busi-
ness and convenence of those, who have
occasion to employ them?

But | think there is another answer—and
that iz, that, although there might be more
than there are now, {(which is very douht-
ful,) wha would become nominally attor-
neys, and would oceasionally fill writs in
cases of pecessity, there woulld yet not be
a0 many, wha would devote themselves
steadily to the- profession ns  their  reg-
alar business,  ‘I'ho reason  why there
woulid not be 80 many of this class, is, that
there would be more men of talents in the
profession, mid they would of course receive
all, or nearly ali, the patronage. I would
beof no usefor an incapable man to attempt
to establish himself as an attorney at all—
hiecause the peaple would give him no
husinesg—and no more able ones would en-
ter the profesion than could get a good
living from the business, which the commu-
nity would allwd, because it is not charac:
teristic ol capable men to engage in any
business, {rom which they cannot derive a
gaod  support. \Whereas we know mul-
titudes ol weak men now cater the profes-
sion, aml make it their regular business,
although they derive only ruch a pittance
from it as no apirited and able man would
be content with,

Another objection, which I have heard
tna.le, is that i every man were sllowed to
commence actions, it would give rise to
barratry, DBut how would it give rise to
barratry ? None, but men of decent and good
moral characters, enuld commence actions—
and is pot the good moral character of one
man a3 good a security that he will not
coinmit harratry, as is the good moralchar-
racter of any other man? Does loiter-
ing aboat a lawyers office three or four
years, raise a man’s moral character
50 high above that of ordinary men, as to
afford the community any security for his
gona hehaviour, which they have not in
the case ol other men?  Besides, barratry
is a crime—an indictable ollence—punisha-
ble by fine and imprisnonment—and is it nec-
e3sary, in addition to this, to go so far as {0
deprivecertain men **of decent and  goor
moral character,” of privileges, which—on
certain conditions, that have in them no
tendency whatever to  prevent barratry—
arc granted to ‘otirers to an indefinite extent,
and have been granted to them until the
enuntry is overrun with lawyers so poor
that, il paverty could induce men to com-
mit barratry, we should have bhad enough
of it long cre this?

But further—all that is nocessary to en-
able a man now (o commit barratry, and to
have the profits of managing the suils, is
for Lim just to tuke a power of attorney—
yel we have no barratry, unless it be in the
ranks of the profession.

do with his admission. Afor the candidate has w
been nominally a student tho requisite time, heis them,

admitted without inquiry, as a matter of course,  Jfa young man should find that, in order
Yet the forms of adinimion aro such that his ad- o obtain the confidence and patronage of
mission amonnts to an indorsment and certificate, {he community, he needs a ceruficate from

Bar have become an otganized, Asocinted proceeding, repnea eonfidenes in tha man on
bindy-ethe sovcitty, in the mase, exerciving secount of thivindorsement and reeannnend ion,
a discipline over the members, and profeape and, in consequence, they tas often find then.
ingz to the publie that they 1oterate nmong solvesto bava been imposed upon with n ven.
their number none unworthy of the pahlic geanvn,  In shart, the whole aftaie of rules,
confidence,  ‘The members of the nancia. recommendationa, aduiiswions &e,, although ob.
tion have thus takea to themaclves, in anme rved pafeacdly to prevent impositian, 14 yet,
degree, a comimen character. o the pres- in practice, littlo leaw than an orgnnizet ayetem
crvation ol this cammon chameter from "r;'"l"“"“’"'
suspicion, all are intereated, And T think 0t i loak on the ather hand, 17 mea
all will ndmit that the experience of the \‘!on: m' " l!mll. '\\'l'"IﬂII! regnid 1o their qunlifiena
warld has heen, that wuch  aasocintions, in :;on o theie adinicsion \w.mhl ha no recomimenda.
s h YT . tion to the contidenen of the publie, and the (he
guarding their associated  elnracter, unie would neeortain for himeelf what o 1
formly pursue the policy of not being the A A

£ ! ' | " was made of, hefore ha wonb! entrost him with
firal to expogo the fanlts or crimes ol theit pusiness ot nll, Every lawyer would then of

ansocintes 1o the world, and - generally of neccauty staind on hivoswn ments and resonrees—
hushing suspicion if poscible,  Itis natural he woukl bave no  recommendation from hie
that they should, for they have a strong brethran of tho Bar to prop him up, or to shiald
peraonal interest to doso,” Butalter |mblic him from  his Jost responsibility for lue errore,
auspicion has once beeome so strong against Young men, undor thean circumataneee, would
an individual member that the charactor commence nnd proceed in their practice with
of the whole body is in danger~or when & much groater eantion then they now do, and far
case of criminality has become too notorious this plain reacon, that it would be necessary,
to he concealed, then the nzeociation be- dotd for their reputation and their intcreste,
tome  anddenly virtunus—ntlect o great that they should do no.
deal of astonishment—probe the matter  Bul eupposing  that incompetént men
tersibly—and if they find it necessary, ex. should attempt to get professional burincss,
pel the offender, and would then make the and should succeed, and that those, who
public believe that they have purified the emploved them, should sufler in conse-
nssociation as with fire, Now ig not all quence—on what principle must the Legis-
this farce? & mere humbugging of the lature proceed in sustaming laws to prevent
community? such occurrences? \Why, they must pro-
\What then is the remedy? It s this. ceed on this principle—that the penple are
I the profession were thrown open to all, not to be allowed the management of theis
[his cunﬂ,i"n[i()n of I:I\VyCI'S ‘v()u]d dnub[. O‘Yn aﬂﬂlf‘—u}al lll(‘y are not to hc (_rusled
less he broken up—they, like other men, With the sclection of agents to do thrir own
would hold themselves severally responsi- business—but that il they want the services
ble for their own characters alone—they of 8 lawyer, for instance, the Legislature
would have nu inducement to wink at orai- and the Courls will 8o lar lovk after their
tempt to Lide the mal-practices of others— interests as just to prescribe to them whom
individuals,who should suppose themaelves they must employ, if they wish to have
injured by the practice ol an atlorney, in- theit lawyer enjoy the ordinary facilities
stead of laying his complaints before the for doing their business, A fine doctrine
Bar, would lay them before the g!.nd juty’ this to prcach to the penplo of Massachu-

or some other tribunal—and it is no un- 8eLi8. .
charltahleness, 1t 13 onty supposing 1awyers 1 have another objection to alaw or rule

10 be like nther men, o say, that it is proba- of Court, that shall nake it necessary that
ble the community would sometimes fare llye qualfications of a candidate, other than
tho better for it. his moral character, be In any way whatev-
Another objection, which T suppown may be €f inquired into, as a preliminary to admis-
mado by some, is that if the profewsion were 8100, It ia that if the inquiry be made at
thrown upen to all, young men would be likely all, it tnust be made by a board of lawyers,
to enter it before they should be so qualified that who are interested to keep him out, and
they could he safely entrusted with tho transac- who aleo, in some cases, may have special
tion of busincss—nnd that therefore those who objects to accomplish by {rustrating thesuc-
should employ them, would be imposed upon.— cess of particular individuals—in which
And [ supposc thoe present rules wore ?sL‘Iblldlcd contingencics they would be very likely to
on the ground, that some rules, coming from ahuse their power to effect their ~ purpose.
the Court, were nccessary in order o prevent Guynoge, for example, that an indiridual,
men from being imposed upon by those, whom po5re anplying for admission, should have
thoy might otherwise soo fit to cmploy to do yuowed a determination, that, if admitted,
their busmess.  Now it was really very k"':d' be he wonld not enter the combination of the
donbt,‘on the part of the Court, thus to take the = o1 2ol the Bar, to keep up the prices,
peoplo’s business ant of their hands, and_aswsume and throw obatacles in the way of competi-
#o fatherly a control of it themeelves, in order in the ofession—can there be &
to avert ﬂ'vom the peoplo the natitral coneequences l""s['n :? t } !pr ;'" lividual, on an exam-
of their incapacity to judge of theso things for (foubt tha m’::.' an individual, 1l bei
themeelves; yet, however benevolent their in- ination as “’h 18 "“3.””“""!3' wyoult b e in
tentions undoubtedly were, I seriomly euspect much more than ordinary danger ol sml;
that thoir rules actually canre twire as much found to be not qualified for admission’
imposition nas they prevent; becanso, one, nd- therefore object to having my rights, or my
mitted under them, is ostensibly admitted on the interests, or my felings, or any other man’s
ground of his being qualified for practice—whero- rights, interests or feclings thus unnecessa-
as, in roality, his qualifications havo nothing to "ﬁ, placed in lhc_kecpmg of interested men,
o have no claim to tho guardianship of

Aund I think it may here be a very perti- P the Dar, of Lis C"P“j‘i_‘go and fitncws to be en- (he members of the Dar, of his qualifica~

nent inquiry—whether the present rules do

sion and cancealment of batratry by the
members of the Bar? The members of the

trasted with husioess.

i fidence of the public, o0
not favar, rather than obatruet, the commis- ::lf:":"::"': !::"""o.‘h;ﬁ‘;’;: :',',?.:' ‘m’:::.:f while to go to some of them, and ask of

Dar, in fact, actoally ¢iong, he would perhaps think it worth his

them, as a favor, to examine and recom-

the decoptive and fallecions character of this ;o' Liim: but If he should be able o get
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alomr as well without theie anaistanee, he my living In the way U chooss. It will be soon individuul client wan t tha eath of his lawger, 19
haa a petfect right, and, in sonie cases per- enough, afler [ aball havo been eonvicted of tren- g mecarity for his fidelity, et Lim make to him 'u..-
hapa, would much prefer to do a0, Ile son, to rofusa mo the common privileges, or tako jnsulting proposal, and persaado o pure hare n
aught therefore to be left at perfect liberty from mo the common rights of a citizen. It is compliance with it, if ha can.  Bot if he is eat-
on this point, without having any othier of theright of the citizen to decry and exposc the jafied to trost him  without the oath, it is Iaer
his privileges affected by the course he may chainctor of tho constitation, and if poswible to business for tha Legislatura to interfere and sny
choose. bring it into contempt and nl.)l'mrmncein the minda that the man oughtnot to ho trusted except he ba
Another objection, which may he made of the proplo, without forfuiting any of the _ordi- gworn, :
to the law [ propose, is, that ithe Courts n}:l.ry 'r'mlogm'nl'mtllmu—nml the recognition of \V!ry shonld not phiyaie inn!-, before they are
mizht bo incommoded and delayed by the lrl:‘l:},‘ll‘l“_(nl;lllllllt‘! onn oil' l'l;‘o grontest nnﬁl-gnnrd; pormitted to proctice, b required to tnka an oath
arguments of ignorant men. | have aitendy Of the public liberty, And if any ona clase of that they will alwaya perctica in good fuith, aml
amirectly, given one  answer to this objec- mon, the moment they attempt to prove that our knowingly injure none of theie patients? Why
tiom, in ;l:o\vin Gri h:;vc shown it) that constitution 4 not a good one, and ought to ba ara not the members of manufactating corpora-
o, 1 R . abolished, aro to bo denied any of the ordinary tions, heforo they are allowed a_ charter, required
the active part of the profession would proh. . s bt ' . 3y veqmIre
! \ ) han Jess, intellectunt rights and priviloges of citizans, then has that 1o take an aath that they witl defraad no man in
ably be mure, rather than lcss, intellcctund ¢ip4 hoen singled ont for the oapecial tyranny of tho quality of tha gande, that they may manu.
‘ e A \ I3 pecinl tyranny quality gonde, y_may ]
thanit n‘ow'l_s:; ( nother d\ns\vu 18, ll:nl the governmont. 'I'horo would bo just as much facturo under that chaster?  Why is not the far-
the prople will of coutse, then as now, (be- propriety in requiring o farmerto tako an oath to mer, before ho i« allowed thn privilega of ancur-
cause it will llrc for their lnlht‘rt‘sl to (tl,o S(l‘,) support tho constitution, a8 a condition of his ho- ing 1o himself his penperty in his farm, by enter-
e:‘.‘}plc‘ny lho‘a. gl‘clst lawy‘crsl nl‘ ?nn e ob- ing nl:owed tl»lo‘ privilego of ontoring his deed of ing his deedin tha pubilic_recorling oflice, ro-
tained—and if those, who spend four years record in a public rocording offico, ns thero is in quired to awenr that ho will never defraud any
in college, three years in an office, and £2500 requiring R of mo, as o condttion of my heing al- man in tha price or quality of the produco of
in money, in I(I'llling|ll;vn\av.;l\'cu for tllne lh'\‘r, lom;dl ll;o g‘ri‘ibgm of an attomey. 'l‘h:;:o that fann? ,;'hcm wm:hl lu{ ns mnch pnuon in
aro more intellectual than those can be, who would aleo ho the same propricty iu requiring this jt as thore is in requining of a lawyer an oath that
may spend less time  and money, or spend oath of the members of a manufacturing corpora- ¢t he will not wittingly or willingly promote or
them in n ditferent way, for that purpose, tion, as a condition procedent to their recciving sue any false, groundies or unlawful suit.*
the presumption is that the people wyill find an act of incorparation, asthere is in requiring it The truth is that Jegislatures and Coasts hava
it out without the aid of the Legnslnlure, ofme. . . mado lnwyers a privilrged class, and have thus
and that, in consequence of it, the former I ohjeet, in the next place, to the oath, which given them facilitics, of which they have availed
class of practitioners will still have all, or tho attorney is required to tako, that ** ifhoknow themmelves, for entering into, combinations
neatly all the business, and young men, of an intention to commit any falschood in Court, hoatile, at lcast to the intercsts, if not to the
who are fitting themsclves for the Bar, will he will give knowledge thereof to the Justices of rights, of the commaunity—such as to keep up
still find it for their interest to pursne’ the the Court, or rome of them, that it may be pro- pricos,and shut ool competitors. The natural
. vented.” I do not choose to be made an inform- resalt of such combinations also is, that the mase
same course of education as that now re- "\ ; . )} ' ;
ired 1 th 1 il be that the o°'® this manner, ngninst men with whose mat- of tha members will do more or less to screen in-
uired-—an c resuit wi 1AL 1€ tors I have nothing to do. That is not whata dividuals from suepicion. ‘The conscquence is
ourts will havckt_hc pleasure of ll!lcgmg lquvor goes into Court for—he goes thero 10 de=  that the people have imbibed an extrefnqe 'calonqy'
only to the same kind of arguments as those o d tho rights and interosts of hiu clients, and for towards them, and exact from them MJ.., con-
now addressed to them. Buta better, and po1hing else-—and ho has a right so to do, and to taining such divers significant specifications, that
8 ‘ m ” 1
more conclusive answer to the objection, is have all tho ordinary facilities for doing it afforded were he not kept in countennnce by others, a
- that the Courts were made for and by the to him, without this odious service being exacted main would consider them too humiliating to be
people, and not the peoplo for or by the ofhim. Thore would be just as much reason in taken. Now if the profession ware throw open
Courts, Suitors, when in Court, are the roquiting of the members of a manufactaring cot- to all, lawyers would be no longer a privileged
people, and it is their right to present their poration, asthe price of their charter, sn onth  class—they probably could no longer enter into
causes to their own Courts, by whatever that they will actas informers against all their combinations that would be of any avail 1o them,
counsel they may think it for their interest neighbors, whom thoy may suppose to bo dishon and the jealousy of the people towards them
to prosent them. (pravided it ha dana with ot in their dgalinzs, nnd that *¢ if they know of would he at an end.
civility,) and the Court must ‘I‘war them ::;3“;’.'_'5'”1‘}; *on the rl“':‘°r°n° man, ‘0“‘";:3“‘ 1 object lastly to the atatates, (1814 Ch. 178,
without murmuring, or resign their seats, anothorin the price of a horse ora cow, *‘they Sec. 2,1795, Ch. 80, Sec 4, and 1822, Ch. 51)
I ought here 10 say, that I do not suppose will give notice lhereoﬂ_hnl itmyy be preventod.’” requiring an attomey, on his admision to the
that these nrgumcnu’, to which [ have al. I °b1“'°: "‘.' ::""‘5 made in any way an officer or Common Pleas, to pay §20, and on his admmis-
tuded, will be put forward in purely good 55TYem,o ! e Court, as a condition of my beicg sion to the Supremé Coart, $30 to the Law
faith. They are too shallow to be "horcat- :‘elg::el("n?ymc‘l,iﬂ:l."’ X:;'L“&“" . doing the ‘l"‘“"; gb";i'y r“;’“““""- ICI wish to have the
Iv relied on men capable of just and lib- " X _other servico, suc nchit of the Law Library, it is of course right
eral views o(y the su{)ject. hey will be taking charge of a Jury , ringing the bell or sweep- ¢hatl should contribute to the pay ofthe Libnrign
4, il used Il, by th hod ing the court-room,(which, by the way, woald bo and also something for the increase of the libra 3
used, il used at all, by thosc, w ho l‘t‘e NOt gervices a thousand times more honorable) might and perhaps 850 is a rcasonable » 1th 4 ;.’l'
f‘r'lo:":}l;g“o:f‘::l o:i"ectlil&n;p;)gaiti oen ciF"ag:}; b";m‘l“i“’d of me on thosamo ground as is this think fow, onless obliged by l": m’w.onlgngver
h source ot ) of an informer. it. Bat— itse!
should be made, will be, that there are | Iobject, inthe last place, to the oath of the at- Ei‘g'o’f nnz::o n:'b';:&!;'{ t:li:h.:r"l; e-::lfbelrel{uona-
those, who, cither for themselves, or for torney, that ho *¢ will do no fulschood, nor con- mots from the place where the libl::a ilwkcm
some dear Son Jounry or JoseY, want the sent to the doing of any in Court, that he will or because I have library enough of u",! o"nel";
aid of a protective system to give them a not wittingly or willingly promote or sus any have not tho #80 1o apa 5 f M . 0
living, or make them respectable. false, groandiess or unlawful suit, nor give aid or roason whaterer, I do no‘: :;' or . or ?“’h other
_ Having thusattempted to answer the ob- consent to the same ; that he will delay no man sgciation, or aval m aell’ of 0";'" o j°'?:h:- 'F“
jections, that occurred to me as the most for lucre or malice ; but will conduct, in the of- brary, the :mocimiof\y hav. m«mae oy lo' pon
likely to be brought against the law, which fice of an attornoy within the Courts, according 10 mo for $50 than have the Misionary or D.ole
‘l ha‘v]/c su‘ggesled, lrwish now to state somo “l'|° b“;‘;{’h:' KBowledgo and discrotion, and with Society, ‘ fonasy or Tible
urther oljections of my own to other por- 3ll good filelity, as well to the Courts as to his  Qur Bill of Rights declares (Art. “
tions of the existing laws. [ object to the clicnts.”” [ object to the wholo of this oath far \ ) res (Art. 19) that Tbe
vath, that i3 required of attornejla. in all ita veveral ressons. First, it singlos out lawyers as g?:cizlemem:ngt}:lu‘? ::q:;v:‘.‘ :‘;d‘hz:n:;:
particulars. (See St, 1786 Ch. 23) :;“’" worthy of ¢special suspicion—as men of obeervance of the principles of justice.’ I have
In the first place, I objoct to the oath to bear oubtful honosty.  If& lawyer is guilty of male endeavored to satisly you that our existing Ja
truo allegiance to the Commonwealth, and to PrACHCe, he is amenablo to tho lawa ; or if he is jn relation to the adinission of Atto by ":8 nn'"
supporttho Constitation, The right of rebelling unfaithful to his clients, he is answerablo in dam. qual and unjust; and if I have lor::l’i:ﬁtd“”:‘
against l\vhat I l;ltly ll.iin_k nr “bnd lﬁ’"’"}'{“’“'- i:' ;Ft:r’:'n lmp:‘tl::l‘i’c:ro}:l: :F;il:m:‘i;‘r ::oun;lot‘ n!‘:":’ llhavo atight 10" requise—in defianco of all sach
as much wy right as it is oftho other citizens o SPrcies 3 aruingds, 1. not o ioncy, wiili } i
the Commonyealth, and there is no reason wh have the invidious suspicion, implicd by this eath, sn“:u::;xe::m::zd u;::.y c::d g:b{::"f:g.i;f
tawyers should ba singlod out and doprivod of f*tenedvpon him. Without this oath, the comma- do¥once ofsuch laws—that they be abolished.
this tight. My being a friend or an avowod sne- Mty have the same security for tho honorty of law- With respeet, Xo U 1hey be abot
niy of the conatitution has nothing to do with the Yo that they have for the honesty of other men, " LYSANDER SPOONER
argumont of a canso for a client, or with any 2 what more have they a right to domand? Cli-  Wyarcester, Avg. 26, 1835 '
ather of my profonsional labors, and therefore it 7 also have the same security for the fidelity of it T )
is nothing but tyranny to requice of me an oath ‘:;’:r“::i"“‘ﬂn ‘h“.:g‘“h':'“ h‘"h:“ m&l':“-
to aupport the censtitution,.ss a condition of my ¥V ¢ ageots, what mote have we
being allowod the ordiaary privileges for (ouité 8 right 1o require that they shall have? If asy
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THE DEIST'S REPLY.
CHAPTER I,
The Early Spread of Christianily.

There are some belicvers, who place little confidence in the evidence of the miracles
said to have Leen perfurmed by Jesus, who yet say that the cstablishment of such a religion
a3 his, by such means as were employed after his death, is of itself a convincing miracle.
They say it is incredible that the preachers of a religious system, the most prominent
doctrine of which was that the Son of God, its founder, was slain, should Lave met with
such success, unless God had miraculously aided them. ‘They, in short, say substantially,
that the very idca of the Son of God and the Saviour of the world being put to death igno-
miniously und like a criminal, is on the face of it so absurd, and so repugnant to all men’s
notions of what is probable, and of what would consist with the proper character for such a
being to assume, that unless some supernatural influence had been exerted to aid in gaining
for it belief, men never would have believed it.

Now, the absurdity and improbability of this doctrine, in the abstract, being acknowledged,
let the question be put, whether it be any less absurd or improbable on account of its havin
been belicved? 1If not, then here is an alleged miracle to be inquired into, of a different kin
from those, on the evidence of which the Bible professes mainly to rest its claims to credit;
a sort of incidental miracle, in fact, apparently not at all intended to furnish evidence of the
truth of the Bible.

Itis a little remarkable that any, professing to believe the Bible, should abandon, as insuf-
ficient, the evidence which its anuthors represent to have been expres-ly de~igned to convince
men of its truth, and should thus seize upon un after circumstance of so doubtful a character
as this, Yet one, who attempts to meet believers on their own grounds, must of necessity
answer many arguments no more rational than this, or suffer them to believe on; for very
slight and flimsy evidence is sutlicient to satisfy the miuds of such as are both determined to
believe, and afraid to disbelieve,

But if it shall appear that this system, absurd and improbable as its main doctrine is, might
have been propagated without its having, or being aided by, any miraculous power, then the
argumment, against the truth of the doctrine, to be drawn from its absurdity and improbability,
will be entitled to what would have been its just weight, independent of the systein’s having
been believed at all. The only ground, that believers of the present day could then take, on
this point, would be this, viz, that their astonishinent, that men should ever have been so cred-
ulous as to helieve so improbable and absurd a sy stem, is so great, that they themselves will now
believe it too.

Let us then inquire into the causes of the success of the Apostles, and see whether they
were not natural ones,

One of the most eilicient of these causes, was the manner in which they preached. That
alone was calculated to make a very strong impression upon the minds of such as were too ig-
norant or simple, (and such the first converts will hereafter appear generally to have been,)
to judge rationally of the truth of the statements they heard, and the soundness of the reli-
gious doctrines, that were taught. T'he manner of all the Apostles must have exhibited a great
deal of sincerity and zeal, (for they were undoubtedly houest in their faith,) and nothing
makes so favorable an impression upon the minds of men in general,in favor of those, who
advocate new doctrines ; nothing inclines them so much to listen willingly to all they have to
say, os an appearance, on their part, of perfect sincerity and simplicity.

Another trait in the manner of sowe of them, particulurly of Paul, who appears to have
been by fur the most efficient apostle, was boldness. ‘The exhibition of this quality always
powerfully affects the imaginations of the weuk and ignorant, of whom the early converts
were evidently composed.

The question is often asked, how is the boldness and zeal of the Apostles to be accounted
for, when they knew they had no worldly honors to expect, but, on the contrary, persecution,
and the coutempt of n large portion of the community, wherever they should go? To an-
swer this question, it is necessary to refer to what was the condition of these men, (with the
exeeption of Paul) when they first became the disciples of Jesus. They were obscure, illite
erute, simple and superstitious men—men of no importance as citizens either in their own
own eyes or the eyes of others,  ‘They had never looked to worlidly honors or promotions;
but evidently had expected from their youth up, to pass their days in the obscurest paths an
hunmblest wall;s of life. The contempt of those ubove them had no terrors for such men as
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these—they had never aspired to be their equals, and they were willing, because, in whatever
situation they might be, they had always eapected, to be despised by them ss a matter of
course, on account of their degraded conditions of mind and fortunes. Still, at the same
timne, to be at the head of even little sects and bands of those, who had once been their equals,
and to be looked up to by them as guides, was a distinction adapted to excite most powerfully
the ambition of these men, however much they might be despised by all but their followers.
‘They, by becoming, und being acknowledged az, the teachers of others, acijuired an impor-
tance, of which a few years before they had never dreamed.  They owed whatever of worldly
consequence they posscssed entirely to the fact of their being esteemed leaders by their pros-
clytes. Simple, artless and sincere as these men were, such circumstances were calculated
to attach them strongly to the cause in which they were engaged, although they might not be
aware of Leing so influenced. .

"They also attached the greatest importance to a belief in the doctrines, that they preached.
They estcemed themselves the agents of God, commissioned to save men’s souls. They
lookcd upo: their employmont as of the most momentous consequence; and their imagina-
tions, unbalanced by reason and reflection, were intensely excited by such views of their
duty,

livut there was another cause, perhaps more powerful than all these together. These sim-
ple men had been convineed that Jesus was no less a personage than the Son of God. They
huad been honored, as they thought by being made his bosom friends, while he was on the
earth, and his inunediate and most conspicuous agents after his death, for accomplishing a
design, which to their mindy, was the most magnificent that could be couceived. He had, by
telling them beforchand of” the dangers and ditliculties, and obloquy they were to encounter
from tho-e whom they had been taught to consider the enemies of God, and by promises that
he would always be with thein oun earth, and that he would extravagantly reward them in
heaven, if they should persevere and be faithful, wronght them up to a pitch of fanaticism
calculated to mahe them look on all the oppo-ition of men as unimportant nothings. *“BrLess-
ED areye,” said he, ¢ when en shall revile you, and persecute y ou, and shall say all manner of
evil against you falsely, for my sake. Rejoice, and be excecding glad, for great is your re-
wird in heaven—{for so persccuted they the prophets, which were before you.”> Can any
consideratinns be imagined more likely to render these simple fanatics ahhe indifferent to
every thing worldly, whether of hardship or comfort, of pro-perity or adversity, of honor or
shame? Yes. Jesus found pictures, even more inflammatory than these, to operate upon
their untutored imaginations.  He said to them, “ ye are they, which have continued with me
in my temptations, and I appoint unto you a kingdom, as my futher hath appointed unto me,
that ye miny eat and drink at my (able, in my kingdom, and sit on THRoNES, judging the
tnelve tribes of Isracl.” (Luke, 22—28 to 30.)*

It is uscless to comment upon the natural cffects of such language as this, upon such men
as those, to whom it was addressed, and who implicitly believed in the reality of what was
promised to themi. Perhaps no other picture can be Imagined, that would have so power-
fully fired the imagination of these credulous men, as this, offered to them, as it was, by ond
whom they believed to be the Sox of Gon! It all looked probable to themn, notwithstanding
its extravazance. They had on carth sat with him at table—why should they not also in
heaven? ‘T'hey knew too that there were twelve tribes of Isracl, and their own number was
also twelve, apparently selected with reference to the nuinber of tribes to be ruled over.
The whole prospect must have been, to them, a gorgeous reality.  The cffect was such as
might have been expected. These men had their minds engro<sed by the grandeur of their
designs, and the grandeur of their promised reward. They had nothing to attach them to
this world, or to make them regard the esteenr of men. One great purpose forever stimula-
ted and urged them on, and hurricd them from place to place, wherever a convert could be
muade. It made them fearless of death, fearless of men, fearless, in fact, of all worldly con-
sequences. It gave to them vastly more of bolduness, zeal and perseverance, than could have
been easily inspired by other means, in men naturally so timid and spiritless.

Perhaps it will be said that the writings of the New Testament display talen:s inconsistent
with the idea that their authors were intellectually so wenk as 1 have represented them. To
this objection I answer, that from the beginning to the end of the New Testanient, there is
displayed little wit or wisdotn for Christians to be proud of. DBesides, it should be recollected
that these writings were not exccuted until the authors had generally, for several years,
been engaged in the employment of preachers—an employment adapted to enll into exercise,
and thus to iucrease, the little powers they originally possessed.  And yet the Lenefit of this
long course of education has only enabled them, with a few exceptions, to furnish narratives
and epistles, which, with all the advantage they may be supposed to have derived from the
tran~lations of such learned men as would be likely to improve upon the style and eapres-
sions of the orizinal, come very near being the most simple, and the most destituto of thought,
of any to be found in the Faglish langunge,

If men were but te read the New ‘Testament with the same tone and cniphasis, with which

® Thix promise wag probably undersiond, at the time 31 was made, as refereing 1o temporal thronen ; but
after the departure of Jewn, W applicd by the apostlen to heavenly ones.
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they do other books, and were to keep out of mind the idea of its being sacred, they would
be disgusted with the credulity, and the want of intellect, reason and Jjudgment, that is appar-
entin it. The imaginations of believers have dresced up and exaggerated the excellence of
the style and matter of the New Testament generally, in the same manner, in_ which they
have the moral instructions of Jesus. ‘They have done this in the same manner, in which we
may suppose the imaginations of the people of all nations, that have books esteemed sacred,
gloss over and-exaggerate the excellence of their contents.

The larger portion of the * Acts of the Apostles,” separate from the insipidity of the nar-
rative, contain the most extraordinary exhibitions of lack of judgment and intcllectual resource,
that can casily be found on record.

‘T'o support these assertions, let me ask those, who have been accustomed to look at the
writings of the New Testament as inspired, to look at them for once ag uninspired, (which,is
the only proper way of regarding them until their inspiration be clcu?\y proved ;) to read
them with no more reverence than they would read any other book ; to read them as being
what they rcnlliy purport to be, viz, nothing but narratives, and letters of exhortation and in-
struction 3 let them, in short for once read the books eritically, discarding all idea of their
Leing sacred, and I have little doubt their opinions will then concur with those here expressed.

Paul was in some respects distinguishable from the other Apostles. e had some talents,
although a muddy intellect, and little judgment,  Ie was violent, precipitate and unreflect-
ing. He was bigoted, superstitious and dogmatical in his first faith, and little less so in his
last. e was sclf-confident, hoastful* and dictatorial to a disgusting degree. 1lis forle was
in teaching doctrines, the utility or reason of which, inasmuch as nobody else has understood,
he probably did not understand himself. He was also erafty and deceittul, without appear-
ing ta reflect at all upon the character of such conducty™and this fact shows, ecither that he
was not a rigid moralist in principle, or that he had very obtuse moral pereeptions. His
readiness to practice deception js exhibited in the following instances.  He circumeised ‘fi-
motheus to cllcat the Jews, as appears by Acts 16—3.  “ Iim would Paul have to go forth
with him, and took and circumcised him, Lecause of the Jews which were in thuse quarters,
for they knew all that bis father was a Greek.”  When imprisoned at Phillippi, he falsified,
and said he was a Roman, (Acts 16—37, 33) to alarm and impose upon those who had im-
pri~oned him, supposing him to be, as he really was, a Jew. (\Acts 16—20 and 21—Acts 22
—3.) e repeated the same falschiood afterwards, and declared that he was a Rowman “free-
born,” (Acts 22—27,28). This lie appears to have been told because some eapedient of the
Lind seemed necessary to extricate him from the trouble he had got himself into. Morcover he
was nmbitious, and appears to have been disposed in some cases, to turn his labors to a better
worldly account than the o.her’Apostles.t  Ie was also revengeful, as appears by his sccond
F.pistle to Timothy 4—14. < Alexander the copperamith did me much evil, the Lord reward
him according to his works.”™ A wish, in which superstition and a yulgar spirit of revenge
are more ludicrously combined, was perhaps never recorded, or even expressed.

That his pretence, before alluded to, of having been caught up into heaven, was all a fabri-
cation,(instead of an account of a dream, which I suppose christians will think it to have
been,) is rendered probable by the nature of the story, by the fuct that he would not relate
what he heard there, by his own'bad character for veracity, by the necessity he was in of tell-
ing a marvellous story of some kind, and the circumstance that he thought it best to preface
it (2. Cor. 11—31) with the declaration that ¢ the God and Father of the Lord Jesus Christ,

which is blessed forevermore, knew that he was not lying.*”

Let us now look at the character of the people who became converts.  In the first place,
the people, in general, aniong whom the Apostles preached, are proved to have been a sim-
ple, spiritless race of beings, from the facts that they appear to have had no laws, butto have
been governed entirely Ly the will of a single deputy of the Roman power, who ruled over

* Sece his ridiculons hoast (2 Cor. 12—1 to 5) that he was the mman who had been eaught up into the
third heaven, (query—how many heavens are there in all?) and had there heard certain” sounds, which
lu_c declined repeating, on the pretence that it would be unluarful for him to do so.  This 'ourm-z to para-
dise, therefore, was Labor lost, unless the story of it, wnited with his declarations (2 Cor. 11—5—2 Cor. 12
—11) that % he was not a whit behind the very chiefest of the Apostles,” and his other boastful preten.
ces, of which the last named chapters are full, served some purpose in gaining him credit among those,
whoee backwardness to regard him, he virtually says, (2 Cor. 12—11)  eompelled 1iim” to brag a little;
although. modest man! he would not for the world be thought ¢ to glory of himsclf, but in his infirmi-
ties.” (2 Cor, 12--35.)

1 Perhaps some explanation may be given to this declaration of Paul; I here state only what appears on
the fuce of tho matter.

2. Cor. 118, 41 robhed other churches, taking wages of them, to do you service.”” It may well
o donbted, one wonld think, whether the last elase of this verse gives his Fenl renron for an’ net, which
he scems to udmit, in the first clauso, to be unjust,
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them merely for the purpose of sponging from them as large a share, as he could, of their
property, for the support of the grandeur of the Roman nation. It is probable, too that few
cou{:l read, since but few in the most enlightencd parts of the world could at that time read.
Printing not being known, the books that then existed must have been in manuscript, and of
course, inust have been few and but little circuluted. “The people generally having no con-
cern in the management of the affairs of government, and considering themselves, as they
really were, the despised subjects or slaves of the Romans, they had no national or individual
spirit to keep them from sinking into the most contemptible intellectual degradation. It is
probable that few people are now to be found on the earth more destitute of every thing like
character, than were the great portion of those, among whom the apostles preached.  Wesce,
by the accounts in the Acts of the Apostles, that they were addicted to the most petty and
contemptible vices, and the most ludicrous and di~gusting superstitions—believing in ghosts,
and devils, and visions, and dreams, and evil =pirits, and sorceries, in prophelesses! (Acts 21—
9) in the power of speaking with tongues, in miracles, in witcheraft, and apparently in all the
other absurdities that superstition ever gave rise to. ‘I'hey were always agog for something
new and marvellous in religious matters—indeed they appeared to care for little else. These
eredulous beings were continually inposed upon by men ** hoasting themselves to be some-
boudy,” as, for example, one Judas, and one ‘T'heudas, who got sects after them, (Acts 5—
S6 and 37.) ‘Their readiness to believe in every thing, that appeared to them to be miracu-
lous, eannot he more plainly, or perhaps more ludicrously shown, than jt is in Acts 5—15and
16, where it appears that they brought the rick into the strects and laid thewm on beds, so that
¢ at lea<t the shadow of Peter passing by mizht overshadow some of them.” It appears also
by Acts 19—12, that sick persons were cured, and evil spirils cast out by the eflicacy of the
handkerchicfs and aprons thal had been about the person of Paul! \Vhat sovt of “evil spir-
its? were probably cast out by the sight of Paul’s handkerchicfs? Orhow bad wasthe *‘sick-
ne<<” that eould have been curcd by these means? Can any one doubt, thatif the handker-
chiefs of another person had been used, and had been called Paul’s, so as to deceive the dis-
eascd person, the same miracles would have been wrought? Or can a man of common sense
want any further proof that this affuir of being possessed of devilz, of which there are so
many stories in the New Testument, and the supposed miraculous cures of diseases, were all
shams—the mere works of the imaginations of those, who were of the number of the veriest
sinpletons that ever bore the name of men?

T'here is another account equally ridiculous, beginning at the 13th verse of Acts 19th,
which shews what a stupid, superstitious and senscless race of heings some of those were,
among whom Paul preached. It seems that some vagrant Jews attempted to cast out these evil
spirits by uttering, over those that were supposed to be possessed of them, these magical
words, “ we adjure you by Je~us whom Paul preacheth.” * It appenrs that they had adopted
this method with one, and that ¢ the evil spirit answered and said, Jesus I know, and Paul I
know, but who are ye?*’ and then, instead of coming out of the man, it caused hiin (as the
lookers-on supposed) to fly pell-mell at thexe impostors, and brui<e, and beat, and strip them,
and drive them out of the house. Now any yaukee boy, a dozen yearsold, would see
through such an aftair at once; but when this came to be noised abroad, people looked upon
it as an aweful judgment from God, upon those who had attempted, for their own benefit,
or without proper authority, to use the name of Jesus ns a word of magic to exorcise devils.
And the writer adds that this affair converted many, that ““fear fell on them all,” ““that the name
of the Lord Jesus was magnified,” and he closes the account by saying, “so mightily grew
the word of God and prevailed

It would he using the name of God profanely to introduce it into so contemptible a displa
of the credulity and superstition of those half-witted creatures, and of the manner in w Eic
they were imposed on by their own imaginations, were it not that it is necessary td do so, in
arder to expose the almost incredibly ridiculous absurdities, that men of the present day,
without reflection, and as a matter of course, take for sacred and important truth.

In this case we have an exhibition of the amount of argument and evidence, that was ne-
cessary in the Apostles’ time to make a convert to Christianity. And unless the Clergy can
deny this transaction, I shounld think it might be well for themn to say no more about the diffi-
culties of propagating the Christian religion.

The fuct nlso, that a large portion of the early Christians believed the books now compos-
ing the ‘¢ Apocryphul New Testament,” tells a tale that cannot be gainsayed for a moment.
It confirms all I have said, and more than | have said, of the simplicity, credulity and super-
stition of those, who first embraced Christinnity. It is no answer to these facts to say that
there were some enlightencd en in the countrics where Christinnity first spread. The
mass wero otherwise,” “And especially those, who first became converts, were such as | have
deseribel. And any man of common mind, who will read the ¢ Apocryphal New Testa-
ment,” must say that men, who would swallow such stories, could easily be brought to believe
any thing whatever, that fanatics or impostors could ever wish to make them believe.

Vith such a people, the more extravagant and marvellous a doctrine or narrative was, the
better. In fuctit wans ubsolutely necessary that it should bo so to a great degree, else they
would not have listened to it for a moment. Imagine then such a reckless, headstrong, vio-
lent man as Paul, travelling from place to place, sometimes with his head shaved, (Acts 18—
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18;) preaching even in the streets of cities, wherever he could get a crowd of the populace
around him, telling men that the Son of God had been on earth in the form of a man, and had
been cruclly slain 3 but that he had returned to life again; that he himself had been sufiernat-
urally converted, and had been appointed to preach for Jesus, to cure the sick and to cast out
devils ; telling them also that he was ready to cast out all the devils and heal all the sick they
woulld bring to him; and is it strange, or unnatural, any thing more than wight have been ex-
pected, any thing more than a matter of course, thatmultitudes should have bLeen, some of
them enraged, and others astonished, attracted and deluded, by such a strange innovation,
and such an unaccountable attempt to upturn their accustomed religions observances, by the
introduction of such novel and unheard-of notions? Such tcas the eflect.  If any one wish
to form an idea of the excitenent, thut Paul sometimes caused, let himn read the 19th chapter
of Acts, and see what a hurly-burly aud uproar was occasioned at Ephesus by his having
preached there, and got a scet afier himn,

‘The novel character of the doctrines taught by the Apostles, and the marvellous nature of
their stories about Jesus, constituted the bait, by which the people were caught at every step.
And the success of this bait was aided by that eredulousness, which brought the imaginations
of those who were sick, or who only imagined themselvessick, (for such an abundance of
sick people has seldom been heard of in any other case,) and the imaginations of those,
who supposed themselves possessed of devils, to assist in working what they called miracles.

When we consider that there were licelve of these preachers, all engaged in preaching the same
doctrines in various places, and that thesc doctrines were different from all others then be-
lieved, it is natural, if each preacher made the number of converts, which he would be likely
to, that in a few ycars this sect inust have becone numerous, and from being widely scattered
over the country, must have attracted the notice and curiosity of all.

Such then was the manner in which this seet was planted—other means afterwards contri-
buted to cultivate and rear it. The soil we have secen was adapted to the nature of the plant—
it was a rich compost of ignorance, superstition and credulity, During the lives of the
twelve, they, by their personal labors, accomplished much, and it appears that they authoriz-
cd many of the new converts to become their fellow laborers.  In process of time the
gospels were written, and these writings gave the Christians a decided advantage over those
whom they were laboring to supplant. = They thus became suyplic(l with something, to
which they eould refer as an authority for what they preached. ‘They could then produce
erillen evidence, and such cvidence too as would he likely to be satisfactory to a very large
number of the credulous persons of that day. Since few books were then written at all, and
since the greater portion of the people had probably no acquaintance with such ns were writ-
ten, they (if they were like those of the present day who are equally unlearned) would not
resume to doubt or scrutinize the truth of any thing, which should appear in the form of a

ook. Not having any religious books of their own, the fuct, that the religious doctrines of
the Christians, and that the accounts of the marvellous circumstances under which those doc-
trines were communicated, should be written, was doubtless of itself, to them, a very won-
derful affuir, and was remarkably calculated to impress them with the idea that whatever the
Apostles had told them must be true. ) ’

Another circumstance, which most powerfully contributed to the spread of Christianity,
was, that the importanee, which the Christians attached to a belief in their faith, was so great
as always to keep awake among them a fanatical spirit of prosely tismn—a circumstance, which
before their time had probably never been known to exist, on an extended scale, in favor of
any other system,

The natural effect of these various causes would be to build up a great and nuinerous sect

of Christians even in a few years. At length they began to be persecuted, and if persecution
had the effect then, that it invariably does notw, it must have powerfully aided the progress of
their cause.
. Another circumstance, which prevents the spread of Christianity, in the early periods of
its existence, from heing any thing remarkable, is, that it had nothing like a regular system
to contend with, in those places where it spread. The few heathenish notions, that men had
about * the Gods,” and about religion, had no foundation in any written authorities, but only
in the vague and unaccountable traditionary superstitions of the people of those times. The
Jews had a written system of theology, and Christianity could make few converts among
them, although it pretends to have been more especially desizned for them. In modern times
it has made no considerable progress among any pcopﬁe, who have a written system of their
own to appeal to—whereas if it had the least particle of miraculous power, it certainly
would triumph over all other systems, whether they were written ones or not.

f any further evidence be wanted that the spread of Christianity was not supernatural,
look atthe spread of Mormonism, and sec how, even at this day, and in this country, a miserable
vagzubond of a*Joe Sinith,” in a short space of time,can put a large community in an uproar,and
raise up a numerous scet of followers, full of faith and fanaticism, eager to belicve any thing
marvellous in relation to the book of Mormon, and the Mormon prophet,and ready to make an
efTortand any sacrifice for the ropagation of the momentous truths of their Revelation, Loo
Also at the success of Edwar Irving’s attempts to make persons ¢ speak with tongues,” &e.
in England, and at the spread of St. Simonianisin in France. Look even at the camp-meet-
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ings and revivals here in New England, and observe to how great a degree the timid and su-
rcrslitious will surrender their understandings to the guiddnce of any ranting parson, who

s impudence, hypocrisy, and coolness enough to put on a solemn cadasyerous face, and talk
judiciously to themn about hell, the dcvil, and other kindred matters. These things illustrate
the credulity of mankind in matters of this sort, and the case with which a systemn might suc-
cecd in a superstitious and ignorant age, especially it the propagators had a few marvellous
stories to relate, and could perform works tlmt would pass for miracles ; and atter it had suc-
cecded for a tine, it would become so incorporated into the institutions and customns of the
people that it would thereafterwards be believed us a matter of &curse, and without inquiry 3
in the same manner, for example, as Christianity is now by the great mass of those who be-
Jieve it at all.

‘The fact, that some of the Apostles suffered martyrdomn rather than renounce their faith,
has been looked upon as evidence that they were engaged in the cause of truth, But martyr-
dom is evidence only of a man’s honesty—it is no evidence that he is not mistaken. Men
have suflered martyrdom for all sorts of opinions in politics and in religion ; yet they could
not thercfore have all been in the right; although they could give no stronger evidence that
thcf' beliesed themselves in the right.

‘T'he Apo-tles undoubtedly supposed they had scen Jesus perform miracles, and that, in
circulating their accounts ot” him, they were telling the truth. They undoubtedly belicved
that they thaiselves coulil perform miracles of a certain hind, such as casting out devils, and
healing the <k ; althongh in reality, as I think has been shewn, the imagination must have,
in many instuanees, and probably in all, ereated the malady, and as really,in all cases eflected
the cure, if thers were any cure. But the Apostles, being simple men, understood nothing
of the power of 1. . 1magzination 3 and therefore honestly believed that all that np,pcnrcd was
real. T'hey thems: '.+ - were as superstitious as those to whom they preached. 'This fact is
proved by sueh circua <: o as these, viz, Paul had kis head shaved because he had a vow,
(Acts 18—18). Pauis._.r s d himeelf forbidden by the Iloly Ghost to preach in particular
places, (Mcets 16—6 & 7, )} ne Apostles commanded the converts to abstain from things
strangled, as if there were a v ickedness in eating such, (Acts 15—28 & 29). When a young
man had fallen from a window he was taken up apparently lifeless, (as persons frequently
arc sfler a fall) ; but on his revivig, it was esteemed a miracle, as well by Paul himself, it
would scem, as by the bystanders, (Acts 20—9), DPeter imagined himself delivered from
prison by an angel, (Acts 12—5 1o 11) ; although the conduct of the supposed angel was pre-
cisely such as we may reasonably suppose would have been that of a man, who should have
attempted to liberate him. For example, a light shone in the room, (as would have hecn
the case if a man bad gone in, for he would have undoubtedly carried a light in with him) ;
the supposed angel struck or touched him on the side, (to wake him evidently, just as a man
would have done) 3 “raised him up,” and said to him, *¢arise up quickly, gird thyself, and
bind on thy sandals, cast thy garments about thee, and follow me,” (precisely as a man would
have directed him). It is evident that the guard must have been asleep, whether the being,
who liberated Peter, were an angel or a man ; for Pcter was not detected in going out, al-
though he would as likely have been when in the company of an angel, who should walk be-
Jore, as this onc is said to have done, as in the company of a man. Peter suliposcd that the
zate opened of its own accord ; but ke was Mable to be mistnken as to this fact, because a
man would be very likely to leave it open as he wentin ; or if he did not leave it open, he
would undoubtedly leave it in such a condition that he could open it readily, and without any
such efTort as a perzon walking behind him would be likely to observe.  After they had thus
lett the prison, and ¢ had passed on through one street,” the supposed angel “departed from
him»”—probably he took one street, as a man would have done, and that Peter took another.

Now although this supposed angel conducted precisely as a man would have done, and al-
though Peter said,at the time, that the whole transaction appeared to him like a dreain, yet after-
warids he said he knew certainly ¢ that the Lord had sent his AxGEL to deliver him.” This
fact shews the superstition of the man, and his readiness to attribute, to the supernaturcl in-
terference of Deity, occurrences that could be accounted for in a natural manner.

A paragraph, beginning at the 234 and ending nt the 231h verse of Acts 28th,shews by how
simple an‘aflair Panl was led to imagine that the Lord had given up to destruction the Jews,
whom therctofore Jesus had been supposed to be sent ore especially to save ; and that it
was his (Paul’s) duty to abandon them, and preach to the Gentiles.

If any one wish for further evidence of the weakness and superstition of the Apostles, or
th~ir converts, let him read the Acts throughout, and if he be an unprejudiced man, he will
scc cvidence enough of these facts at every step.

I must now suppose that the wanner in which Christianity was propagated, has been
pointed out so as to ke it apparent that there was nothing miraculous in it.  Butif any
will still insist that Christianiry is a revelation froin God, made to men 1o suve their souls, let him,
if he can, nccount for the fuct that God did not causc it to be rpread over the whale world at
once, in a year, or day, It was as important, if’ this system be true, that it should be spread,
as that it should be revenled, and God conld have miraculously spread it, as casily as he
could have miraculously revenled it.  ‘Thero is no sense in kaying that he has committed to
men tho business of spreading this religion; for it is manifestly ubsurd to suppose that he
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would entrust to men the completion of a design, which he had kimself commenced, and
which it was so immensely importaut to have completed at once ; when he must have known
the beggarly success that men would meet with, How happensit then that the Christian,
after cightecn centuries, is a religion of such limited prevalence? Ilow happens it that this
wonder-working Revelation, which set out to revolutionize and reform society, and save the
Liuman race, has not become more gencerally knowa in the world? \\.’hy, one reason is, that
it is not, afier all, quite so wonder-working an affair as it has been cried up to be. And an-
other reason probably i3, that the Almighty, instead of miraculously aiding its progress, never
has miraculously aided it.

But, above ull, how tomes itto pass that such a sovereign cure for souls has not been more uni-
versally adopted where it ¢s known?  One reason may liave been that men have often doubted
whether souls have any mortal discases ; and another has been, that this alleged specific has
found somew hat of an obstacle in the common sense and reason of mankind. ~ Sensible men,
particularly in modern times, have generally had doubts, or some thing more than doubts,
whether this pretended revelation was after all any thing more than the offspring of super-
stition, delusion, or imposture.  In short, they have not believed it. A considerable portion
of the male adulls, who pretend to be Christians, do not believe it. They wish to believe it;
they think it best to believe it (because they think it useful)—they dread to disbelieve it—
they have a sort of lingering revercnce for it—they perhaps persuade themselves that, on the
whole, they do believe it—)yet they do not in reality. ‘They have a prejudice in its favor—
not a conviction of its truth foumled on evidence. "'They cannot help suspecting thatitisa
thing not to be inquired iuto; that it is ncither reasonable in itself, nor founded on reason-
able evidence. One proof of this is found in the fact that they are afraid to have the com-
munity inquire into the evidences against it, or to have these evidences propagated, and this
at atime two wien it is the established policy of society to encourage discussions on other
matters as being the surest means of cliciting the truth. ~ The Clergy especially would shut
out every thing like light, and stifle every thing like inquiry on this subject, and the mi~era-
ble rant and declamation, to which, instead of arguments, they resort to etlect these objccts,
shew that they are aware that Christianity will not bear an examination. Although they
Kknow that a large portion of the male part of the community arc unbelievers, they choose to
let them remain such, if they will but keep silent, vather than to run the risk of a more gen-
eral overthrow of Christiauity by a discussion, which they might awahen for the purpose of
establishing it.  When they are pressed with arguments against the truth of Christianity,
they attempt to divert the public mind to the question of its utility, as if its truth was not
the first thing to be setiled.  Why this mean unmanly practice of subterfuge and shuflling?
this refusal to meet argument? ‘Lhis shrinking fromn the respousibilities of” their station ? T
is, as I believe, because that, like other hired troops, they have no principles which require them
to put at hazard their interests. It is because their cowardice, selfishness or prejudices are
too strong for their consciences and reason, It is becausc they are but too certain thatif a
free discussion of this subject be permitted, truth, operating on their own minds, or the
minds of the people, will require them to abandon their calling, and surrender their conse-
"fucnce in socicty. Itis, in short, because that, at the bottom o? all their other opinions and
feelings on this subject, there is a lurking apprchension, (1 darc almost say conriction,) that
their disgusting system is but chaff.®

*1 trust the time i not far distant, when the moral courage of the more intelligent and independent por-
tion of the community will be suiliciently aronsed to expose, without reserve, the dishonest and cownrd-
Iy practices of these men; when their attempts to dissuade weak and timid minds from the examination
of evidenee 3 to keep the reasons and arguments of their opponents ont of sight ; and to so fill the minds
of their dupes with vulgar and superstitious fears and prejudices as to deprive them of all mental hberty
on this subject, will reccive their merited condemnation ; and when the efforts, which, instead of mecting
the arguments of men, they are now so zealousdy making, by Sabbath-sehool<and utherwise, to forestal
the judzmentz and permanenty rivet the fith of the yowne by impressing and deluding their imagina-
o, hefire they are capable of reasoning. will be regarded a3 a nefirions artifice for perpetuating their
own influence by depriving the human wind of its nghts, and truth and reason of their power,

CHAPTER 1L
The Nalure and Characler of Jesus.

Before proceeding to the examination of the alleged miracles of Jesus, it is desirable that
we form an establi-hed opinion in relation to his personal nature and character ; for if we
suppose him a mere man, we shall he the more remly to suspeet thut his alleged miracles
were not real: on the other hand, i we give him n super-human nature, we shall be more in-
clineid o believe the contrury, What evidence then is there, previous to his heginnig to work
miracles, that tends to show that he was possessed of any other than a human nature?
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We are told, in the first place, that he hada miraculous origin ; that God (or the Holy
Ghoot) was his father, (Mat. i. 20—Luke i. 33), and Luke (i. 35) gives this fact as the reason
why he was to be called the Son of God. But let us sce whether this fact were so.

Itis clear, on the one side, that if' he had such an origin, no single human being could have
had personal or absolute knowledge of the fact except his mother. Now, if we had the di-
rect declaration of the mother that such was the truth, it would be idiocy to pretend that a
fuct, admitted to be cun!rar{ to the order of nature, and such as the whole world never wit-
nessed before or since, ought to be taken as true, on the bare asscrtion of a single person, and
of a person tvo, who, on the natural supposition in relation to her case, must have been under
one of the strongest of all poxsible earthly temptations to deceive.

But we have not even fer testimony to this point.  We have only the simple declarations,
made by two men (Matthew and Luke) more than forty years afterwards—men, who could
not have personally known the truth of what they stated ; who unquestionably never heard
a syllable of the matter until thirty or forty years from the time when it was said to have oc-
curred ; who give us no account, either of the manner in which, or of the persons from
whom, they obtained their information § and who ditfer widely in their account of the cireuin-
stances attending the transaction—Luke relating many marvellous preliminaries of which
Maithew makes no mention, although they are such as ke too would be likely to have rclated,
if he bad ever heard of them. Now he must have heard of them, if he had obtained his in-
formation of the principal fuct from Mary, who was the only person that could have abso-
lutcly known that fact, if it were true.

It is evident, therefore, that cach of these men took up some one of the unattested stories,
floating in that superstitious, credulous, ignorant, and deluded community, forty years after
the supposed transaction.

After Jesus had begun to preach, many bLelieved him to he a super-human personage, and
it is casy to sce that that eircuinstance alone would give rise, among those simple men, to
many conjectures ahout his origin; and every one of’ his followers would be desirous to be-
lieve that it was supernatural, and would, for the sake of thus bLelieving, catch at the slight-
est suggestion, conjecture or circumstance, as sutlicient evidence that it was so. Stories,
thus originating, would at once eirculate amd gain currency among such a class of men as his
followers were ; and the marvellous character of the stories, instead of being an objection to
their credibility, would oaly mahe themn the more credible to the minds of those who were
ready and eager to believe any thing supernatural, jn relation to one, whom they considered
the most marvellous personage that had ever appeared on earth.

But there is no ground for any pretence that he had a niiraculous origin, unless he derived
it in the particular manner related in the Bible ; aud in order to believe that he derived it in
that manuer, it is necessary to believe—~what? Why, that Deity became physically a pa-
rent! (Lukei. 33). ‘The verseis hiere simply referred to, without heing quoted ; for it is fit
only to be recorded with some of’ the fabulons acconnts of the Jupiter of the ancients.®

As to the miraculouts occurrences at his birth, such as the appearances of angels in the air,
Sec. there is no more reason to believe that they actually took place, than there is to believe
that those did, which are related to have happened at the birth of Mahomet—nor even so
much (if there can be the slightest reason in the world for helieving cither); for those peo-
ple among whom Christianity first spread, were probably even more simple und superstitious
than those among whom Mahometanism first spread, and consequeutly such marvellous ac-
counts, if equally untrue, wouldbeimorelikely to gain currency among them than among the latter.

But the Bible itself contains the most direct proof that the accounts about his origin, and
about the supernatural appearances at the time of his birth, are both untrue.

If cither of these circumstances had been true, his own parents must have preserved the
remembrance of it, and would forever after, have looked on him as an extraordinary being. But
the story, which is told of his conduct at Jerusalem when twelve years old, would, if true,
entirely prove that, up to that time, they had not sv viewed hiin, This story (Luke ii. 43 to
50) represents his parents as being ““amazed” at seeing him in the temple; and when he
asked them, * wist ye not that I must be about my father’s business?” ¢ they understood not
the sayings which he spake to them.” Now, if the accounts in relation to his birth were
true, tfwy must have forever after viewed him as the Emanucl, and must, of necessity, have
understood what he meant by being about his father’s business.  So that either Luke’s story
of his orizin and birth, or the one of his conduct at Jerusalem, must necessarily have been
false 3 and if cither of them be false, the Bible is not a Revelation from God, Thereis no
roon for reasonable doubt, that one story is as false as the other, and that these ignorant and
simple biographers, who have related s0 many things, (of which these are a part,) that they
could not have known to be true, even if they were true, picked them up thirty, forty or fifty
years after they relate them to have happened, from among the thousund unfounded ones,
that would naturally be in circulation about him.t

_¥ Some may perhiaps believe that this verse was not intended to convey sueti a meaning us 1 huve at
tributed 10 it—but can such perrons tell us what other definite idea can be gathered from it ?

1 We huve evidence that there actyully were in circulation after his death, and in eredit among his fol-
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Again. If even the story of his conduct at Jerusalem alone had been true, he must from
that time have been viewed with astonishment by his family, and regarded by them as an uo-
common being. If they had been, (as they probably were,) as superstitious as the ignorant part
of their countrymen generally, this single ncident of his conduct at Jerusalem would have
made him, in their eyes, an inspired man. Yet there is not, that [ am aware of, the slizhtest
evidence that, after this timne, until he began to preach, they did so look upon him, On the
contrary, there is the most direct proof that his brothers did not—for when he pretended to be
able to work mirucles, they taunted him with his pretensions, (John 7—3, 4 and 5) by telling
him, if he could do such things, to show himself to the world, and also (evidently out of con-
tempt towards him for the course ke had taken) that no man, who sought to make himself
publicly known, performed his miracles in secret.  ‘This disrespect and contemspt they never
would have exhibited towards him, if they had ever been informed by their parents, (as they
undoubtedly would have been, if the circumstances had actually happened, and that too for
the very purpose of pracuring hin respect from them,) cither of his having had a miraculous
origin, of any remarkable circumstances attending his birth, or that he had ever cahibited to
them any of that precocity, which he is related to have displayed at Jerusalem.

Furthermore, if' God were ever to violate the order of nature, he would not be likely to do
it unnecessarily—and an occurrence, such as that in which Jesus is said to have had his orign,
must have been uscless, on the supposition that men would set rationally in judging of its re-
ality from the testimony of the only one, who could have had absolute kno\\{cdge of the fact,

Finally, Jesus was human in all his appearance, from his youth up; he is supposed to have
laboured like a man ; he lived like a man ; he looked like a man ; his own brothers esteemed
him as nothing but a mun ; ke was born of a woman; and unless God were his father, he was
a man, and nothing but a man.

But Christians say there is still other evidence—scparate from the miraculous—w hich tends
to sustain the divinity of Jesus. e are told by them that the moral grandeur and impor—
tance of the ohject, at which he is said to have aimed in his public carcer, is of this kind.
Now, as it is possible that a mistake exists as to the nature of this object, some inquiry in re-
lation to it is proper. ’

There has always been a disagreement between the Jews and Christians, as to the real
design of Jesus in attempting to gain followers in the manner he did.  The Jewsalw ays con-
tended—and they surcly had the proper means of knowing—that he was only one of ‘many,
whao started up nearly atthe same thime, and claimed to be entitled to reign over the Jewish nation
as temporal, or perbups rather as semi-temporal, semi-spiritual kKings—as such kings, in short,
as the one, whom the Jews, who depended specially upon the Almighty to send them rulers,
expected would, about that time, be sent to them.

lt had been predicted, by those, whom the Jews considered prophets, that an extraordinary
King, to be called the Messiah, would be sent to that nation.

What the particular terms of all the predictions were, neced not here be set forth, since it is
admitted by Christians that they were such; as that the uaiversal opinion, gathered from them
hy the Jews, to whom they were addressed, was, that this Messiah wus to be at lcast a tem-
poral, thoush perhaps also a religious, ruler.

It is admitted by Christian writers that, at and about the time of Jesus, a large number
of persons appeared in Judea, who cluimed to_be the Messiah that had heen predicted as
about to come, and who went about attenipting to gain adherents by pretending to work
miracles, &c.*

It is further adinitted by all Christiane, that the Jewish nation en masse looked upon Jesus
as having the same object in view as these other pretended Messinhs; and itis also adinitted
by ‘many Christians, that up to the very time when Je<us was taken and crucified, even his
own confidential and immediate adherents, who, if Jesus had heen honest towards them,
must have known his real purposes, so far looked upon him in the same light as did the Jews,
and in the same also as it iz suppo=ed the followers of the other pretended Messinhs looked
upon them, as to helieve that he was aiming at the acquisition of the temporal government of
the Jews. And yet Christians now say that it is reasonable to believe that Jesus, although he
claimed to he the Messiah, aimed at an olject widely diflferent from what was universally ex-
pected of that Messiah, and at an object widely different fromn what, during nearly the whole
of his carecr, his own adherents supposed himn to be pursuing.

Jowers, n great variety of stories about miraculous aceurrences of the most ludicrous character i magina-
ble, though hardly more ludicrons than gome related in the four gospels.  That evidence is furnished by
those hooks, (now published under the title of the »Apocryphal New Testament™) w hich were discarded
88 not being canonical, or at Jeast as doubtful, by the L‘onm il of Nice, about three centurics after Christ,
As they are now admitted by Chrirtians 1o be false, on that admission they prove all I wish to prove b
them, viz. that after the death of Jesus, there were many stories in - eizeulation respecting him, whic
rested on no authority but the tongue of rumor, and we are to judge whether these narratives, which are
now esteented by Chiristinns, canonical—considering how many years after the death of Jesus they were
written—are not us likely to huve been gathered in part from sinple rumor, us those others.

. * For a marc full serount of these Messiahs, see Rev, Thomas Newton’s Disscrtations on the Prophe-
cies, Chap. 19, also Joscphus, Book 2d. Chap. 13.  Several of them were finally put to death. Someof
them succeeded in goining a anuch larger numbcr of followers than Jesus, in Ais lifetime, ever had.
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Now it is elear that these admiscions of Christians, as to what were, up to the time of his
crucifizion, the ostensible designs of Jesus, and their pretensions as to his real designs during
the sume period, can be reconciled only by supposing, that, for so long a time, at Jeast, he
knowingly cheated and deceived his best, truest, and most intimate friends. !us. reposterous
to sny-—is christians are obliged to do, in order to eatricate l[xelr case from this dilemma~—that
these disciples were such dunces, (although that they were simple men I agree) that, for a
year and a half or more, (the time he is supposed to have been with them), Jesus found itim-
possible to make them understand the difference between a being, who came to establish an
uuiversal religion, and one who came merely to govern, as a hing, the little territory of Ju-
den; becuuse imen so fuolish as that supposition would make them, could never have been
educated so a3 even to be what some of these disciples afterwards became; and because
also men could hardly be so simple as to be unable to distinguish Letween things so widely
different.

It may be true, and probably is, as John says, (18—86,) that, afler kis followers had desert-
ed him, and he found himself in the power of his enemies, he told Pilute that * his kingdom
was not of this world;” but ie appears to have been himself brought to that conviction just
at that time, and solely by the fuct that his former supporters had ahandoned his cause, for
he immediately adds, *¢if my kingdom were of this world, then would my servunts fight, that
1 should not be delivered to the Jews; bul xow is my kingdom not from hence.” .

But whatever may have been his opinion of himself, or whatever may have heen his own
ideas of the destiny for which he supposed God had designed himn, after he was apprehended,
the evidence is abundant as to what had previously been his purpose.

One important part of this evidence ix, that Daniel—the only one, I believe, of the suppos-
ed prophets, who meuntions a Messiah by that name—had evidently described himm (Chap. 9
—25, 26,) as one, who was to be the temporal King of the Jews; and Jesus, imagining himn-
self to be this Messinh, would naturally try to fulfil the prediction by making hiniself answer
the description us well as he could.  And we accordingly find that he not only continually
represented himself as the Messiah, but that there is also an evident attemnpt, on the part of
his biogruphers, to make it appear that he had fulfilled the predictions, which had been made
concerning the Mes-<inh.

Another picee of evidence, to the same point, is found in John, &?—15,) where it is relat-
ed that the people, who followed him, wished then ““to take him by force, und mske him
King;” a thing, that, it would naturally seem, they never would have thought of, had be not
intinated to them that he was, at some time, to become their king.

Another fact, which shows that he expected to have become the king of the Jews, is, that
he ouce rade from Bethany to Jeru<alemn in a very triumphal and kingly manner, attended by
a great body of men, who were shouting in a manner clearly indicative of their belief thathe
was a de<cendnut of David, and was about to take possession of the throne which David had
occupied. (Mat. 21—1 011, Mark 11, Luke 19—~238 to 44. John 12—12t015.) Now if
he did not jutend to become their king at this time, as they expectied, he was fraudulently
sanctioning the mistake, under which he must have known they were acting, and must have
knowingly led thein on in a delusion. The only supposition therefore, thut is consistent with
his hone-sty, ix, that he himself expected at this time to be made king.

It appeurs also SJ“'I“ 12—14, 15) that “it had been written,” that a king of Jerusalem
should come to that city, “sitting on an ass’s colt,” and Jesus at this time took pains to
have an asss colt obtained for hins to ride on, (Mat, 21—1 to 7.)

John himeelf acknowledges (12—16,) that even *his disciples understood not these things
at the first;” that is to say, at the time when they not only saw, but joined in, all this pageant-
ry, they did not understund that they were paying homage to one, who was to be a spiritual
king; and if they did not so understand, there can be no doubt as to what kind of a person
they thought they were honoring.  So that Jesus, nccording to the express acknowledgment
of his own advocate, inust either have deceived this whole crowd of followers, or he expect-
ed at this time to have been made king; because the linpression, that he was about to become
their king, could not have become so universal, and continued so long, among this crowd, un-
less he had directly countenanced it. John indeed represents (12—16) that after “Jesus was
glorified,” (or risen, as they supposed, from the dead,) they uuderstood exactly what these
things, which at the time of their occurrence, they did not rightly understand, must have meant,
But this was all an after thought, on the part of the disciples, and is therefore good for nothing to
tite advocate of Christianity, although itenables the unbeliever to see how it was, that the re-ap-
pecrance of Jesus afler his crucifizion, (a thing for which they could not naturally account)
turned the heads of his followers, and made them see every event, which had previously
taken place, in a very diflerent light from that true and natural one, in which they had view-
ed it at the time of its occurrence. After ke was “glorified,” they “‘glorified”” and spiritualiz-
ed every thing that he had previously said or done, and, by so doing, they gave to this be-
nighted world a Revelation fit for use.

Yhen Jesus, in this triumphal ride, bad come near to Jerusalem, (Luke 19—87 to 44)
some of the Pharisecs told him to *‘rebuke his disciples,” (meaning undoultedly, by ¢his dis-
ciples,’ the crowd generally who were attending him,) and they would be likely, under such cir-
suinstauces, %o say to hiin many other things, which his biograpbers would not choose to tell
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to us. But the fact, that the Pharisees, who were among the principal men of the Jews, told
him to rebuke his followers, shows that they had no idea of receiving him, and he was prob-
ably thereby convinced thr}t he could not be made king, for he immediately fulls intoalamen-
tation for the fate of the city—not for the souls of the Jews, as he would naturally have done,
had he desizned to be only a spiritual redeemer—but for the fate of the city itseil. He vir-
tually says that if the Jews would bave accepted him as king, their city would have heen
safe; but now, he says, that «its enemies shall cast a treuch abont it, mu{cmnlmss it around,
and keep it in on every side, and lay it even with the ground,” &c. Now this is not the lan-
guage of a purely spiritual leacher; it is precisely such language as we might reasonably ex-
pect to hear from a man, who wished to he the ruler of a people, but who, on being rejected
as such, should endeavor to alarm their fears for the fate of their city. Or it is such lan-
ruage as we inight reasonably expect to hear from a man so deluded as to imagine that he
ﬁad been appointed by God to be the deliverer of a city, but, whe, on finding that he could
not become its deliverer, shoull suppose, as a matter of course, that it would fall into the
hands of its eneies and be destroyed.

‘The desertion of Jesus, by his followers, furnishes an argument in support of the supposi-
tion that he attempted to be king of the Jews, rather than that he was a superior being. There
was a time when he had a company, estimated at about five thousand, following him, (John
6—2, 10). Yet they soon hegan to leave him, (John 6—66, 67) and but a handful finally re-
mained. Now it would be nothing strange that the followers of’ a man, who was attemptin
to make himself King of the Jews, should, after a little tiie, desert his cause; but it woulg
be very strange if a Son of God should either be unable to make proselytes of all who should
come to hear him, or should fail to keep them after he had once made them.

When he was finally taken prisoner, the universal charge against him was, that he had
claimed to be the “Kinz of the Jews.” The people scofled at, and insulted him, on that very
account. They placed a mimic erown on his head, put on him a purple robe, and jeered
him with “Hail, King of the Jews.” How are thiz unanimous opinion of him, and senti-
ment towards him, to be accounted for, otherwise than by supposing him to have attempted
to make himself a king? The answer is ohvious—they cannot otherwise Le accounted for,

Luke says also, (23—1, 2) that men declared before Pilate, that they had “found that fel-
low perverting the nation, and forbidding to give tribule to Casar, raying, that he himself ia
Christ, a King.”” Yes, he cven went so far as to forbid his adherents any longer to pay trib-
ute unto Ciesar, and gave as a reason why they should not, that he him=elf wa< a king, (their
king). But Christians will probably say that these men did not speak the truth. And what
reason have we to believe that they did not?  Did any one contrailict what they stated? No
—cvery body, at that time, acquicsced.  Still, because they told a natural and probable stor
about Jesus Christ, instead of a marvellous and improbable one, they are not to be crediied;
because they made neither a God, nor a Son of God, out of “this fellow,” they must be set
down as “false witnes<es;” because there were several, who said that they heard the same
language, they must all have conspired to destroy him by false testimony; becau<e their state-
ments corroborate, and are corroborated by, what had already hecome notoriously the publie
belief, they must of course be untrue; because, in short, the<e men testified against Jesus, in-
stead of testifying for him, they are not to be believed. ‘This is the kiud of reasoning to
which Christians must resort.

Jesus once told his disciples (Luke 22—28 to 30) in substance, that as a reward for their
filelity to him through all the ditficulties and opposition he had met with, he should give ench of
them n kingdom, and that they should *sit on thrones, judging the twelve trilies of lsrael.”
Now if he ineant earthly thrones, he of course was himself to be an earthly king, for his lan-
guage evidently implies that bis twelve disciples were to be hings under him. Bis lnngunge
i3, “l appoint unto you a kingdom, as my Father hath appointed unto me; that ye way eat
and drink at my table, and sit on thrones, judsing the twelve tribez of T-racl,” Ohscrve,they
were to eat and drink at his table at the same time that they were to be kings over the tiilies
of Isracl; of course, if their thrones were on earth, his table must have been on earth too,
and he 1nust have been an earthly king. But the Christian will reply that these thrones were
to be thrones in heaven. Well, be it so—what then is the inference? Why, that they have
KINGS in heaven.

. The evidence alrealy offered ought, as it seems to me, to be decisive; but there is one ad-
ditional fact, which, if it do not prove that he attempted to make himself king, does, nevere
theless, put it heyond a reasonable doubt, that, up to the time when he wWas seized, he hnd had
no such ohject in view as Christians pretend. 1t appears (Luke 22—26, §7, 53.) that in the
evening befure he was apprehended, and after Judas had left the room under circumstances,
which led Jesus ta zuppose that he wp« going to prove treacherous, he directed his remaining
di«ciplesto provide thems<elves with swords, evidently in order that they might Le prepared
for any danger, that mizht ensue.  And when his disciples told hime ©here are two swords?
—(an incident, which showa that after their affairs began to grow despernte, they kept
swords by them) he assented to their taking them by an<wering *‘it is enough;” ard it ape
pears afterwards that the awords were aceordingly taken. Now | suppoge it cun hardly he
hecessury to go into an argument, even with Christiaus, in order to prove that a real “Prince
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offer up his life voluntarily for mankind, wonld not be very likely to put swords into the hands
of his followers. The single fact, that Jesus should ever authorize his fullowers to arm them-
sclves with swords, byushes away, at a single swecp, all the subsequent conjectures and asser-
tions of the ignorant, simple and delmled men, who followed him, that he intended only tobe a
moral or rehigions teacher. The confidence too, with which, when he was ahout to be seized,
his disciples appoaled 10 him wih “Lord, shall we smite with the sword?” and the manner in
which Ferer rushed on and struck off an ear of one of the party, shuw that Jesus had given
thew other Jessons than that of turning the other chieck also.  Nor is the inference, naturally
to be drawn from these facts, to be avoided, by szying that Jesus forbid the further use of the
swordy, afier Peter had thus employed his; because st is evident that he enconraged tieir use
until he found 1he numbers against him too great to be resisted with »afety. These cir-
cumstinces show that his counnand to his disciples, to desist from further violence, was a mat-
ter of policy intead of principle.

‘There can be no doult as to the fact, that this party kad swords with them at this time,
for it does not rest on the testimony of Luke alone.  Matthew and John, who were of the
twelve, and probably were on the spot at the time, both say that a man’s ear was cut off with
a sword.

It is clear, therfore, from those facts, that Jesus could not have heen such a personage as
Christians believe him to have been ; and if he was not, it is of no consequence to us what he
ay have been, although the evidence may leave us in no doubt in relation to it.

‘Tuking it for granted thenthatthie evideuce has settled the question, so far asit was necessary to
be setuled, in relation to bis object in lus public career, we come now to another matter, to
which Christians refer as evidence of his divinity, viz, the alleged perfection of his personal
character. This point will be examined, although somewhat of his personal character has al-
ready beendeveloped.

Perhaps the most conspicuous defects in his personal character were, 1st, his readiness to re-
sort to subterfuce, when challenged to work niracles, by those who doubted his miraculous
power: 24 Ins propensity to practice concealment; and 3d, his notorious cowardice. A few in-
stances only of conduct, illustrative of each of these characteristics, need be referred to.

As evidence of his readiness ta resort to subterfuge, when challenged to work miracles by
those who doubted his miraculons power, the following cases are deemed sufficient.

On one occasion (Mark 8 ~11 to 13) when some of the Phariseess came to question him, and
asked hini to show thew o sign—npparently that they might judae of the justice of his clauns
to be the Messiali —he pretended to his disciples that these Pharisces were a very unreasona-

“ble set of men to ask such a thing of him, and said he would give them no sign, but left
then and departed.

Mark says that their object was to entrap him, or to work some mischief with him—but how
did Mark know that they had any other de<ign than their question implies? T'he biographers
of Jesus were very good at conjecturing reasons, finding apologies, and bunting excuses for
the dastardly conduct of their master. .

At another time, (John 2—13 to 21) when he had been attempting to drive the Jews from the
teinple, and they had asked hin—as they reasonably might do—what sign he could give them
as evidence of his rizht to du so, the on'y sign he proposcd to show them was this, that if they
wonld destray their beantiful temple—a thing which he knew of course they would not do—he
would rebuild it in three days. 1Is it possible to imagine an evasion more mean or contemptible?

John says that Jesus, in this instance, referied to “ the temple of his body.” But if he did,
hg acteddthe knave outright, because he must have knownthat he was deceiving those whomn he
addressed.

Once (Luke 4-~16 to 30) in his travels he came to “Nazarcth, where he had been brought up,”
snd where he was probably known. le here told the people that he wasthe one who had been
prophesied of, but virtually acknowledged thatthey had a right to expect he would work mira-
cles, for he said, “ye will aurely say unto me, whatsoever we have heard done in Capernaum,
do also here in thy country.” But, as an excnse for not working any miracles, he made use of
this despicable pretence, viz: that “no prophet is accepted in his own country”—inuendo,
that it would be of noavail even to work real miracles before those who hnew him. It appeare
—putting the natural construction upon the remainder of Luke’s story—that the people there-
upon thrust Lim out of the place, dragzed him to the brow of a hill, frightened him by pre-
tending to be about to cast him headlong down it, and then let him go.  And, in my judgment,
he had no reason to complain of the treatment he received.

On another occasion John says (6—30) that the people put the question to him directly,
% \Vhat sign showest thou then, that we may see, and believe thee?  \What dost thou work?”
It appears, from the context, that these men had tnken much pains to find him, and had come
from a distance to see him; and although their question indicates an intention to be convinced
by nothing less than a miracle, they, at the same time, declare their intention to believe in him,
(the very thing he desired of all men,)if he would but work one plainly. In all this they ask-
ed nothing winch was not entirely reasonable, They desired only that he should exhibit the
credentials, which he professed to carry with him, as evidence of his authority. They, in fact,
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instead of working & miracle, chose to talk about something else, about their motives in follow.
ing him, about his being * the bread that came down from heaven,” &¢., and. went on talking
about one thing and another, that had nothing to do with the miracle which they had challeng-
ed him to work, until (Jobn 6—G0, 61, GG, snd 67) the company left him in’evident disgust.

I suppose Christians would say, ns John says that Jesus intimated, (John 6—26) that he had
already wrouglht miracles before them, and since they did not give him credit for them, it was
not his business to go on working them. Now thisapology is but a poor compliment to the
character of his miracles, for it assumes that they did not convince eye-witnesses. DBut—leav.
ing that consideration—how did Jesus know that these particular men, who had now come so
far, appareutly for no other reason than to ascertain whether Lie could work miracles, had ever
before seen him work what he called miracles ? Besides, their question implies thatthey never
had seen him work a miracle, and their declaration is, at least, as good, in such a.case, as his.
Adumitting it therefors to be true—as we must do until the contrary be vnequivocally proved—
that they never had seen a miracle wrought by him, he was without excuse in refusing them,
and his conduct is to be accounted for, only by supposing that he could not work miracles be-
fore those who were disposed to insist upon seeing a real miracle, and not to be satisfied with
one of the common kind of pretended miracles, such as great numbers of persons, at thattiwe,
were in the habit of performing.

Another defect in his character, which was to be mentioned, was his propensity to practice
concealinent. lle again and again, when hie had done something, which his biographers have
called a miracle, charged those, who were with him, “tolet no man know it.” In one instance
(Mark 1—40 to 44) where he is said to have cured a leper, after he had done it, “ho straitly
charged him, and saith unto lim, see thou say nothing to any man.”

In a case, (Mark 8—22 to 26) where it is said that he cured a blind man, * ke led the blind
man out of the town™ to do it; and not satisfied with that, he told the man, when the work was
done, * ne¢ither to o into the town, nor tell it to any in the town.”

In the case (Mark 5—37 to 43) where he is said to have restored to life the dead daughter of
Jairus, he suffered none but Peter, James, John and the father and mother of the child to go
into the room with him, although others desired to go in; and when the scene was over, he
even *charged” those, who had been witnesses, * that no man should know of it;” and John
in his biography of Jesus, says not a word about it; and we are indebtcd, for such a story as
we have, to those who were not eye-witnesses.

In another mstance, (Mark 7—32 to 36) where he is said to have cured (after a great deal of
apparently unnecessary ceremony) a man, who * was deafand had an impediment in his speech,”

‘he charged” those, who had been present, “that they should tell no man.”

I still another case (Mat. 9—27 to 30) where it is related of him that he cured two blind
men, after the work was done, * he straitly chargzed them, saying, See that no man know it.”

Is there any excuse for such conduct as thisin a real miracle-worker? Was not the taunt
of his brothers well applied, when they said to him, {John 7—4) in substance, that no man did his
works in secret, when he was secking to make himself publicly known, and told him, if he
could work miracles, to do it before the world ?

His brothers appear to have been men of some understanding—for, although they, like the
rest of their countrymen, believed in miracles, yet they saw readily enough that for a pretend.
ed miracle-worker, either to avoid the scrutiny of those who doubled his miroculous power, to
select the right kind of witnesses of his acts, or to be carcful to have no witnesses at all, was
“ no way to do things.”

He appesrs also to have been very cautious, in the early part of his career, that the public
should not know that he claimed to be the Messiah. Iie once (Mat. 16—13 to 20. Mark 8—
27 to 30. Luke 9—18to 21) asked his disciples, “ Who say the people thatl am?” And when
they had told him that men had different opinions about him, “He saith unto them, But who
say ye that ] am?” Peter then expressed his belief that he was * the Christ.” . Whereupon
“ he charged his disciples that they should tell no man that he was Jesus, the Christ.” *

Cowardice was another defect in his character, and it ia made so manifest that it cannot be
concealed. He repeatedly betrayed it by fleeing from his enemies, and by so doing, he must
have brought himself, and hispretensions into public contempt.

When his disciples came to him, and told him that John the Baptist liad been beheaded by
O;flir zf ;lz'od, (Mat. 14—12, 13) “he departed into a desert place epart;” or,in plain En-
glish, he fle -

John says, (10—39, 40) in speaking of another occasion,  Therefore they sought again to
take him,'but he escaped out of their hands, and wentaway beyond Jordan, and there he abode;”
that is to say, he run away, and stayed away. -

On another occasion also John says, (11—53 and 54) “ Then from that day forth they took
;ounc’i'l together for to put hiin to death. Jesus therefore walked no more openly awong the

ews,

* Some of the expressions, employed by the writers in relating this offuir, sppear to have been so un.
reasonably “glorificd,” that in order to put together a story whic should appear nntur_ﬂl and unulnlqod
theoughout, I have sclected the most natural expressions ﬂom each of the accounts, instead of quoting
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Matthew says, (1214, 15, 16) in still another case, ¢ Then the Pharisees went out,and held
council against him, how they might destroy him. But wnen Jesus knew it, be withdrew him-
self from thence, and charged his followers that they should notmake him krown :*? thatis, he
took himself off, and told his friends to let nobody know where he had gone,

Johin says again, (8—59) ¢ Then took they up stones to cast at him ; but Jesus hid himself,
and went out of the temple,” &c. Yes, it seems that this Son of God, in a case of emergency,
could even “hide” himself,

But th+ most contemptible instance of the cowardice of Jesus is related by John, (7—1 to
10) who rays of him, that * he walked in Galilee, for he would not walk in Jewry, because the
Jews songht to kill him.” Ile then adds, that the feast of Tabernacles was at hand, and that
his brothers wished him, if he could work miracles, to go up to the feast and perform them
openly. They also taunted him with doing his works in sccret.  But neither solicitations nor
taunts could induce him to go with them. lle attempted to excuse himself by saying that the
world hated hiin ; and said to them, “ Go ye up to this feast, I go not up yet unto this feast, for
my time is not yet full cone.” \What then did this mando? This bold reformer? This pre-
tended Messiah? This man, who afterwards (Mat. 26—53) said that he could eall npon his
Fathnr, and he would give him mare than twelve legions of angels to protect him? Why, he
remained behind until his brothers had gone, * but (to use John’s own language) when his
brethren had gone up, then went he also up to the feast, not openly, but as it were in secret.”

The man, who can read these accounts of his secresy, his cowardice, and of the miserable
subterfuges to which he would resort to prevent an exposure of his incapacity to work miracles
before scrutinizing eyes, and nol feel * ashamed of Jesus” as a Master, must not only be quite
content to have a master, but very indifferent in his choice of one. And be it not forgotten,
that those, wlo, after having had their attention called to this conduct of Jesus, shall continue
to advocate Christianity, must practice the effrontery of pretending that this cre€ping, skulk-
ing, hiding, flecing fellow was acting a part appropriate to a Son of God, and exhibiting a per-
fect pattern of moral greatness. .

Such, be it remeinbered, is one part of the character given to this man by lLis best friends.
Itis no *“eneny that has done this.”” It all comes from men, who evidently did not intend to
let out any thing, which would make against their cause, but who happened to be too simple
always to know what it would be expedient to keep back. And we can easily judge, from the
character given to this man by his friends, what an one would have been given to him by an
unbelieving cye-witness, if such an one had cared enough about Lim to take the trouble ot ex-
posing the whole of his conduct.

Christians have the opinion that Jesus, at last, delivered himself up, magnanimously and will-
ingly, & martyr for the benefit of mankind. Now this opinion is founded entirely upon the im-
probable, to the rejection of the probable, part of the contradictory testimony in relationto his
conduct on that occasion. The probable part of the testimony (and there is enough of it for
my purpose,) goes, directly and manifestly, toshow that Jesus skulked and endeavored to escape
in this instance, in the same manner he had so often done defore.

But before introducing this testimony, let us look at the absurdity of that which Christians
adopt. The latler is, that at the supper, on the evening before Jesus was taken, it was under-

slood between him end Judas, that the latter should belray him ; that Judas thereupon left the
room, obtained & posse of men, went in search of Jesus, and found him; not in the room where he
had left him, but concealed in a garden ; that he approached him, addressed him as a friend,
and ki-sed him ; that Jesus then addressed Judas as a friend, saying to himn, * Friend, wherefore
art thou come P (Mnt. 23—~49, 50.) Now 131t to be supposed thut such a solemn farce of af-
fected friendship would have been acted over between two men, if it had been previously un-
derstood with certainty, that the one would turn enemy, and deliver the other into the hands of
those who would put hiinto death?

It is nevertheless probable that, previously to the supper, Jesus had seen renson to suspee the
fidelity of Judas, and that, when he saw lum leave the room, he epprehended that an inmediate
attemipt was to be made by Judas to have him seized. This supposition accounta for Jesus's
leaving the house, after the departure of Jndas, and going as he did, in the darkness of the
night, into the conceal:nent of a garden. (John 18—1.) It is natural too, that, when Judas ap-
proached him in the garden, Jesus, sceing that escape wasimpossible, should return a friendly
reply to the salutmiion of his suspected encniy, becanse he might have irritated one whom he
feared, if he had showed any suspicion of his naliciona design. _ But it is beyond credibility, if it
had previously been explicitly understood between them, that Judas should act the enensy, that
Jusus si.ould thus seriously address him as a friend.

This particular story about Jesus's conversation with Judas st supper was probably mode up
or * glorified,” by these apostles, out of something that had passed, o8 some other conversa-
tions appear to have been, for the purpose of mnking it appear that their “_Dmne Lord and
Master” could not have met with any disaster, which he had not forseen, and intended to meet,
Jesus's alleged predictinns (which none of his disciplea sppear to have undcrstood at l’l'w time
they were msde) that he should rise again, were probably manufactured, or * plorified” out of
something or other, and in the same way, to mcet the necessities of the case, or to inake every
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Perhaps it will be thought strange that Judas should have found Jesus in the night, if there
had Leen no previous concert between them. But John says (18—2) that Judas knew where
this garden was, and knew also that Jesus often went there with his disciples. He therefore,
after having procured men to go with him, probably went first to the house where he had left
Jesus and his disciples at supper, ard on not finding them there, suspected this garden to be the

lace of their concealment.

There arc scveral items of testimony, which tend to show that Jesusintended, at this time, to
escape the danger, which he apprehended tohis life. One is, (Mat. 26—24) that, at the supper,
he said, in the presence of Judas, (whom, as was before remarked, he probably suspecled of hav-
ing a design against him,) “wo unto that man by whom the Son of wan is betrayed! it had
been good for that man if e had rot been born.” What was the occasion for such a remark,
unless it wero intended as a menace to deter Judas from any attempt against his life ?

Another is, (John 13—1) that after Judas had left the room, Jesus and his disciples left it also,
(although it was a dark night, as is proved by the fact that those, who came tu take him, carried
Janterns and torches, (John 18—3) for the purpose of finding him,) went away, crossed a brook,
and took up quarters for the nightin a garden. Now can any reason be jnagined why this man
should lcave a house, and go into a gorden, in the darkness of the night, and remain there, un-
less it were for concealinent and safety ? .

But there is less reason to suppose that Jesus had any other motive than that of conceal-
ment and security, in this instance, than there would be in the case of many other persons in
the like circumnstances; because it was a common thing for him to hide himself from his ene-
mies: and, moreover, if he bad wished, as Christians would have it, to otfer up his life at this
time, he would have had this special reason for remaining where Judas had left him, viz: that
he might not fail of being found by those who were seehing to destroy him.

Another fact, too unequivocal and decisive to adwit of argument, is, that in this crisis of
his affuirs, he directed his followers to provide themselves with swords, and assented to their
taking with them the two, which they had. (Luke 22—386 and 38).

The fact also, that some’of his disciples, when they saw that Jesus was likely to be taken,
evinced so much readiness to fight, and appealed to him to know whether they should not
ssgmite with the sword,” show that they had looked forward to such an exigency, and had
made up their minds to defend themselves, if it should be practicable, and that he had no idea
of just then offering himself up, or of being offered up, as a sacrifice for mankind—at Jeast,
if be could preventit. .

Another item of the same kind of testimony is, that after he had come into the gagden, he
directed his disciples to *¢ watch,” (keep guard), while he went and prayed, (Mnrﬁ 14-—34).
When he returned also, and found them asleep, he said unto Peter, ¢ What, could ye not
walch with mme one hour?” (DMat. 26—40).

Still another item is, that when Jesus discovered those who had comne to take him; he said
to his disciples,  Rise up, let us go: Lo! he that betrayeth me is at hand.” (Mark 14—42),
What is this but saying, * Let us run, we're going to be taken?”  But it was too late to escape,
for Mark adds, that ““immediately, while he yet spake, Judas and a great multitude, with
swords and staves, came,” and, after Judas had designated the one to be seized, * laid theiwr
hands on him, and took him.”

Here is evidence enough, one wonld think, to satisfy any candid mind, possessed of colhmon
discernment, that Jesus, in this ense, as he had so often done before, sought, in the most cow-
ardly mauner, to escape the fate that overtook him. Hisdisciples indeed would represent him
as having courted death, and perhars, at the time when these accounts were written, the au-
thors had brought themselves to believe, that he had actually desired to die for the benefit of
mankind. But we are to judge from the facts themselves, and not from the subsequent con-
struction put upon those facts by simple men, who, as we can easily sce, may have been,
“ after Jesus had been glorified,” and all that, in a state of perfect delusion in relation to the
meaning of the whole affair.

. The manner of Jesus, while upon the cross, is in strict accordance with the supposition of
his being a weak apirited victim, rather than a voluntary martyr, conscious of the importance __
and necessity of his dying, and refutes the pretence that he died for the purpose which Christ-
jans allege; for if such were the purpose of his dying, there was more in that purpose, to
one who could appreciate it, to sustain a man through the scene, than any other martyr ever
had. But this man sunk under the infliction, said that God had forsaken him, and throughout,
disclosed the weuakness of his character, .

His conducttoo after his recovery from hiscrucifixion, if he did recover from it, corresponds
well with his conduct before it. He lJurks about privately. He does not, as Peter, one of his
dl_sciples, expreasly acknowledges, (Acts 10—41), ¢ show himself to all people,” but to a few
friends only—and to these he shews himself, nsfur as appears by the evidence, but a few times
during forty days, and at those times * in the evening,” and within closed doors, (John 20—
19 and 26), or in some other private and stealthy manner.

Onc other trait in his character deserves an allusion. We have some little evidence that
the notoriety, which he acquired among the ignorant, produced upon him somewhat of the
offect which it frequently does upon vulgar minds, and none others, viz: an idea that the hap-
Piness of thoss, who were once their equals, is not now to be considered in comparison with
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their own pleasure or convenience, and also an inflated assumption of superiority over them.
He scems to have scmetimes considered himself entitled, solely by the elevation of his rank
above that of his followers, to scrvile and degrading manifestations of reverence from them,
and to have been very willing to receive this kind of incense even at the expense of the
“ weightier matters of the law,” if it but served to raise the estimation uf his superiority inthe
minds of his followers, Look, for example, at the self-camplacent assumption of dignity and
importance, with which, when Mary had lavished the costly ointment on his head, be replied to
the remonstrance against the foolish waste of what might have been made so valuable to the
poor, (John 12—2t0 8.) He did not point out any good that was to come of the act, but silenc-
ed the objector by intimating that what had been done was only a proper manifestation of rev-
erence towards so wonderful a being as himself; and added, in substance, that there were
always so many poor, that it was of no importance to attend to their wants when he was pre-
scnt, and when his followers were blessed with an opportunity of appropriating their funds to
demonstrations of devotion towards him.  And yet this man was the author of a religion * pe-
culiarly adapled to the poor.”

On another occasion (Luke 7—38,) tLis delightful fellow permitted even a female to “Kiss
kis FEET,—l0 1wash them with her tears—and to wipe them with the hairs of her head,” and yet
woinen are now told that the author of this elegant act of gallantry was the founder of a reli-
gion, which their self-respect and a proper regard for the dignity of their sex, imperiously re-
quire them to embrace.

But Clristians have a saying that Jesus “ went about doing good.” Well, supposing he did
for a year or two give his attention to “doing good”—is there any thing so remarkable in the
fact that it can be accounted for only by supposing him a divine being ?  But how was this mat-
ter? Did he really “go about, doing good?” Was he “domg good” when he consented to
the foolish waste of “three hundied pence worth of ointment, which might have been sold and

iven to the poor?” Was he “doing good,” when he suffered Mary to **kiss his feet ?”

vas he “doing good,” when he sneaked up to the feast at Jerusalem in secret? Was he
“ doing g02d,” when he rode an ass’s colt to Jerusalem, to mnake the people believe that he had
been appointed by the Almighty to be their king? \Was he “doing good,” when he told his
followers to arm themselves with swords? \Was ke “doing good,” when practising the mean
evasions, the subterfuresand the secresy, which have been before referred to? “ Why, no, per-
haps not,” the Christian will probably answer, “but then he healed a great many sick folks, and
cast out a great, great many devila.”  But it is a supposable case, and perhaps it will hereafter
satisfactonly appcar, that he could work only such miracles as these, (where doubtless the ima-
ginations of men did the business,) and that he wrought such more for the purpose of gaining
adhcrents, and thug making himselt king of the Jews, than of **doing good.”

But Christians will say that there i3 one kind of evidence, by which the divinity of Jesus ia
unequivocally proved, and that is furnished by his moral and religiouns instructions.

Now ene objection to the moral anld religious precepts and doctrines uscribed to Jesus—con-
sidering them as evidence of his divine nature—is, that a part of the moral ones are very silly,
and a part of the religivus ones are very blasphiecnious and absurd—as any person wmay see, who
will take the trouble to read them with the view of secing whether they are or rot—and
another objection to them is, that it is not likely that inany of them were ever uttered by him.

Besides, if a man, who should set himsclf up in opposition to a portion of the commumty, in
the mannoer Jesus did, and should attempt to lcad those wihom he could persuade to join him,
should now and then utter a sentiment somew hat original and singular, and coirect withal, it
would be no more than might reasonably be expected. e generally sce such things in every
one, who has never had his mind mouided by intercourse with the many, and who attempts to
lead the fow, Such a man generally has something original and peculiar in his ideas.

One reason for believing that Jesus never uttered many of the sentiments ascnibed to him, is,
that a person attempting to prove himself such a Messiah as the Jews expected, and to make
himself their king, would not be likely to give such instructions as are mony of those ascribed
to Jesus—but he would be likely to give such as could very easily be * glorified” into such as
these are. For example, when he was addressing those, who followed nim, on the subject of
that combined temporal and religious goverament, which he pretended to be appointed by God
to establish, he would naturally speak of his kingdom in terma, which could easily be * glori-
ficd” into “the kingdom of God,” “the kingdom of heaven,” &c. And the Evangelists,
ahhough, at the time he spoke, they understood him as referring to his kingdom among the Jews,
would yet, at the time they wrote, when their ideas of the nature of his kingdom had been
chaugcd by his supposcd resurrection fron the dead, consider every thing, that he had pre-
viousl‘{ said, as referring to a dufferent kingdom from what they had before supposed, and would
rocord it accordingly.

Many of his moral precepts are snch too as wonld naturally be thrown out to his hearers by
such o man as [ have supposcd him to bas becavse it would be necessary that one, who pro-
poscd to make himself such a king asthe Jews expected, one who was to control both their
civil and religious affuirs, ehould give to those whom he wos persuading to join him, some idea
of tha socigl regulations, and the moral and religious observances, which he intended to estab-
lish among the peaple.
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Another reason for believing that many of the sayings, attributed to Jesus, were never utter-
ed by him, is, that the time, when they were recorded, was solong after they are represented to
have been spoken, as to forbid the belief that there is any great accuracy in them. It is pre-
posterous, to pretend that these men should remember conversations in the mannerthey assume
to have done.*

Still another reason is, that these narrators, at the time they wrote, hnd probably beconie
more capable of being themselves the authors of whatever would seem 1o be above the copa-
city of a very simple man, (if indeed there be any such sentiments in the New Testament), than
Jesus himself, for they had then had much intercourse with mankiné, they had travelled exten-
sively, and had spoken and labored much as preachiers, and their tulents must have been improv-
cd by such an education. And of their resdiness to relate the best and the most they could
cither remember or imagine of the sayings of Jesus, having the seniblance of simlanty to any
thing that he had ever uttered, it scems to me there can reasonably Le little doubt in the mind
of any man who reads their stories.

Tn order to show how httle reliance is to be placed upon the pretended authorship of the sen-
timents ascribed to Jesus by the Evangelists, nothing more need be dene than to exlnbit the au-
thority, on which his talk to the prople on the mount has come down to us. Matthew would
have us believe that he has given us the matter of a discourse, which Jesus held to his follow-
ers at this time. And yet, as [ shall attewpt to satisfy the reader, Matthew not only was not
present when the speech was made. but was not even a disciple of Jesus atthe time.

The seventh chapter of Marthew closes the speech ; the eighth gives accounts of niiracles,
&e., the first verse of the nnth then says, that *he eatercd into a ship. and passed over, and
came into hig own city,” {Nazareth ) It would appear from the remark liere quoted, and from
the last fourteen verses of the fourth chapter, that tlns harangue was made 1 Galilee, on the
other side, from Nazareth, of the sea of Galilee. By the ninth verse of the ninth chapter, it
appears that Matthew was found in Nazareth, and called to be a dicciple, aflcr Jesus had re-
turned from Galilee. It is probable, fiom the fact that Matthew was found in Nazureth, that he
lived there, and of course,at a distance from the place where the speech was made.  This fact,
and the fact that hie was not called to be a disciple until atter the speech was made, render it
improbable that he was present at the delivery of the specch, or thut he knew any thing about
it until it was over, And yet,some ten, tuenty or thirty years afterward. he § retends 10 give
us the substance of a discourse, containing remarks upon a great variely of subjects, having no
connection with each other.

Even if be had heard them uttered, it is preposterous to suppose that he conld have 1emem-
bered so great a varicty of disconnected renarhs.. But when we cons.der that he probably did
not hear them, all coufilence in the vorrectness of his report vanishes. 8o that, whether we
consider this production cither as heard, or ouly as heard of, by Matthew, it comes to us in the
shape of a thing mainly fabricated or “ glorificd,” ycars altcrwarys.

Bat there is another and stronger ohjection to the instructions, which are attributed to Jesus,
than has yet been mentioned.  T'his objection is, that the whole system of worals and religion
is based upon the selfi=h principle. The =ystem throughout, is one of rewards and punish-
ments—the most debasing, to men’s motves, of ull imigimable systemns.  Init, right and wrong
are not recognized as fundamental principles of action, hut are ade referrible to ulterior con-
siderations of personal pleasure and piin. Jesus never instructed men to do what was right, be-
cause il was right ; yet this is the true rzason why they should doat.  Nor did be instruct thein
to avoid what was wrong, for the reason that it wus wrong s yet that should be the fundanental
and principal reason in every man’s mind, because it is the moral reason,  But the Bible, by the
uniformity, with which it imakes the selfish inducement, the promise of reward, or the threat of
punishinent, follow the moral precept, implicdly edmils that the principal reazon why we should
do right, is, that we shall be rewarded for it. and tihe principal reason why we should not do
wrong, is, that we should be punished for it. 1low 1uch real bonesty of principle.oe how much
of purely virtuous sentiment, can be infused into men’s minds by means of such mercenary in-
ducements, I-leave to others to determine.

Men’s moral principles are weak enough without their being made subordinate to selfi-hness ;
and their sclfishness is quite active enough, without any such ¢ffort as Chri-tianity makes to
constitute it the iainspring of all their conduct. There are natural sentiments of justice, rec-
titude and virtue, in men’s minds, which, wchen dircctly appealed to as matives to uction,are gen-
erally found capuble of being cultivated and strengthensd, and of controlling the conduct of
any of mankind, ‘I'here are few, (i indced tlere are any,) men, who cannot be persuaded to
do what is right, by having it urged upon themthat it is nght; and there are but few men, who
cannot, in any particular case whiatever, be di-suaded from a wrong action, by having it urged
upon them thatitis wrong. Yet a great portion of the same men, w ho are thus caxily per-
suaded to do what js right, by the -argument that it is right, snd di-suaded from deing what is
wrona, by the arrument that itis wrong, would cousider i, and justly too, a despicable and de-
grading descent, to yicld to, or act under, the influence of such hopes of reward, and such fears

® Both Mutthew and John are supposed to have wrilten their narratives more than thirty years aficr the
crucifixion. Sce Rees’ Cyclopedia,
8
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of punishment, as the Bible and its advocates ‘attempt to awaken. And the very men, whose
trade and incessant effort it is to bring others under the control of these base and mercenary
and false motives of action, would conzider it an imputation upon their virtue and their charac-
ters, to insinuate that they themsclves are governed by such means; and would take it in high
dudgeon to have it intimated that their natural sense of rizht was scanty, or that it would in
general be insufficient to control their conduct. But they have great fears for the virtue of
their fellow men—it is entirely unsafe to trust mankind in general with no motives but such as
trutb would furnish—their fellow men are generally eithes such simpletons that they must be
wheedled by prospects a thousand times too extravagant to be probable, by promises of “sweet
things” hereafter, or they are such perfect rmonsters that they must be set upon and overawed
by menace, or enslaved by fear ; they are utterly incapable of appreciating any consideration of
right or reason ; and hence the absolute neeessily of Christianity,

CHAPTER III.
The Jleged Miracles of Jesus.

It it has now been reasonably shown, that up to the time when he began to work miracles,
Jesus had exhibited no other than a human nature ; and if neither the probable object of his
public career, his personal character, nor his religious and moral instructions, give any evidence
of s divinity, we are to inquire as to the reality of his alleged miracles, not only without any
previous asswinption or bias in their favor, but with the same suspicion and incredulity that we
should feel towards the pretended miracles of any other person, and with a determination to
scrutinize them as closely as we would any others, and to detect their falsehood, if any falsc-
liond can possibly be detected in them.

It hus been argued that no amount of human testimony can be rational evidence of the reality
of an alleged miraclej because such testimony must always be liable to this objection, viz:
that expericnce has proved that it is more probable that uny number of men would lie, or would
be deluded, imposed upon, or mistaken, than that a miracle would be performed. And this ob-
jection scens to be a good one, because we do know that persons have, in cases almost innu-
merable, been imposed upon by pretended miracles, but we do not know that a real miracle has
cver been wrought by the agency of man, or that any miraculous occurrence has ever taken
place since the order of nature was established. It probably might also be maintained, that &
man’s owa senses could not be reasonable evidence of a miracle; because men’s senses have, in
thousands of instances, deceived them in regard to pretended miracles ; but we know certainly
of no instance where they ever proved the reality of a miracle,

Nevertheless, the following attempted explanation of the alleged miracles of Jesus will not
insist upon these arguments, but will procced upon the supposition that human testimony can
e -ufficient evidence of the reality of a miracle—assuming, however, the soundness of this
i+ .- vle, viz: that we are not to believe a miracle oa human testimony, so long as we ¢an ac-
v . “wv.egrer an inconclusivencss in that testimony, or can defect a possibility of mistake or
far-- * n the witnesses. The correctness of thia principle 1 suppose Christians themselves
wit . ' o - the face to dispute.

Ong i * r.10le alse they must admit, viz e that the object, for which the alleged miracles
of Jesusare ..+ i .have been wrought, can weigh nothing in favor of their reality ; because,
if we say that te«  caused them to be wrought for the purpose of proving a Revelation, we
thereby assume that i« Revelation exists—which is the very thing in dispute, and which is to be
proved by the miracies, if proved at all, and therefore is not proved at all until the miracles are
established. 1f we attempt to prove the Revelation by the miracles, and also the miracles by
the Revelation, we reason in a circle. The alleged miracles of Jesus therefore must stand ex-
clusively upon the historical evidence, which tends to sustain them, without any regard being
had to the purpose for which.they were wrought, if they ieally were wrought. And they must
be supported by evidence as strong as would be necessary to prove the reality of miracles, for
the working of which no rcason at all could be assigned.®

But to procced with the evidence. It is worthy of especial remavk, and should be constantly
borne in mind, that at the time of Jesus, a miracle was considered, among the Jews, a very
common oceurrence. Jesus acknowledges that others could perform some of the same kind of
miracles, which he himsclf did, viz: casting out devils. “If ] by Beelzebub cast out devils, by

* 1 might here safily Jeave the question of Josus's miracles, without any further argument, were I so
dispored ; beeanse no thinking man would for a woment believe them to have been real ones, unless he
could see, or rhould finey he could see, that it was important that they should be wronght for the pu
of proving 8 Juvelaunu—yet, as has beca shown, the purpose, fir which they are said to have been
wrought, cannot logically tic tuken at all into the account, when judging of their reality,
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whom do your children cast them out? Therefore they shall be your judges. Butif I cast
out devils by the spirit of God, then the kingdom of God is come unto you, {Mat. 1227 & 28,
Luke 11—19 & 20.) Jesus here impliedly admits, as I understand him, that others performed
deeds similar to some of those, which, by himself possibly, and by his disciples unquestionably,
were believed to be miracles, and which he professed to perform for the purpose of proving his
Messiahship. e however would make & distinction between his supposed miracles, and those
of others, by pretending that his were done by the help of the spirit of God, and that those of
others were wrought by the help of a different power. But the Pharisees had just been charg-
ing kim with working by the power of Beclzebub, and how is an impartial person to judge who
works by Beelzebud, (surposing there were a Beelzebub,) and who by the power of the Al-
mighty, when both persons perform the same miracles, and each charges the other with work-
ing by Beelzebub ? or howis an impartial person to know which are real miracles, and which
are false, when both are apparently alike?  What reason then is there for supposing that the
works of Jesus were any better miracles than the works of others?

Jesus also admits (Mark 9—38, 39 and 40) that the man, whom his disciples told him they

had found casting out devils on his own account, was performing real miracles. True, this
man used the name of Jesus; but he did so without authority—so that the miracles must be
considered as much his own, as if he had used his own name, or no name at all.
. Now, if; as Jesus himself acknow ledges, the miracles of others were real oncs, the inference
isinevitable from these facts, that the power to cast out devils was no evidence that a man
was commissioned Ly God. But, if these performances were not real miracles, Jesus, like the
rest of his countrymen, was so ignorant as not to know it, because he expressly acknowledges
that they were real.

Again Jesus says (Mat, 24—24) that ﬁ/‘nhe Christs ¢ shall show great signs and wonders, in-
sonmuch, that if it were possible, they should deceive the very elecl.” Now this is equivalent
to acknowledging that fulse Christs eould perform works so wonderful that it would be ex-
ceedingly d:]}icu?l to distinguish them from such as he himself wrought. Indecd it is equiva-
lent to acknowledging that an impartial observer would be as likely to belicve those to be real,
as to believe his to besn. But he evidently believed that there was some supernatural causo
why the elect” would not be dcceived by them, for he says, *if it were possible” they
would be. And he found it necessary, by declaring such works to be the works of false
Christs, and by cautioning his disciples in the strongest manuner agninst thein, to prevent them
from regarding, or giving any eredit to, those works, which, to unbiassed minds, would appear
equally miraculous with his own, and would furnish cqually strong evidence as his, that each
of the authors of them was the real Messiah instead of' himself.

If the works of Jesus were so much more wonderful than man could perform as to deserve
to be called miracles, was it not nonsense to caution his disciples so strongly against being de-
luded by the works of others ?*

What the works of these pretended Messiahs (of whom it is adimitted by Christians that
there were about seventy, who lived about the time of Jesus), were, I know not—Uut it is re-
lated, on such authority as Christians admit to be true, that some of them got large rects after
them. The Rev. John Newton, in his Dissertations on the Prophecies, (Chap, 19) says that
one of them obtained thirty thousand followers. This number is probably many times larger
than that of those, who believed in Jesus, during his lifetime. 'T'he largest estimate, which [
have found of his followers at any one tine, is, “about five thousand men, bLesides women
and children,” (Mat. 14—21), and this estimate is undoubtedly a great exaggeration. Be-
sides, it would appear that of those, who somctimes followed him about in the early part of
his career, nearly all soon abandoned him. If then, those, whom Jesus cnlls falze Christs,
were so much more successful than bimself in gaining adherents, it is in the highest degrce
probable that their works gave evidence, to those who saw them, of greater miruculous power
than hizsdid. So that if we believe there ever was such a being as a real Messiah, we ought,
Judging from the testimony of the eyewitnesses, (whose testimony alone is good for any thing),
on every principle of reason, as far as the evidence of miracles is concerned, to believe that
Jesus was not the actunl one—Dut that the one, Who obtained, during his life time, the greatest
number of followers, was the true one; because these followers, were the eyewitnesses whose

* Such facts as the above would furnish a complete answer to all the arguments—founded on the im-
portance of the nlleged purpose of estublishing in men's minds a belicf in a revelation—(supposing such
arguments to be admixzible), that Christinus have ever urged in favor of the probebility and propricty of
miracles ; beenuse the very testimony (the Bibh-?, relied on to prove that miracles were employed for that
purposge, deelares ulso, explicitly and uncquivocally, that, at the sume time, and nmong the enime people,
other miracles, equally real, and equally wonderful as fur as men’s senses conld discover, were ormed,
which are not pretended to have any connexion with a revelution, or any other important design, 1n
order, therefore, to support the Bible history of there eveuts, there is just us strong a necessity for arguing
in support of the pmlml)ilily and propricty of God's giving miraculous power to some individunls fg:' no
dixcor cruble purpose at all, o8 in favor of his giving it to others to enable them to comvince nien of the
}r:u'lh of a revelation, becnuse, according to the Bible, he gave it in the former cnue ns certainly ns jn the

atter,

If the Bible be true, it ia aa certnin also that God gave miraculous power to & pool of suter, as it is that
he gave it 10 Jesus or any of his disciples, (John 5—4.)
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testimony constitutes the evidence in either case, and by following a man they expressed their
belief in the reality of his pretended miracles,  Of courre the withesses nmst have been more
numerous, who could testity to the reality of the miracles of others, thun of those of Jesus;
and we ought certuinly to Lelieve the testimony of a large number rather than the testimouny
of afew. - ,

‘The number of those, who were nol eyewitnesses, but who might believe on a particular
one of these pretended Messiubs after his death, and siniply upon the testimony of others, is
1o evidence at all that one was the real one; because there might be many circumstances,
which had nothing to do with the reality of the miracles, that would nevertheless mnake the
Pretcmlud miracles of one believed after his death, when those of another would be forgotten.

For exumple, if’ the followers of one should spread the accounts of bis doings, after his death,
such an one would cuntinue to be believed afier his death, when another, whose disciples
should neglect this step, would naturally he forgotten, although his works might be even many
times the more wounderful of the two. This was the ease with Jesns. 1le had few followers,
in his life time, compared with those of others; but some of his followers circulated the story
of his duings, aftcr his death, and by that means his inemory was preserved.

It appears to we that even whiat little has now been said, would be suflicient to satisfy men
that Jesus never performied any real miracles, ift they would but judge of the probabilitics on
this subjcet, as they do on any other subjects of history. But itis not with the Bibleasitis
with other bhooks, in respect of heing Lelieved.  ‘There are few men, and probably no women,
who bLelieve it beeanse it is probable, (for they do not know, nor dare they inquire, whether
or not it be probable), vr for any other reason that has any thing like evidence or argumentin
it. ‘T’hey believe it, ulmost universally, for one, or the othier, or both, of these very potent
reasons, viz: either simply because it is the Bible, or because they expect they should be
danmed if they were to dicbelieve it, however improbable it may be—thus virtually charging
their Maker with being wicked enough to torture men through eternity, for not having believ-
ed, u this world, what was improbable, That ¢ he that Lelieveth notshall be damned,” ap-

ears to be the strongest of all arguments, in the minds of the many, in support of the Bible.

t is thus that Christianity, Ly seizing upon men’s fears, and thus making dupes and slaves of
their understandings, has preserved its ereditin their winds, and its power over their reason,
has bronght down with it to this day, some of that credulity for the marvellous, in which it
was first established, and has thus prevented men from inguiring, in a rational manner, as
otherwise the enlizhtened portion of the world probably would have done, as to what was
probable, and what improbable, in relation to the designs and government of God.

Sinee then a further examination of the subject of miracles is necessary, I will go into an
examination of the separate evidence of ench and every miracle, that Jesus is said to have
performed, and of which there is any particular accountin either of the four narrutives of his
acts and preaching,  The number of these is thirty-three, and no more.  Some of these are
mentioned by one of the narrators, some by two, some by three, and a single one of them by
the four, There nce many other general and indefinite nceounts of his miracles, «uch as that,
in particular places, he “cured all manner of disenses,” or that ¢ he healed all, who were
vexed with anelean spirits,” or *tho~e wha were tormented with plagues,” &e.  But since
many of these thirty-three were recorded by Matthew thirty years afterwards*—and as inany
of the same were recorded many ycars afterward by Mark, who was a follovwer of Peter, and
probably kuew nothing of Jesus< personally,} and by Luke also, who was a eitizen of Antioch,
converted by Paul, and who of course never had any personal knowledge of Jesus,t there can
be no doubt that these were considered the most remarkable that he was ever supposed to
perform; otherwise they would not have been remembered and eiveulated +o as to be the most
remurkable ones that should come to the knowledge of each of these three diflerent persons.

Muny of these supposed siiracles will be attempted to be accounted for, by showing themto
have been the work of the imugination.  Such ones will be examined firat, and the others af-

* terward.

L4 . . . . . . H

The influence of the imagination upon sick persons iz known to he very great, and in many
cases of modern date, it has been oh~crved and recorded by physicians to have heen surpris-
ing. ‘There are perhaps few adults, who have ever attended a »ick person, that have not ob-
served the sensible and sudden eflectof a newly excited hope upon him,  All know the impor-
tance of sustaining the hopes of a sick man. “T'he renson of this, iz, that his nervous system
is then, vastly more than in health, susceptible to the influence of particular states of the
wind. It is one of the most common obecrvations, in relation to a person dangerously ill,
thnt *¢if his cournge be muintained, and he think he shall recover, he will recover, but if’ he
think he shall die, he certainly will die.” The frequent expression of such opinions shows
that we are all aware of the influence of the imagination upon the sick, ulthough the philoso-
phy of its operation is perhaps not known to all who know the fact.

There is perhaps no man, even at the present day, who, when sick, although he perfectly
well understood every thing about the power of the imagination, is not nevertheless in a very

* Sce Lempriere's Biographical Dictionary,
t Seo Newton on the l’rul;nhocieu Chap. 1B,
1 See Lempricre’s Biographical Dictionary, also Newton on the Prophecies, Chap. 18,
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great degree under its influence. Physicians understand this principle in physiology, and
many of them avail themselves of it, by holding out encouragement whenever they can do it
without running too great & risk of occasioning an injurious etlect by a disappointmnent of the
expectations thas raised. le recquires very Litle of the exeitement of” hope to striug the nerves
of a sick man, beecasse they are exceedingly suseeptible.  "Fhus nieay phyeicians will often
give to a sick maa wedicines, which are stsrle and powerless of themaszlves, sierely for the
sake of the beneficial inflaence, to be derived troin his imagining thethe iias taken something
which is benefitting him. .

We all know, too, how little excitement of the feelings, upon & mrn, who is rick, and a

parently destitute of all strength, will vceasion in<anity, and cause him te exhibit wonderful
ower. Now he really has no more strength in his muscles, during his insarity, than he bad
efore; but his nervous system has been excited by the operations ef’ his mind, and his latent
strength thus called out. It is by the operation of the sume principle, that other excitements
of the feelings, as a newly im=pired expectation of recovery for example, often calls out the
latent strength of a sick man to a considerable degree, without making him in<ane, unless a
man may be always properly called insane in just so far as his imagination deceives him.

Further evidenee of the powerof the imagination to operate upon the sick, and to cure dis-
eases, is furnished by the following extracts, taken from Rees’s Cy clopardia—article, Imngina-
tion. )

“In the year 1793, an American, of the name of Perkins, introduced into this country
¢ (England) a method of curing di~eases, for which he obtained the royal letters patent, b
“ micuns of two small pieces of metal denominated Tractors, ‘These were applied externaf-
1y near the part diseased, and moved about, gently touching the surfuce only; and thus mul-
“gitudes of painful disordersavere removed, some most speedily, and some after repeated a
¢ plications of the metallic points. Pamphlets were pyl)lia_hecl, announcing the wonderful
¢ cures accomplished by this simple remedy; and penodn.cnl journals and newspapers teemed
¢ with evidence of the curative powers of the tractors; insomuch that in a few months they
¢ were the subject of general conversation, and scarcely less general use.  ‘The religious sect
¢ of the Quukers, whose benevolence has been sometimes displayed at the expense of their
¢ sazacity, became the avowed and active fiiends of the tractors; and a public establishinent,
s¢called the ¢ Perkinean Institution,” was formed under their auspices, for the purpose of
¢ curing the discases of the poor, without the expense of drugs or medical advice. 'T'he trans-
# actions of this institution were published in pumphlets, in support of the extraordinary effi-
 cacy of these new instruments, In somewhat less than six years Perkins left the country,
“jn Jos<ession, as we have been informed on good authority, of upwards of ten thousand
¢ pounds, the coutributions of British credulity; and now (1811) the tractors are almost for-
¢ gotten, : .

“ We by no means intend to impeach t_he veracity, of thore, who attested the many extra-
¢« ordinary cures performed by the application of.thc tractors; on the contrary, we have no
« doubt that many of them were actually uccmnpllshe«!, at least temporarily: after what we
“ have already stated, when treating of animal magnetism (such as the sudden cure of the ar-
¢¢ tit’s head-ache, on the bridge, by M. Sigault’s gestures), and what we shall procced to state
¢« respecting the cfleets of counlerfeil tractors, it w ere impos-ible not to admit the truth and
s correctness of the majority of' the accountaof the eflicacy of Perkinism. We must olserve,
¢ how ever, that the efficacy was founded on the delusion; and had not the scientific world heen
<« at that time in a state of comparative ignorance respecting the principle of which Galvani
“ had recently obtained a glance; had they been in total ignorance of that principle, or pos-
¢ xes~cd of more than that * little knowledge” of it, which “is a dangerous thing,” such an
“ imposture would scareely have gained ground for a day, ameng those who were acquainted
“ with the proccedings of the French Commissioners in the aflair of Mesmer.® But Perkins
< pssociated the idea of the Galvanie principle, or animal electricity, with the operation of
* his tractors, by constructing them of two different metals, which the Italian rhilosopher had
¢ shown to be neceseary to excite the operation of the agent, which he had discovered: and
¢ the obscurity, which hung over this suliject, left a new-field for hypothesis, and the anoma-
“¢lous character of the facts contributed to induce even philosophers to listen to the rela-
“ tion, *

¢ But Dr. Haygarth, to whom his profession and his eountry are deeply indebted for more
““important services, suspected the true source of the phenomena produced by the tractors,
¢ from the first promulgation of the subject. Recollecting the developement of the animal
 magnetisin, he surgested to Dr, Falconer, nhout the end of the year 1793, when thetractors
“had nlrendy obtained a high reputation at Bath, even among persons of rank and under-
“ standing, that the nature of the operation of the tractors might be correctly ascertained by a
“ pair of false tractors, resembling the real ones: and it was resolved to put the matter to the
“ test of experiment in the general hospital of that city. They therefore contrived two wood-
““en traclors, of nearly the same shape as the metallic, and painted to resenble them in eol-
“or, Fivecases were chosen of chronic rheunatism, in the ancle, knee, wrist and hip: one
“ of the patients had also gouty pains, All the affected joints, except the last, were swelled,
““ and all of them had been ill for several months.
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¢ On the Tth, of January, 1799, the wooden tractors were employed. All the five patients,
‘ except one, assured us that their pain was relieved; and three much benefitted by the first
¢« application of this remuedy. One felt his knee warmer, and he could walk mnuch better, as
¢ he showed us with great satisfaction. One was easier for nine hours, and till he went to
“¢bed, when the pain returned, Oue had a tingling sensation for two hours. The wooden
S tractors were drawn over the skin 50 a5 to touch it in the slizhlcst manner. Such is the
¢ wonderful force of the imagination.

¢ Next day, January 8th, the true metallic tractors of Pcrkins were employed exactly in
¢ like manuer, and with similar effects.  All the patients were in some measure, but not more
“relieved by the seccond application, except one, who received no benefit from the former
¢ operation, and who was not a proper sulject for the experiment, having no existing pain,
¢ but only stifflness in her ancle. They felt, (as they fancied) warmtb, but in no greater de-
¢ degrce than on the former day.” Of the imagination as a cause, and as a cure of the disor-.
s ders of the body, excmplified by fictitious tractors and epidemical convulsions. By John
¢ Haygarth, M. D, F. R. S. &c. Bath, 1800. .

¢ Such were the experiments attempted with the view of ascertaining the nature of Perkin-
¢ ssm. But Dr. Haygarth’s pamphlet contained an account of still more decisive trials made
¢jn the Bristol infirmary, by Mr. Smith, one of the surgeons to that establishment, This
¢ gentleman first operated with two leaden tractors, on Tuesday, April 19th, on a patient,
¢ who had becn some time in the Infirmary, ¢ with a rheumatic aflection of the shoulder,
s which rendered his arm ‘[xerfccl.ly useless.” Inthe course of six minutes no other effect fol-
¢ Jowed the application of these pieces of lead than a warmth upon the skin: nevertheless
¢ the patient informed Mr. Smith, on the following day, that *¢ he bad received so much bene
¢¢ fit, that it had enabled hiin to lift his hand from his kuee, which he had in vain several times
¢ attempted on the Monday evening, as the whole ward witnessed.” But although it wat
¢ thus proved that the patent tractors possessed no specific powers independent of simple
¢ metals, he thought it advisable to lay aside metallic points, lest the proofs might be deemed
¢¢ Jess comnplete. Two picces of wood, properly shaped and painted, were next made use of;
¢ and in order to add solemnity to the farce, Mr. Barton held in his hand a stop watch, whilst
¢« Mr. Lax minuted the effects produced. In four minutes the man raised his hand several
¢ inches, and he had lost also the pain in his shoulder, usually expericnced when attemptin
¢ to lift any thing. He continued to undergo the opcration daily, and with progiessive go
s¢ effect, for on the 25th, he could touch the mantle-piece.

¢ On the 27th,” Mr, Smith continues, “in the presence of Dr. Lovell and Mr, J. P. Noble,
¢ two common iron nails, disguised with sealing wax, were substituted for the pieces of ma-
¢ hogany before used.  In three minutes the same patient ¢ felt something moving from his
s arm to his hand, and soon after he touched the Board of Rules, which Tlung a foot above
«sthe fire place. ‘T'his putient at length so fur recovered, that he could carry coals, &c. and
¢t yse his arm sufficiently to assist the nurse: yet previous to the use of the spurious tractors,
¢¢ ¢¢ he could no more lift his hand from his knee than if a hundred weight were upon it, or a
¢ pail driven through it,” as he declared in the presence of several gentlemen. he fame of
¢ this case brought applications in abundance, indeed it must be confessed, that it was more
<t than suflicient to act upon weak minds, and induce a belief that these pieces of wood and
<t jron were endowed with peculiar virtues.” See Dr. Haygarth’s Pamphlet, p. 8.

¢« Many other equally striking instances of the curative operation of the imagination, when
¢« excited by the shum tractors, might be quoted from the pamphlet in question. ® & & & »

¢ After having perused this abundant evidence of the powers of the imngination, not only
¢ in producing various affections of the body, but in removing others which exist, we can have
¢ po difficulty in crediting many relations of cures performed by persons supposed to be giftec
¢¢ with extraordinary powers, or employing other pretended agents, all of which may be refer
s¢ red to the same common principle. One of the most singular instances of this kind, bot}
¢¢ from the number of cures performed, and the rank, learning and character of the persons,
s¢ who attested them, is to be found in the person of Valentine Greatraks, who flourished in
¢¢ the latter part of the 17th century. . ~

¢t The proceedings of this pious and apparently sincere man are very intercsting, as afford-
¢ ing n history of the power of imagination and confidence over certain disorders of the body.
¢ He was the son of an Irish gentleman of good education and property, who dicd in his
s¢childhood. Disgusted with the religious and political contentions of his country in the time
¢ of Cromwell, he retired from the world, apparently in a state of melancholy derangement
s¢ and bad health, which had nearly terminated fatally. On recovering, he became one of
¢ the puritans of the day, and after having acted sometime as a magistrate, he had *“an im-
¢¢ pulse of strange persuasion” in his mind, which continued to presentitsclf, whether he was
‘i pullic or in private, slceping or waking, ¢ that God had given hin the Dlessing
¢ of curing the king’s evil.” Accordingly he commenced the practice of touching for this
¢ diseaso ubout the year 1662, which he continued for three years; at this time the ague be-
¢ camo very epidemical, and the snme impulse within him suggested “that there was bestow-
¢¢ ¢l upon him the gift of curing the ague,” which he nlso practised with success, by laying
¢ his hands on the patients,* At length he found his power extended to epilepsy and paralytie
¢ disorders, &c.; but _Bo cnndﬂ'%l acknowledges that many were not curcd bzv bis touch
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¢« Nevertheless the unbounded confidence in his powers, and consequently the facility with
¢ which the imaginations of the ignorant would be acted upon, must be manifest from the fol-
e Jowing statement, which he seut to Mr Boyle, *Great mnultitudes from divers places re-
s¢ gorted to me, so that I conld have no time to follow my own occasions, nor enjoy the company
s of my family and friends; whercupon I sctthree days in the week apart (from six in the
¢« morning till six at night,) to lay my hands on all that came, and so continued for some
«months at home. But the multitudes which came daily were so great, that the neighboring
< towns were not able to accoimmeodate them; whereon, for the good of others, 1 left my
¢t home, and went to Youghall, where great multitudes resorted to me, not only of the in-
¢ habitants, but also out of England; so that the mnagistrates of the town told me, that they
« were afraid that some of the sick people that came out of England might bring the infec-
sction into the pluce: whercon I retired again to my house at Aflane, where (as at Youg-
¢¢ hall,) 1 observed three days, by Jaying my hands on all that came, whatsoever the discases
¢ were }nnd many were cured, and many were not;) so that my stable, barn and malt house
¢¢ were filled with sick people of all diseases almost, &c.”

¢ We shall not extend this article by quoting the historics of cases certificd by several phy-
st sicians, as well as by divines and philosoplers; among whom were the names of Robert
¢ Boyle, Dr Cudworth, Dr. Whichcot, &ec. e may remark, that some of the cases of
¢ headache and rheumatism resemble most accurately those which were cured Ly the spuri-
¢¢ ous tractors abovementioned; and that the hand of Greatraks can only be conceived to have
s operated in the same way, The influence of the imagination was likewise obvious in sev-
¢ ¢ral convulsive aflections, in the same manner as in the woman at Passy, who fell into the
¢¢ erisis before the magnetism was applicd.  Greatraks mentions several poor people that
¢ went from England to him, “and amongst the rest, two that had the falling sic‘:ncss, who
< 0o sooner saw me, than they fell inlo their fits immediately;” and he restored them, he af-
s¢ firms, by putting his handsupon them. Nay, he tells us, that even the touch of his glove
¢ had driven many kinds of pains away, and removed strange fits in women; and that the
*¢ stroking of bis hand or his glove had, in his opinion, and that of other persons present,
¢« driven several devils, or evil spirits, out of a woman, one after the other, ¢‘every one hav-
““ing Leen like to choke her (when it came up to her throat,)before it went forth.** Now this
¢« whole description contains a pretty accurate picture of an ordinary hysterical fit, with its
¢ attendant globus, terminating with the discharge of flatus.

¢About the same period, a Capauchin friar, whose name was Francisco Bagnon, was fa-
““mous in Italy for the same gift of healing, by the touch of the handsonly; and was attended
“wherever he went by great multitudes of sick people, upon whom he operated numerous
¢ and surprising cures, which were deemed true miracles. So general was the belief in
¢ his curative powers, that even a prince of Parma, who had labored under a febrile disease
< for the space of six months, wasinduced to apply to him, and wasimmediately cured by his
“voice only. The prince himself, and many others that were prescnt, afterwards bore pub-
¢ Jic testimony to the fact.” . s . . . . . o

¢ But it is unnccessary to enumerate the individuals, the De Mainaducs, the Prescotts, &e,
¢« who have at various timcs been distinguished by the possession of various occult methods
“of healing the sick. The practice has occasionally prevailed in alinost all ages; and we
“ have scen, in the details of experiments above related, that the faculty of the imagination,
““jn certain habits and conditions of the body, and especially in the irritable female constitu-
¢ tion, is actually capable of producing all those effccts on the corporeal frame, which have
““been deemed the result of occult agency and extraordinary powers.”

¢ Admitting this, then, as an established principle of the human counstitution, and making
““due allowances for the exaggerations and misrepresentations of ignorance and superstition,
‘ we are enabled to give a rational explanation of many historical relations, which have been
“ considered as altogether fabulous, or as direct violations of truth. e are well aware of
“the facility with which the imagination is excited in an uninforined person, and more par-
“ticularly in an age of profound ignorance, which is, for that reason, commonly an age of
‘“superstition. We know, too, that in the middle ages, when every form of science was al-
*“most unknown, and the laws of nature had not been investizated, the smallest discovery in
*¢ natural lxhiloso‘)hy, chemistry, or astronomy, was deemed the result of supernatural com-
** munieation with the world of spirits; and the discoverer or possessor of the knowledge was
o lopked upon as a being gifted with supernatural powers. In such a state of the human
“mind, when naturnlJ)hilosophy, meagre as it was, was disguised with the name, and clothed
** with all the supposed agencies of magic; and when every person, with a little more knowl-
“edgo than his neighbors, was master of so many magnels, so many {raclors, by which ho
:‘ could rule the imaginations of the multitude; it cannot be the subject of our wonder, that
‘:the magician’s rod (or the philosopher’s cane) should produce such mighty operations, or
" that a scrap of his writing should be a remedy for mony maludier. These only executed
. what was afterwards performed Ly M. Deslon’s extended fingers, and Valentine Greatrak’s
” glove! The eflects, t en, of the incantalions, amulets, and all the arts of magic, witch.
" craft and astrology, by which the more artful pretenders to superior knowlcdﬁe imposed

upon the people, may be allowed to have actually oreurred, and to have been the resul of
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¢ natural causes; and they are plainly referrible to one common source, with those of animal
“ magnetism, Perkinism, and various other modifications of the imagination in fetters.

¢ [t i3 scarcely necessury to add, that during the sume periods of jgnorance and supersti-
¢ tion, those extremely hious and comparatively learned persons, who have been enrolled in
¢ the catalogue of saints, must nccessarily have obtained the most complete veneration and
¢¢ confidence from the multitude; and henee, after their death, every relic of their bodies or
<« clothing, the shrines in which they were cutombed, fragments of the instruments of their
s execution (in cases of martyrdom,) and every other object that could excite, by associstion,
“ those reverential feclings, usually called up by a contemplation of their characters, would
“ bhecome so many agents upon the imaginations, by which all the extraordinary changes in
¢ the animal economy above described, might be eflcctually produced. ‘Thus we cannot
“doubt that there is much foundation for the bistories of recovery from various diseases, oc-
¢ casioned hy removing the sick to the tombs of celebrated worthicesz, or placing them before
“the statues and finages of these persons, or by touching them with nails taken from the
¢ cotling, or rings from the fingers, or the bones of the fingers themsclves of these saiuts, or
by the influence of an infinity of relics of this sort, which cannot be supposed to possess
st less power vver a superstitious mind, than the painted {raclors of a surgeon, or the glove of
¢ an enthusiast.”

In the New Fdinburgh Ency clopiedia, (Am. Ed.) in the article on Animal Magnetisin, we
find the following, among other testimony to the power of the imagination in curing discases.

The pamphlet of Dr. Haygarth, on the metallic tractors, < amply confirms the general prin-
¢ ciple, that the nower of the imagination in the cure of diseases is alinost without limits; so
 that, except a complete and sudden alteration of physical structure, or the restoration of
“Jost parts, there is scarcely any change so considerable, which may vot he eftected through
¢ jtsinterventicn. It not only possesses an indefinite power over what are styled nervous
“(Jiscases, where the primary atfection consists, as far as we can judge, in some chanze in
¢ the action of the brain and its appendages ; but even discases of the sanguiferous svstem,
s and of the different orgunic functions, appear to be by no means exempted from its in-
“ flucnce.”

) - . L d * ]

¢ In proof of his hypothesis, and of the power of magnetism over the human body, Mes-
¢« mer” (the pretended discoverer of animal magnetism,) “and his adherents confidently ap-
¢ pealed to their success in the cure of diseases; and so great did this appear, and =0 unyues-
s¢ tionable was the evidence, on which it seemed to be founded, that, for some timne, scerce-
«]y any opposition was made to it, and it was regarded as the most unreasonable scepticism
¢ to doulbt of its reality.”

And jy et after this method of curing discases had had this astoni-hing success, and had ob-
tained this astonishing reputatioy, it was completely ascertained, by experiments made upon
persons blindfolded, and upon those who doubted the system, S\\ hose imaginations of course
would not be so easily atfeeted), that the previous cures had all heen but the work of the
imagination, 'T'he~c experiments were conducted by nine Commmissioners, men of learning
and science, appointed by the FFrench King in 1784 to investizate the matter.  Of this Loard
of Comumissioners, Dr Franklin, then American Minister at Paris, was one.

Maay other cases, of wonderful cures wrought by the imagination, are cited in the article
in Rees’ Cyclopardia, from which a part of the foregoing extracts are taken. But enough
have baen quoted to establish, beyond cavil, I trust, that the imagination is capable of exerting
a sudden aud very exciting power over the nervous system, and of thus producing, what, by
the ignorant and superstitious, would be considered miraculous effects in the restoration of
the sick.’

Now there probably have seldom, if ever, been causes in existence ealculated to operate
s0 strongly upon the imagination of a sick man, without making him actually insane, as were
those which must have operated upon such us, for the time, thonght themselves cured by Je-
sus; and perhaps the world never furnished a people more easily to be operated upon by the
method and pretensions of Jesus, than were those among whom he preached. ‘They were
simple and superstitious to a degree hardly to be conceived of by us, as is proved by the fact
of their running all agog after so many of those pretended miracle-workers, that infested
Judea at that time. .

The nation of the Jews at large, believed themselves the peeuliar favorites of God; they
Lelieved that God often sent messengers to them, hind in order to prove such to be his messen-
gers, gave them miraculous powers.  About the time of Jesus they expected a remarkable
one to be enlled the Messinh. ‘They supposed he would possess these powers in an unusual
degrce.  Those, who followed Jesus, and supposed themselves benefitted by him, believed
him to be this Messinh. It was evidently necessary, in order to be benefitted by his power,
that they should bLelieve, €n advance, that he posses=ed it, as nppears from Matthew 1358,
ssand ho did not many mighty works there because oftheir unhelief.” At another time, (Mar,
9—23 and 29,) when two blind men wished to be cured, he asked them, “Believe ye that I ain
able to do this? They saild “yen, Lord.” . Then says he, “according to your faith, be it unto
you.”” Tho sume inference is fuirly deducible from numncrous other passages and eircum-
stances.
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Keeping these facts in our minds, let us Jook at the cure of the palsy, as described b
Matthew, (9—2 to 8,) Murk (2—1t0 12,) and Luke (5—17 to 26)—by Luke the most u.je
nutely.

lmigine Jesus surrounded by a multitude, who came to him from every quarter, who be-
lieved him to be the Messiah, and to have mirnculous power; fmagine him to have been going
from place to place, preaching us if by the authority of God—the report going before hiin
thut be cured all manner of’ diseases whereser he went; imagiue so great a crond ahout him
that the man sick of the pal<y could not be carried in ut the door 0(5 the house, and that it
Was necessary to uncover the roof to let him down where Jesus was; imugine this palsied
man baving full fuith, from the moment he henrd of Jesus, in his ability to core him; fmngine
him eunrried on n bed by four, to the place where Jesus was, full of the bighest ex) ectutions;
imagine hiin waiting, and witnessing the cronwd uround full of the sanie extravagnnt expe ciae
tions with himself, witmes<iug also the prepnrations being made to let him down through the
roof of the house, to bring bim into the presence of the wonderful being who was 10 re-
store him at a word—(during such a ~cene, if he had a spmk of nervous vitality in biw, it
must have been set most powerlully at wink;) imngine bim at length, luid in the presence of
this messenger from Gad, thi< Messial; imagine Jesus pnidoning his »ins with the n~sun ed
authority of God; imugine him telling the bystanders, in the Aearing of the sick man, that he
could cause him to rise up and walk as easily as forgive his sin-; (o-}nuiuly,}n this tine, the
man’s nervous system must have heen wrought to an extrnordinary degree of caciten ent, if
he had lite in him)—then hear Jesus pronounce, in his oracular and confident nmnuer, “7That
ye may know that the Son of Man hath power an earth 10 furgive sing, I sny unto thee, arise;
and take up thy couch, and go thy way into thy houses» and is there any thing strange in the
fact that he should receive strength, shouldrice up and walk? or that he should tuke with
him his bed (<uch a saeck of straw as it i:mlmbl wax, judging from the citcumstance of its
being let down through the roof of the house)? Towmy mind there is nothing in all this,
which cannot be necounted for on the well known principles of phy=siology, even supposing
the restoration to bave been n perinanent one,  Here are plain and obvious cav-ex, sufficient
to produce the effect, without any supernatural agency whatever, *

If these views are correct, here was no miracle at all, even ~upposing the man really to
have had the palsy. But suppose {(a thing to my mind exceedingly probuble) that this man
only imagined bimself to have the palsy—or that he had some slight infirmity, which he, hnow-
ine nothing of diseases, as the ignorant and simple people of that age and nation probubly
did, brouzht himself w believe to be the palsy;—and what sort of a miracle do we huve here
to prove that Jesus possessed supernatural powers? Isay it is probable that the direnve was
not a real palsy, becanse iznorant, superstitious and timid wen, such as were thore among
whoin Jesus preached, generally magnify a slight infirmity into a grievous diseare, particns
larly if there is any person going about the country pretending to cure disenzes in a wondere
ful manner. Perzons, who live within the circoit of such a nmn’s travels, gencrally huve
di<eases more malignant, and more in number, than the re-t of the human fanily,

Be-idez, Luke, after relating the fuct of Jesus’s being where he was, of there being a great
assemblaze, 8ce., rays, that a man was brought, who “was taken with a pal-y.” This lune
guage naturally conveys the idea that the man was tahen just at that (ime, and if so, there
are a thousand chances against one that these »imple men, who would make zmnething mare
vellous out of every circmnstance that could, by the aid of an enormous gullibility, Lie nuade
s0; who probably kinew no more abnut diseases thun they did abont astronomy, and who
would be imposeid on by any numbmess of a limh, or craip of a musrle, were mistaken nbout
the character of the attack, rather than that it should be the real palsy; becausc that is an
illnes<, that very rarely nceurs, The patient hini=elf too, would he as likely to be wistnken
as the bystanders, and it he thought he had the palsy, (aud if such a suggestion hud been
made, he would be very likely to think 80,) and that Jesus would take the troulle to di« 1l.n_v
his iniracnlous power upon himn, he would niost surely keep up the appearance of a palsied
man as well as he could,

Further, if the bare conversation, of thoce aronnd, about Jesus performing slrange cures
shauld make a simple man imarine he had xome di~ense which needed curing, when he hnd
no real illness or difficulty at all, it would be no very remarkable instance of the powerof the
jmagination,

Reader, decide upnn this testimony hefore you go farther, Is there, or is there not, here,
unequivoceal evidence that a genuine mirncle wax performed? Decide upon this core t€)nre
atelv, and independently of all nthers, Each allezed mireacle must stand solely upon its awn
evilance; for even if Jesus performed any real miracles, there is no doubt the country would
hie full of stories ahout inirncles which were not real, and therefore we sie not to believe
there wns n renl miracle in any particular case, it there he a discoverable inconclusiveness in
the evidenca relating exclusively to that ease, I will answer for the reader, that thero is not
room fur even a decent pretence that here was a miracle.

® In farther support of tha reasonnbleness of this esplanation, I quote the suthority of Dr. Comte, who
8373, in his work on Physiology, that “'so powerful, indeed, is the nervors stimulus, that ex_umpl.f.l brve
occurred of strong mental emations having instontaneonely given life sud vigor to parslytie limts.
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The second supposed miracle of Jesus, that will be examined, is related by Matthew, (S—c
14 and 15,) Mark (1—30 and 381,) and Luke (4—33 and 39.) Itis the cure of Peter’s wife’s
mother. ‘The stories here leave quite too wide a latitude for doubt as to the reality and sever-
ity of the disease; for these simple beings probably did not know a fever from any other
trivial complaint.” Luke indeed says it was “a great fever.” But Luke was not there, and
possibly before the story reached his ears, several years afterwards, the truth might have been
a little exaggerated. This too is precisely such language as one would use, who wished to
make it appeal_that a miracle was actually wrought, when the supposed miracle was of such
a sort, that, uniess there were some qualifying word, as ‘‘great,’”” in this instance, inserted,
thos?, who should read the account, would sce at once that there was doubtless no miracle
at all.

But, independently of the word “great,” Luke’s whole account goes to show that this fever
was all imaginary, and brought on (as disenses sometiines are no“f) by the vicinity of a phy-
sivian, who was thought able to cure any thing. He says that Jesus *‘entered into Simon’s
house,” and immediately he adds, that Simon’s wife’s mother 0as taken with a great fever.”
It would appear from this nccount that she was taken affer Jesus had entered the house. If she
were thus suddenly taken and thus suddeuly cured, both the sickness and the cure were un-
doubtedly the work ofihe imagination. . .

But supposing the atfuir not to have been quite so farcical as it probably was, and suppos-
ing that when Jesus entered the house, she thought herself somewhat ill, and lay on_the bed,
and that when he *‘stood over her and rebuked the fever,” pretending to have miraculous
Eower, she felt able to rise and do what she is said to have done, still here is no evidence fit to

e thought of to prove a miracle. Fromn the greatness of the number of sick, whom Jesusis
said to have cured, it is evident that the diseases were either trivial or entirely imaginary;
and this was undoubtedly a case of the common kind, and one that could have been cured as
well by the sight of Paul’s handkerchief, or by the shadow of Peter, as those that were thus
cured. (Acts 19—12—and 5—15 and 16.)

‘The third case 10 be examined is that of the woman, who had ‘‘an issue of blood,” (me-
norrhagia undoubtedly.) Itis related by Matthew (9—20 to 22,) Mark (5—25 to 84,) and
Luke (3—43to 48.) ‘T'his case affords an excellent sllustration of the manner in which mira-
cles were wrought upon the sick. This woinan not vuly believed that Jesus had miraculous
power to cure diseases, but she even believed that a miracle would be wrought upon her sim-
E‘I:y by her touching his garment, without his knowledge, and, of course, without kis power

ing exertedd.  And sothe event proved, if Mark and Luke are to be believed. It was the
simple touching of his garmment, as they say, that healed her. Mark says that ¢straightway”
after touching, *“she felt in her body that she was made whole of that plague,’ and also, that
after Jesus had made the sagacious discovery that “virtue had gone out of him,’” and inquired
who touched bim, the woman “knowing what was” (already) “done tn her,” came forward
and told him the truth. He then told her that her “}ailh” had (alrcndi;) made her whole.

Luke also says that the 1-~ue of" blood staunched tmmediately upon her toucking his gar.
ment. ‘Then he goes on tu 10 1ie that Jesus made the inquiry, who had touched him, and
that the woman then declared te bun. hefore them all, that she had touched bim, and “how
she was” (had been) “healed immediately.” There is no roomto quibble upon this language.
Either his garments possessed miraculous power, or it was her imagination that hcaled her,
or she was not healed at all—for though an Evangelist say it, and though Jesus himself ma
have said it, (which is not very likely,) no reasonable being can believe that he was filled wit
a sort of miruculous “virtue,” which, when a person touched his garment, passed out of him,
as electricity passes out of a eylinder, and that be would feel it Jeave him, as he is represent-
cd to have done, and that too when he did not know beforchand that any person was going to
touch his garment.

But—to throw this disgusting nonsense ahout his “virtue” out of the question—there is a
rational and obvious explanation of this matter. It isthis. Her faith, in the efficacy of sim-

ly touching his garment, was so strong, that when she had touched it, she immediately did
ymngine, or did **feel in her hody,” that she was healed, and told the bystanders so. hey
took her word that it was really so, without ever troubling themsclves afterward to ascertain
whether she were permanently healed. There were too many of these cures going on hefore
their eyes for them to inquire a second time in relation to one, which they supposed had once
Leen well performed. From the moment of the suppozed cure, the story would circulate,
and these narrators afterwards recorded it as it came to them—having probably never heard
of the condition of the woman after the time of the transaction; yet not doubting that there
were both a permanent cure and a miracle,

‘The fourth case, which will be exaniined, is that of the man, who was gaid to have a with-
ered band. It is related by Matthew (12—10 to 18,) Mark (8—1t0 6,) and Luke (6—6to
11.) Independent of the improbability that a miracle was ever wroughton carth, there are
two palpable ones against the truth of thisstory. One is, that a withered limb is met with so
rarely, that the chances are as an hundred to one, that those ignorant persons would call a
limb withered, when it only had some slight affection, rather than that it should be in reality
withered.  Another improliability of the change, in the man’s power to use his hand, being
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the Scribes and Pharisees, who were among the most enlightened part of the community, and
of course the least likely to be imposed on, in any case of an attempted or pretended miracle,
there were some present, and they, when they saw the act which others supposed to be a mir-
acle, were enraged at Jesus for what he had done. ‘The narrators of this event attribute their
anger to the fact that this act was done on the Sabbath day. Butitis most nanifestly absurd to
supipose that men, such as they undoubtedly were, could look on and see a man’s hand, that
was actnally withered, restored and made whole by a word, and then have the bhardihood to
attemipt violence, or plot mischicf ngninst the being who had doneit. Jlen are not such mon-
sters. DButif the fact was, as all the probability of the case goes to show it to have been, viz,
that in consequence of some slight infirmity, this simple man imagined his hand to be wither-
ed, and had not used it as usual, but, when commandcd by Jesus, in whose miraculous power
he had confidence, to stretch it forth, he used a little more eflort than he was accustomed to,
and stetched it out, and then, that many of the more ignorant ones, such as his disciples,
should say a miracle had been wrought, it is perfectly natural that the Scribes and Pharisees
should be enraged at seeing men thus duped by a fanatic and mere pretender.

Jesus made few or no converts among the enlightened part of the'very nation that he pre-
tended to be sent more especially to convert. Instead of working his miracles freely before
such that they might be convinced, he, when in another instance, they had asked him to show
them a sign—apparently for the express purpose of enabling them to determine whether he were
the Messiah—called them (probably not to their fuce however) a wicked and adulterous gen-
eration for seeking a sign, by which they might ascertain that fact, (Mat. 16—4.) He was
also continually fomenting the most narrow, illiberal and spiteful prejudices against them, in
the minds of his ignorant followers. Such conduct, on his part, can be accounted for only by
the fact, that when they saw, with their own eyes, those acts, which he called miracles, they, in-
stead of being satisfied that he was the Messiah, were satisfied that he was an impostor.

The Bible represents the Jews as having been a people, upon whom God had bestowed pe-
culiar privileges, with a view of making them the depositaries of the true religion, and of pre-
paring thew for the reception of the Messiah. Now if these representations in the Bible were
true, and if Jesus were the Messiah, whom God had been preparing the minds of the Jews tore-
ceive, it is absolutely absurd to suppose that they would not have been the very first to have
been convinced—and the fact, that they were not convinced, can be accounted for only by sup-
posing. either that God was defeated and disappointed in his attempts to prepare them to re-
ceive the Messiah, or that Jesus was nat the Messiah,

But to return. After Jesus had performed this supposed miracle, “he withdrew himself
from thence,” {evidently through fear of the Jews,) “and charged” the people that had followed
him, “that they should not make him known,” (Mat. 12—14 to 16.) Very dignified conduct, in-
deed, for a Son of God, or a Saviour of the world, and one too who could work miraclest But
such was his course continually ; and such cowardice reveals the character of the man, and
shows us how much credit iz due to his pretensions. If he had rcally been what he claimed to
be, or had had any thiog like moral courage, lie would have better sustained the character he
had assumecd, and would have scorned that practice of skulking, which he so often adopted—
anl:_uherlstill more contemptible instance of which, related by John (7—1 to 10,) has been before
referred to. :

The fifih case, that related by John (5—2 to 9) only, of the “impotent man” at the pool of
Bethesda, was probably like the last. The man, as simple ones generslly, and others some-
times, do, probably magnified his infirmity, in his imaginution, to a degree beyond the reality,
and when he was commanded to rise and walk, he made more eflort, and walked better, than
usually, and that was a miracle.

The man evidentl(y had full faith that he should be restored by being put into the pool, as is
shown by the fact of his being at the pool for that purpose; and if he had been put in precise-
ly at the time when he supposed the angel had troubled the waters, he would probably have
been restored in the same manner that others were. But if he had heen put in at any other
time, he would have received no benefit—and for the very good reason, that be would not
have expected to receive any.

The facts thata  great mullitude of impotent folk, of blind, halt and withered,” waited
at this pool for the angel to trouble the waters; that every one was cured of whatever disease
he had, by being the first then to step in; and that none were cured, except such as stepped in
first, prove that both the diseases and the cures were entirely, or in a great degree, imagina-
ry. ‘There was apparently just as much efficacy in the supposed troubling of the pool by an
angel, and in the diseased person’s being the first to step in after that had Leen done, as there
was in the command of Jesus to rise up and walk, and nomore. They both affected the ima-
ginations of the superstitious, and that effected all the cures there wers in the cases.

H.ere too we are enabled to see how much of a miracle Jesus performed in restoring the
* withered hand,” for John says that the ¢ withered” could be restored by stepping into this
pool, after the angel had troubf’ed it, and before any other had been fn. If then the withered,
or those who supposed themselves withered, could in any case be cured by the power of the
Imagination, they would as likely be when Jesus pretended to work a miracle upon them, as
when they stepped into the pool.
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The cireumstance too that there were 30 many withered people, as it is intimated by John
that there were, ut this pool, shuws that thece is no reason in believing that they were actu-
ally withered; because that is un afiection, that is exceedingly rare. Yet those at the pool,
who imagined themnselves witbered, sre as-likely to have lLeen really so, as the one whouse
hand Jesusis suid to huve restored. . . . i

‘I'ne sixth case, that ol the woman, who had ¢ a spirit of infirmity,” heing *hound by
Sitan,” as Jesus said (Luke 13—11 to 16); also the seventh case, the cure of one leper,
(Mat. =2 to 4, Mark 1—40 to 44, Luke 5—12 to 14); also the cighth case, the cure of ten
lepers! (Luke 17—12 to 19), (who ever saw ten lepers nt a time?) alio the ninth case, the
cure of the deopsy, (Luke 14—2 to 4), were all undoulitedly cures of the same kind as those
that weve performend by Valentine Greatrak’s glove, or by stepping into the pool of Bethesda
Jirst attee 1t was supposed that the waters bad been troubled by an angel. Itis very probable
that uine, out of the ten, of these lepers, did not consider themselves resiored, for although
one returned to thunk Jesus for what he had done, the nine did not take that trouble,

We here have an opportunity to see on how slight a pretence these narrators would make
up nstary of a genuine, undoubted mirncle. These lepers are represented as standing ““ afar
off,” from Jesus, and calling to him to be healed. He simply tells them to go to the priest.
"They go, and nine of them do not return, Yet Luke says the whole were cleansed. Now,
i they did not réturn, how did he know whether they were cleansed or not? Why, he infer-
red they must huve been, and related it for a fuct that they were, although he Anetw nothing
about it

"T'here i3 no reason for supposing that any of these cures were any better ones than those
effected at the pool, and it is clear that the curesat the pool were all the work of the imngina-
tion, or that the diseaves themselves were s0, and that there was no efficacy in the waters;
because, i’ there hud been any efficucy in the waters, people would huve learned that the
second one, who should step in after the gurgling of the waier, could be healed ns well as the
first, If the imagination cured, at the pool, disensez, that were supposed to be real, the per-
sonz, whom Jesus cured, it is reasonable to suppose, had no di~eases more real, or inore difli-
cult of cure, thau the others, and were restored, or apparently restored, solely by being made
to imnngine themsclves miraculously operated upon.

‘There nre four different cases recorded of the cure of blind persons, viz: one in Matthew
(9—27 to 20), where two were cured; vnein Mark (8—22 to 24), where one was cured; one
in John (9—1 to 7), where one was cured; one in Matthew (20—30 to 34), Mark (10—46 to
52), and Luke (13—35 to 43), where one, according to Mark and Luke, and two, according
to Matthew, were cured. The nccounts of Matthew, Mark and Luke, in the last case, refer
to the smme transaction, as appears by the context—for it took place, as they all say, when
Jesu« wasnear Jericho; and the similarity of the language, quoted by all, as having been uzed
by the blind person or persons, confirms the fact. True it is, these cautious aud credible his-
torians disagree as to the number cured; but in relating so probable fucts ns miracles, such a
slizht di<crepancy does not at all impair the credibility of the men, a sto all important particu-
lars.  Such a disagreement isnot, in fact, at all material, for blind men in those days, judging
from the Bible, were nealy ns frequent az those who could see,

The~e alsn were probably cured in the same way as were those ¢ blind” persons, who,
John saye, (53 um1p4), were cured at the pool of Bethesda—und they were probably just as
blind as those, and no more so. Haow did it happen that the blind were so numcrous? Was
the blindness real, feigned, imaginary, total or partial? T give a correct answer to this last
question, it is only necessary to take into cousideration the number of those called Llind, and
the mannerin which those at the pool were cured.

Same of the<e blind nen also seem to huve had a power of locomation rather unusual, to
say the least, in really blind persons. Oa one oceasion, (Mar. 9—27, 98), ¢ two blind men
Sollowed Jesuz, and when he was come into the house, the blind men came lo him,** On
another oceasion (John 9—7) he toll the Llind man to * go, wash in the pool of Siloam,”
and the Llind man *¢ went his way.” .

In some cases it appears that Jesus cured the blind on certain conditions. For example,
in one case (Mat, 9—23 and 29), he required of the blind men that they should believe, tn ad-
vance, that he was ““ able” to restore their sight, and conzented to heal them only in propore
tion to their fuith. It requires but half an eyo to see that the object of this condition was, to
have something to attribute his failure to, in case his miraculons power shoulil not * work.
well.” He, in that case, would unquestionably have said O ye of litle faith, why did ye
doubt? and would thus have made those asses belicve that the failure was owing to their
doubts, In other instunces he used more jueglery and cereinony than would reem to he ne-
cessary, if he were a real miracle worker. In the case related by John (9—6 and 7), ** he
spit on the ground, and mnde elay of the spittle, and anoinfed the eyes of the blind man with
the clay, and suid to him, go, wash in the pool of Siloanm.” In the case, which is related by
Mark only (322 to 2C), Ae led the man out of the town to do it; hethen spit on hiseyes, nnd
put his hands on him, and then asked bim it’ he eould wee. The man could not then see
clearly, although he could sce well enough to discover that a man looked like a tree.  Jesus
then put his hauds upon his eyes aguin, and dade Aim look up! whereupon the man saw dis-
tinctly, Josus then commanded him, * neither to go into the town, nor tell it to any In the
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town”—a very singular command to be given by one, who was working real miracles in order
to prove to the world at large that he wus the Messiah.

'{Ve, of conrse, cannot say absolutely thatthere could not have been real miracles performed
here; but, if there were, any but *blind men” can see that they were not wrought In a work-
manlike manner,

The next case, being the fourteenth, that will be examined, is that of the alleged restora-
tion of the daughter of Jairus from the dead, and is related by Matthew (9—18 10 £6), Mark
(5—22 to 43), aud Luke (8—41 to 56). Now, supposing the story true, that the child aroxe,
when Jesus “took her by the hand,” that does not prove that a miracle was perfornied, be-
cause we do not knoiv that she was dead. These narrators say ouly what i3 equivalent to
saying, that those in the house believed hier dead; but it would appear, from Luke’s account,
that afler Jesus hud seen the child, ke said she was not dead, but that she slept.

The child, say the nccounts, was twelve years old. How often is it that children of that
age have fits, which, for a short time, cause them to appear dead, and ure, inimediately after-
warid, restored to health? How soon, after Je-us weat into the roon), she arose, we cannot
kuow, because those who give us the story, did not see the transaction—they expressly say
that, of his followers, only Peter, James aud John were suffered to go with him. Whether
Jesus lifted her up, as ke dJid Simmon’s wife’s mother, we do not know, Lut there is ground for
the strongest presumption that he did, because * he took her by the hand.” .

‘T he most rational supposition that can be formed from the three disagreeing, indefinite and
and carelessly told stories, which come from men who did not sce the transaction, is, that the
child had a fit, (perhaps only a common fainting fit), and lay appareatly dead at the time the
father ran for Jesus; and that when he arrived al the house, and before he went into the room
where the child was, those, that had been in the rooin, but had then come out, told him that
she was dead; but that, by the time he had come to the child, the fit had left ber, and she lay
asleep; and that then, in the course of the time he remained in the room, (how long that
might be is uncertain), he spoke to her, took her by the hand and lifted her up, and that ¢he
then bad in a considerable degree recovered. If such were the case, the story has come tous
in just the shape we should suppose such a story would, coming, as this does, from men, who
did not see any thing that they relate, but who honestly believed, from what they keard, that
a miracle was performed.

But there are two or three circumstances, which render it extremely doubtful whether there
was any thing in this occurrence, which, to the eyes of the actual witnesses, appeared even so
marvellous as the case, above supposed, would have heen likely to do. One iz, that Jesus,
when they came to him first, and told him the child was dead, would permit but three of his
disciplea to go in with hiin; and after the transaction (whatever it might be) was over, he
charged them, and the parents also, Lo say nothing of il to any one. Another link in thischain
of suspicious circumstances, is, that John, who, as the others sny, was an eye-witnexs, says
not a syllable about the matter. Now since Jesus would permit but three of his di~ciples to
£o in, and charged all, who were eye-witnesses, toreveal nothing, and as John, in his narra-
tive, obeys this injunction, the fair presumption is, that Jesux, when he heard she was dead,
doubted his ability to restore her, and did not choose to have too many witnesses to a failure;
and that after he had come into the room, the transaction was not of such a kind, that he
thought it safe for his reputation ag a miracle-worker, that it should be known abroad; hut
that Matthew, Mark and Luke afterward obtained an inkling of the aflair, which in sonie way
leaked out, and which proved sufficient to enable them to make such a brief accouat of a sup-
posed niracle ns they have done,

Are we to Lelieve a revelation on the testimony of works done in secret, and ordered to be
kept secret?

‘The fifteenth case is related hy John (4—46 Lo 54) of the cure of the son of a nobleman of
Capernaum. It appemrs that Jesus did not see the subject of this miracle, He was at home;
the father came to Jesus, and was told by him that his son hived; he (the father) then went
away alone, and, asJohn says, met his servants, who told him that his son was better, &c. Now,
since John did not go with the father, nor sec the gon, or know any thing personally sbout the
time of his begiuning to amend, all the testimony, that we have here to support the slightest
possible pretruce of a mirecle, is simply Juhn's virtual declaration that he heard (Low, or from
whom, he heard it, the deponent saith not), that at the snme houvr when Jesus told the man his
son should live, the son began to amend ; and that he (John) had no doubt, fiom these circum-
stances, that Jesus wrought a miracle upon the sick man., But 1 suppose the day has gone by
"’}':“ such *circum-«tant'al evidence™ as this, is sufficient to prove a miracle.

I'he mxtecnth case, is that relsted by Matthew (8—G to 13) and Luke (7—2 to 10), of the
Centurion's servant at Capernaum, and is probably the same ona as the last; but asthe sccounts
differ a tivtle, | thought proper to concider them as referring to different transactions. Here
too l!'° Person sick was ot a distance from Jerus; a0 that even if Matthew were with Jesus st
the tine, (which, if true, is not stated), he could not have personally known any thing about the
cure, and could only have heard of it, as John did in tho othep case. But { suppuse few men
would now (althongh many would atthe time of Jesus) believe a miracle was wronght, simply
because a man, who bolieved in miracles, should say that he had heard, in a particular case, of
such circumstances as satisfied his mind that thers was ono. Besides, another part of Mat.
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thew’s story cannot be true. The man said his servant was “sick of the palsy, grievously tor-
mented.” This could not be the case, because palsy, instead of grievously tormenting folks,
never occasions pain, but generally deprives them of all sensibility to pain,

Bat supposing the servant did have a sudden and painful attack of some sort, which alarmed
the Centurion, and then, while the Centurion was gone Lo Jesus, did actually recover from it,
that is no proof of a miracle, because such temporary illnesses are frequent occurrences.

I now come to the examination of those cases, where Jesus is said to have cast out devils.
But we will fiist inquire whether there ever were such a thing as men's being possessed of
devils. There is perhaps not an enlightened Christian in America, who, notwithstanding- he
may believe that, at the time of Jesus, men were possessed of devils, belicves that they ever have
been in any other instance, either before or since.  And those, who believe that such was the
fact then, believe it simply becauae a particular set of superstitions men, in a superstitious age,
believed so, and have rclated some circumstances about it, which they say happened at that
time. The testunory of the whole Jewish nation, who did not also believe tn Jesus, would not
have made them credit it for « moment. If the same thing had been stated in any cther book
than the Bible, men now would no more credit it, than they would an assertion that men were
inhabited by the spirits of oxen and horses. Yet such iz the unparalleled gullibility of some
men in relation to every thing related in the Bible, or connected with Christianity.

There are indeed many Christians now, who do not pretend to belicve in this matter literally.
They will say that they suppose those individuals, out of whom Jesus was said to cast devils,
were insane, or had some disorder, which the people of that nation, being ignorant of diseases,
attributed to the influence of “cvil or unclean spirits ;” and that whatever that disorder inay
have been, Jesus cured it miraculously. But if such men will look at the accounts as they are
told to us in the New Testament, taking the collateral circumstances, which are related, as facts,
it is absolutely out of the power of the human mind, either by sophistical interpretation of lan-
guage, or by uny possible perversion of intellect, to believe that those persons were insane, or
that they had any disorder, uuless an imaginary one, other than that of being actually and une-
quivocally inhabited by such evil spirits, as, if they really existed, might more properly be de-
nominated devils than any thing else. The narratives of the doings of Jesus state the precise
number of devils, that went out of particular individuals—thus leaving no chance for equivoca-
tion, or any apology for the pretence that the persons were insane, in the ordinary acceptation
of the word. For example, out of Mary Magdalen there actually went seven devils—seven in-
dividual spirits, or this afluir of being possessed of devils was all a delusion. In other cases,
Jedus is said to have cast out one, and in one instance a legion. If therefore men will believe
the Bible, they must believe in devils too.

These accounts say further that these devils would speak. Mark says (5—12), after having
spoken of a legion of devils being cast out, that “all the devils besought him, saying, send us
into the swine, that we may enter into themn.” If we believe the truth of these narratives,
there is no escape from believing that there were such living and speaking creatures as devils,
who inhabited both men and—swine !

Ilere the believer, or rather the one who wishes to be a believer (for I do not think it possi-
ble for any person of common knowledge and common sense any longer to be actually so) may
perhaps, 1n the height of his embarrassment, put the question, how then are these accouuts to
be explained, unless we believe that those, who relate them, were knaves and liara? To an-
swer this question is very casy. The perople of that nation were superstitious enough to believe
in devils, (as people have sometimes believed in witches), and to believe that they entered into
men, and then controlled them as they pleased. When such a belief was prevalent, it is to be
expected that among the more ignorant, who composed the great body of the community, there
would be multitudes, who would imagine themselves to be possessed of them, justas some per-
son, who have believed in witcheraft, have iinagined themselves bewitched. A person, who
should suppose himself under the dominion of devils, would imagine himself actually compel-
led, by a power which he could notresist, to such unnatural and strange conduct as he believed
an cvil spirit would instigate men to. And this fact accounts for the conduct of the man, (or
men, for here again the stories disagree), spoken of by Matthew (8—28 to 34), Mark (5—1 to
17), and Luke (8—27 to 36), who was said to live among the tombs, to be driven by the devil
into the wilderness, &c. A man in this condition, could be restored in no other way than by
some deception of the imagination. This inan was so restored. He believed Jesus to be the
50 of God, as is proved by the fact that he addressed him as the “ Son of the most high God.”
11e Lelieved alsothatJesus had power oser evil spirits, as is proved by the circumstance that he
“besought him not to torment him.” \When therefore this powerful being should command the
devils to go out of him, he, of course, would suppose that they had left him, and would then ap-

ear the sane. As for the rest of the circamstances related, such as that of the devils talk-
ing, going into the swine, &c., they are only such embellishments as a story of that kind would
naturally gain by a very little circulation in such a community as that—and these historiane, who
give us the accounts, having, like the rest of their countrymen, perfect fuith in the reality of
such circumsiances, would relate them, as they heard them, without in the least doubting tgeir
truth, 1t is evident that they only recorded the flying story of the times, from the fact that
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thev disagree as to the number healed. Matthew says two, Mark and Luke but one. That their
dificrent nccounts refer to the same transaction, is evident from the similarity of the stories,
and the language of each, and also from the circumstance that tlicy are related by each nnme-
diately after the story of Jesus's calming the tempest.

Besides the above, there are five different iustances of Jesus's casting out devils. One isre-
lated by Mark (1—23 to 26), and Luke (4—33 to 35). From both these accounts, it appears that
the man, out of whom the devil was supposed to be cast, considered Jesus “the Holy one of
God ;” and that circumstauce is suflicient evidence that the cure, like the disease, was the work
of the imagination.

Another case is related by Mark only, (7—25 to 30). All that Mark knew of this case, as
appears from lis account, was, that he heard, (for he is not supposed to have been with Jesns),
that a woman came to Jesus, and told him that her daughter, who was ut home, was possessed
of a devil; that he told her the devil had gone out; and that when she arrived at home, she
found her daughter lying on a bed. To Mark’s mind, and perhaps also to the minds of eome
men in more modern ages of the world, these facts, thus obtained, proved a miracle.

Another case i3 related by Matthew (17—14 to 21), Mark (0—17 to29), and Luke (9—38 to
42). According to Mark’s account, Jesus “rebuked the foul spirit, saying unto him, Thou
dumb und deaf spirit, [ charge thee, coME our oF 1y, and enter no more into him.” (Can
any thing be imagined more ludicrous or disgusting than such a specch? Verily, “never mun
spake like this man”) Still, nfter he had said thus, *“the spirit cried, and reat him sore, and
came out of him, and he was as one dead, insomuch that inany said he is dead. But Jesus
took him by the hand aud lifted him up, and he—arose !” and from the circumstance that he
did arise, and probably appear more calm than before, they all inferred that he had been deliv-
ered of a real devil.

This wonderful exhibition of miraculous power so astonished Jesus’s disciples, thet they af-
terwards asked him why they could not cast him out? (They, it secms, had attempted it, and
failed, (Mark 9—18). e auswered—doubtless with an air and manner becoming the solemn
nature of the case—that * this kind (of devils) can cowe forth (be brought forth) by nothing,
but by prayer and—fasting

Another case is related by Matthew only (9—232 to 34), of the cure of a dumb man, possessed
of a devil. I will here add nothing, but a note of admiration, which appecars to be very much
needed, to the following bricf, buy graphic description of this affair by Matthew himself.” “ And
when the devil was cast out, the dumb spake, and the multitudes marvelled !

The last case of this kind of miracle-working, that remains to be mentioned, is that of the
cure of the man, who, according to Luke (11—14), was dumb, hut, according to Matthew (12—
22), was both blind and dumb. Both accounts refer to the same transaction, as may be seen by
the contest following each. The difference in the accounts, of course, proves only the honesty
of the writera; it does, by no means, prove their lack of inspiration, their carelessness about
particulars, or their readiness to record any idle story, which they might hear, without inquiring
cautiously into its truth. F.ach one supposed that future gencrations could only wish to know
the simple fact that a miracle was wrought ; and therefore, not imagining that they themselves
could ever be suspected of having been mistaken as to the reality of the miracle, did not trouble
themselves to relate many of those circumstances, that would enable men now to judge whether
they actually were or not.

Matthew eays that “they brought unto Christ one possessed with a devil, blind and dumb,
and he healed him, insomuch that the blind and dumb both spake and saw.” Luke says, * and
Chtist was casting out a devil, and it was dumb. And it camne to pass, when the devil was gone
out, the dumb spake, and the people wondercd.”

Language could hardly be selected, that should tell a stronger tale of superstition, than is
conveyed in these brief lines. Men imagining themselves posscssed of a devil ! and that the
devil prevents them from seeing ! and speaking ! others standing around to see the Son of God
dislodge a devil, aa boys stand around to see the tricks of a juggler.

If the Bible has accomplished cnoughof good to atone for the numerous and ischievous
supcrstitions, which, in various ways, it has entailed upon, and introduced into, men’s minds,
it has done more good than, I think, is apparent to most impartial observers of the whole of the
history of Chnistendom, as compared with that of other nations of the same degree of intelli~
gence.  Evenif it has not originated, it has, ot least, justified, spread, and probubly prolonged
a belief in witchcraft and sorcery—it has introduced superstitions about a Son of God; sBouT
HIS VISITING THE EARTH IN THE DISGUISE OF A Man! abouta Holy Ghost, or [Ioly phantom ;
about a fictitious atonement, and a barbarous and useless sacrifice, which have forages and
centuries engrossed the minds of the few Jearned men, who otherwise might have been en.
gaged ip lnber_nl schemes for improving society. And finally, it hos spread wide a belief in
angels, and miracles, and evil spirits—in a devil and his ten thousand deputies prowling about
the universe, .

I must now think that, of the thirty-three miracles of Jesus, twenty two have been disposed
o‘f in & manner, if not satisfactory to, at }east, unanswerable by, the most rosolute believer.
Eleven remain to be examined,
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One is that of calming the tempest, recorded by Matthew (8—21 to 27), Mark (4—~37 to 41),
and Luke (8—231025). Matthew snys *the ship was covered with the waves.” Mark snys
“the waves beat into the ship. so that it was now full.” Luhe says “they were filled with
water.,” Now we hnow that these accounts cannot be true, becanse Jesns would not have re-
mained asleep, had 1his been the case. These errors are mentioned merely to show the pro-
pensity these men had to exagueration—a propensity, that, in many other instunces, is munitest
envugh ; but which is hiere so palpable thatit cannot be denied.

Matthew saya *1hiere arose a great tempest,” and Mark says “there arose a great storm of
wind.” But aince these men have already been convicted of exaggeration, we inay now julge
for ourselves how great a * tempest” would be likely to arise on a little petty lake; {fourieen
miles long, and five wide ;) and, unless we have a very strong desire to believe in n:qucles,
we shall probably come to the conclusion that a slight squall arase, such as general y continues
for a few minutes; that, it being in the evening (as Mark says, and os is probable from the
circumstance that Jesus was asleep,) these timid and super-titous men thought they should cer-
tainly be drowned ; that Jesus, beinyr called, commanded the waves of tis mighty sea to be
quiet; that when this sudden squall had pussed, which probably bappened very scvon, the waves
subsided, and they then thought the act of Jesus a miracle. These narrators, although they
generally appear very fond of using the word “ jmmediately,” when rclating any occurrence,
which they themselves could not have seen, but in relation to which that woid is necessary in
order to make ont a goud miracle, huve, neveriheless, in this casze, neglected, for gome reason
or another, to tell us how so00n, after the command was given, quict was restored—the fuir pre-
sumption is then that the wind and wasves tovk their own time in this mutter, as they always
bave done in every other of the same kind. *

Another is that of Jesus’s walking on the sea, rclated by Matthew (14—24 to 32,) Mark {(6—
47 to 51,) nnd Jolin (G—=1510 21.) John says that afier Jesus had entered the ship, *mnmedi-
ately it was at land whither they wem”—of course, it must have been near the shore when Je-
sns cune to it.  Farthermore, they all agree that it was in the night; John #nys it wus Cark.
Now, inasmuch as Jesns never shewed any inclination to trust bismself on the water in the
day-tune, without any thing to bear him up, is it not probable that he had at this time a plank,
a slightly built rafi, a’small boat, or siuething else to stand on, which those in the ship or large
boat dul not sce, or that he walked in the water instend of on 1, rather than thut lie atiempted
to perform anracle of that sort, and at that time, when none but his disciples, and probably
not even these, would observe it? If he really conld walk on the water, why did he not, at
Jea~t once in his hife, do itin the day-time,and 10 the presence of a coucourse of people? le
surely had opportunities enough.

But perhaps it will be asked, how did Jesus get to that side of the lake, unless he walked
across the water? and a person, whoshould sunply read the accounts of thLis affair, wnhout
loaking.at the nap, would probably be misled into the supposition that the buat had crussed
the lake, Lo the other side from where the disciples had left Jesus, and therefore that he could
not have come 1o then unless hie had crossed the lake also.  But according to John 16—23,} it
was at o near Tivoras it the discipies left Jesus, and they landed (Mut. 14—34) in *ihe
Jand of Genessuret;” and it so happened that Tiberias and Genersaret sre on the same side
of the lake, (See Inaraham’s map of Palestine) adjoning each other. Jesus, therefore, un-
doubtledly wulked from one place to the otner, {perhaps a mile or two) on the land, while the
disciples went in the bost.

Tie third one of the eleven is that of the fig-tree, related by Matthew (21--17 to 22,) and
Mark (11 —12 10 23.) Matthew says the fiz-tree withered away * presently”  Mark says that
as they passed the nexl morning they discovered that it was withered anay. But ihey agree
as nearly a3 we can reasonubly cuppose two such persons would, who should relate mirucles
upon hearsay. Since the story has nothing probable about it, and since the nccounts disagree,
itis prabable that they both differ a little from the truth, and that the fiz-tree was withered
away when they first came to it.  This supposition ia rendered more probuble by the fact that
Luke, who speaks of Jesus being dt Bethany (19—~29 to 40.) and of some other circumsinnces
mentioned by Matthew, xays nothing about the fig-tree. Itis alro rendered probable by the
fact that there were no figs on the tree.  Mark pretends to account for there bring no firs on
ity by saying thot the time of figs had not yet come —but this is cleaily a falsehood, for if such
were the truth, why did Jesus go to the tree at all?  Or way did he manifest so much disap-
pointment at not finding figs, as to * curse ” even a trce " ¢

* 1n confirmation of the truth of this explanation, I quote fiom Carne, 8 recent Christian traveller in
Palestine, who says, in describing this Juke, that *the boats used on it are, in some seasons of the year,
much exposed frem the sudden.squalls of wind, which issue from between the mountains.”

I have tiken some pains to procure “Carne’s Travels in the Fast,” (or Letters from the East,)so as to
be able to refer the reader to the page where this fuet is stated; but the book is a rare one, and I have not
found it 1 can thercfore only refer to an extract published in the American Traveller (Boston) Oct. 29,
1833, Article, Lake Tiberias.

#3ark 1121, Master, behold tho fg-tr ; 2edat, o wi .
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The fourth, related by Mark only (7—32 to 36,) is that of the cure of a man “who was deaf,
and had an impediment in his speech.” Jesus, in order doubtlessly to have a fair opportunity
to perform this miracle, and to do it in a manner to furnish evidence to the world of {:ls mirac-
ulous power, * took the man aside from the multitude.” When he had done this, he “put his

JSingers into his ears ;” “ then spit, and touched his tongue ;™ then “looked up to heaven, and
sighed,” and uttered the word Ephphatha, and thus, 08 Mark heard the story, opened the man’s
ears, and loosed the string of his tongue so that Lie spake plaif, and then “ churged them that
they should tell no man” of the occurrence.

The fifth, related by John (2—1 to 10,) is that of turning the water into wine. John says that
this was the first miracle that Jesus ever performed ; but does not say that he saw it done; and
if it were his first attempted miracle, it is entirely improbable that John was present. DBesides,
towards the ¢close of the preceding chapter, John speuks pacticularly of Andrew, Peter, Philip
and Nathanael, as having become disciples of Jesus ; but mentions none others as such, previ-
ous to this wedding. We must therefore suppose that John liere only tells us s hearsay story,
Now it would be nothing strange if Jesus were to go to a wedding—nar would it be any thing
strange if they were to have wine there—nor would it be strange if Jesus should there make
some pretensions to miracle-working—nor would 1t be strange, if, out of these circumsiances,
after he had obtained a little notoriety in his way, a story should be got up nnd circulated simi-
lar to that told by Johin; but it would be very strange 1’ a man should work a miracle ; and it
wonld also be very strange that neither Matthew, Mark, nor Luke should ever liave heard of
this miracle, if there really were one wrought, (if they had heard of it, some of them weuld un-
doubtedly have recorded it, since they have taken the puins to record so many things of no con-
sequence at all); and it would also be very strange if the gaviour of a world should perform
either his first or lust miracle of this kind. We shonld as naturally expect a Son of God wuuld
exhibit his powers by making broomsticks dance cotillions, ss Ly such a mirucle as this. Still—
as was before remarked—sucn a inan as I have supposed Jusus tu have been, would, when first
beginning hesitatingly to think about working miracles. be very likely to have made an attempt
or pretension of this kind—and if he but made such an attempt or pretension, that circumstance
alone would afford sufficient materials for a future story.

The sixth, related by Luke (7—11 to 16), is that of raising from the dead the son of the
widow of Nain. This story istold by none but Luke. lle,as I have said before, was a citizen
of Antioch, and was converted to Christianity by Paul—of course, he never knew any thing
personally of Jesus or s miracles; he must therefore have depended entirely upon the stories
of others for hisinformation, Of whom he obtained it in this instance we know not. He wrote
his narrative some thirty or forty ycars after the death of Jesus, So that all the evilence we
have here to prove an aoccurrence so wonderful as that of a man’s being restored to life afier he
had once died, is a simple declaration, made any years afterward,by a man living remote from
the place, and who could not have personally known any thing about what he was writing, but
who has been shown heretofore to be credulous enough to beheve miracles on the testimony of
others.

Furthermore, neither of the other narrators, althongh two of them were of the twelve, give
us any account of such an occurrence, although, if it really happened, they would most surely
have heard of it, and 1if they had heard of it, they would as surely have related it; for,inorder
to make their stories a1 marvellous as possible, they have already gone so fur as to relate for
undoubted miracles many things, which they could not have known to be true, even if they
were true,

The seventh case. that of raising Lazarus from the dead, is related by John only, (11 chnptglz-
John does not say that he saw the act. If then we believe that, in this case, 8 man really dieds
and was then restored to life again, we must believe a fact, such as we could not now be niade
to believe if ten thousand of the most respectable men of any nation on earth §b09'f’ solemnly
testify that they saw it. \We must believe it 100 on the testimony of a single individusl—one
who gives the account forty years after the transaction is ulleged to have been perforined ; who
does not even say that he saw it; who is not supported by a single onc of the many alleged eye-
witnesses, nor by the testimony of any other pervon.

If the ten thousand should testify as I have supposed, we should then say, either that the
man hiad not been actually dead, or that some deception or another had been practised upon the
witnesses—and we should say so with perfect confidepce too, because we should know, as ab.
solutely as it is possible for us to know any thing, that such an occurrence could not have hap-
pened.” Yetwe are called upon to belicve itin this case, npon such testimony as 1 have men-
tioned. s it possible that the attempt can be made at this day, to impose upon men’s under-
standings by such stoff" as this ?

But there is evidence tending to discredit this story of John.

One part of this evidence is, that neither Matthew, Mark nor Luke speak of the affxir. Yet
Luke heard of, and even related (10—28 to 42), 20 small and unimportant 8 circhmnstance as that
of Jeaus's once being in Bethany, at the house of Martha, the sister of Lazarus, and yet he
never Leard (as we may safely infer from tho fact that he nover related it} of this miracle

5
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wronght upan Lazarus—a miracle too, that is g0 much more wonderfulthan Jesus was generally
supposed to perform. .

I Jesus had actually raized Lazarus from the dead, and the act could have been well authen-
ticated, (hardly a supposable cuse howevcr), it must have heen evidence of the strongeet char-
acter of any that his works had ever furnished, that he possessed miraculous power—and so his
disciples must have considered it, if they had possessed common understandings.  Yet it was
never noised ubruad so as that any except Jolin ever heard of it.

Matthew (266 to 13), Mark (14—3t0 9), and Luke (7—87 and 88) also heard of|, and re-
Jated, the circumstance of Mary, whom Jobu says (11—2) was the sister of Lazurus, unoint-
ing the head of Jesus with ointment, yet they neither of them utter a syllable about his rais-
jug her brother from the dead. It js ditlicult to account for this fact, unless we suppose that
John was actually dishonest, or that he took up, believed and recorded a flying story, which
an occurrence of some kind had given rise to, but w hich was without any foundation in truth,

Furthermore, John sa)s (11—43, 46 and ovward) what is equivalent to saying, that a part
of the eye-witnesses themseh es, not only disbelieved that Jesus raised Lazarus from the dead,
but believed that he was attempting to practize some imposition upon them. He says, ssthen
many of the Jews, which came to Mary, and had seen the things which Jesus did, believed on
him, but,”” he adds, (and this “but” spoils bis story) ¢ some of them went their wuys to the
Pharisces, und told them what things Jesus had done.” e then represents that the Phari-
secs forthwith attempted to apprehiend him, on account of the stories that had been told them
by some of those who had witnessed the trunsuction,

It seeins hardly possible to vindicute John from the charge of actual dishonesty—for he pre-
tends to relate even the conversation, which the Pharisees lield on this subject, when he cer-
tainly could not have known it, He also attributes to them motives and designs, which it is
impussible shoull ever inhabit the breasts of buman beings, viz: such as wishes to take a
man’s lile heeause he had raized a person from the dead. It is also incredible that they should
dare attempt such an act, even if they wished 1o have it performed.

I think it would not be diflicult to show that Juhn’s love of di-tinction, his hatred of the
Pharisces, and his determination to spread Christianity, led him to dishonest lengths in other
cascs. He was the one, (Mark 10—35 to 41), who was so eager to obtain from Jesus a
promise of preference over the rest of his disciples, in heaven, (or more probably in the
earthly kingdom), ns that they were offended at him. He shows the sanie disposition after-
wards, in his own narrative, by speaking of himself, in four or five different places, as *“that
disciple whom Jesus loved,”—thus pretending that he himself was the favorite over the
others. )

He also equivocates, (21—22 and 23), by pretending that Jesus, or the one whoin he sup-
posed to be Jesus, did not mean what his words most plainly import, and what John acknowl-
edges that the disciples at the time understood bins to inean. His motive for this equivoca-
tion ay be traced to a circusistanee related in his Biography in Lempriere’s Biographical
Dictionary, where it is suid that he wrote his narrative for the purpose of proving that Jesus
wus not a man, and in opposition to what he deemed an error, viz: a belief, at that time
avowed, that he was but w man.  This equivocation was necessary in order to make it appesar
that Jesus did not intend to intimate thut certain things would happen, which had not happen-
ed, and were not likely to.

‘This purpose, in writing his narrative, accounts for his superior carefulness in relating, in
connexion with the supposed miracles, any circumstances that might tend to discredit their re-
ality; and also for the conrersations which he relates as attending them; although it is evident
that he miust cither have invented much of them, or adopted them from the mouths of others,
without any thing like reasonable evidence of their genuineness—the former of which suppo-
sitions appears the mare probable, both from his own character, (for he could then invent
such conyersation as woull suit the circumstances of the ease), and also from the fact that he
could not, forty years aflerward, have remembered such full, connected and unbroken con-
versations as e hine pretended to relute.

John alse (12—10 and 11) shows his bitter malignity, and his readiness to make the inost
diabolical charges, ngainst such as did not believe Jesus to be the Messioh, by saying that the
Chief Priests ¢ consulted that they might put Lazarus also to death.”

l‘;‘innlly, be has more unmeaning theological cant in his narrative than all the other three to-

cther.
8 Nevertheless, it is possible that John has told an Ronest story in this ease of Lazarus, and
oae too that is true in its main features. Butif he bhas done so, he has implicated a man,
whaose character is of much more consequence to the Christian religion, than his own; and
that man is Jesus, Several circuinstances are related in this story, which, if they are consid-
ered to have really lml[:ponccl, furnish palpable and glaring evidence of collusion between
Lazarus and Jesne, For cxample—Jesus knew, before he went, at this time, to Bethany
where Lnzurus lived, that Lasarus was dead, (John 11—14). Now how did he (being, as
appears by the coutext, at a considerable di-tance off) know this fact, unless there had heen a

revious understanding between them that Lazarus should die about that time? He hud

eard (11—=38) that ho was sick, but there is no cvidence that he had heard of his death, On
the contrary, the disciples were utterly jgnorant of it (11—11, 12 and 13) until the informa~
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tion unexpectedly came from Jesus himself. How came Jesus by this information without
the knowledge of his disciples? If a messenger had brought it, they must have known it too,
for some of them were undoubtedly all this time with him. We have no right to eay that he
obtained it supernaturally, hecause it is not yet proved that he had any supernatura) power,
Yet he knows the fuct, when they do not, and there is a way by which he may have oltained
this knowledge. That way is this—Lazarus may have directed his sisters to send this mes-
sage to Jesus, that he was sick, and this may have been agreed upon as the signal by which
Jesus might know that Lazarus was about to die. If such were not the purpose of this mes-
sage, why was it sent? Ve are told that Jesus lored Lazarus. But why then did he not go
to him immediately on hearing that he was sick, instead of wuaiting, apparently without any
necessity, for two or three days? The rcason is obvious—he waited for him to die, and he
knew that he would die. But he could not have known that he would die, unless it had heen pre-
viously agreed that he should die. [ repeat that it cannot be said that Jesus knew, by means
of his supernatural power, that Lazarus would die; because that would he attenipting to defend
the mirncle, on the eridence of his supernatural power, instead of proving the supernatural
power by the miracle. DBesides, it he could know, by means of his supernatural power,
either thiat Lazarus was dead, or that he would die, he could also, in the saime way, have
known that he was sick, and it must therefore have Leen unnecessary to send the information
of his sickness to him. Is there then any way, other than by supposing collusion, in which
this matter can be explained?

Again. Jesus declared (11—4), when he first heard of the sickness of Lazarus, that one
object of this sickness was, ¢ that the Son of God might be glorified thereby,” (that ix, that
he himself might get some credit by it). Now, how did he know that it would terminate so
as that he should get credit by it? \We cannot, I again repeat, say that he knew it by means
of his supernatural power, because that would be assuming him to have supernatural power,
and then attempting to prove the miracle by it; whereas the power must first he proved by the
miracle. Besides, there are too many cascs of his making inquiries for the sake of ascertain-
ing what his inquirics imply that he did nor know, to leave any apology for pretending that
he knew any thiug supernaturally. There is then but one answer to the question, how he
knew beforehand the manner in which this sickness would terminate? and that answer is, that
it had been agreed between himand Lazarus how it should terminate, and Jesus tnferred that
he should gain some credit by it.

Again. ‘There is something very suspicious in the manner, in which he communicated to
his disciples the fact, that Lazarus was dead. e conimunicates it to them as if it were some-
thing, which he was aware would surprise them, but which nevertheless was nof new to him,
The manuver, in which he fnlroduces the wmatter, is peculiarly suspicious, Ie docs not at
once come to the point; butspeaks allegorically, says Linzarus 13 asleep, &ec.,and that he must
go and wake him, .

Another suspicious circumstance is, that Lazarus was Lhuried neither in a grave, nor a tomb,
butin a eave, ‘The man might live very well in a cave; he might himself have deposited
provisions there beforehand, and he might have told his sisters where and how soon to bury
him, after he was dead. He seems also to have had a very short sickness: lis sisters send
word to Jesus that he is sick, and the next thing we koow of him iz, that in about two days,
(ns it would appear from the story, although itis not explicitly stated), be is dead. He scems
too to have been buried in a great hurry; for when Jesus arrived, ¢ he had lain in the grave
four days.”

Another suspicious circumstance is, that the stone, that lay upon the cave, must he remov-
ed, (11—39), by hand too, before the supernatural power could operate so asto bring the dead
man olut. A stone, laying over the mouth of a cave, must be a great obstacle in the way of a
miracle.

Another circumstance, of the same import, is, that when Jesus came to the work of raising
azarus, ¢ hecried with a loud voice,” to call him out, Now it might be necessary to spea
loudly to make a living man, who was in a cave, hear; but a dead man could have heard a

less labored tone equally well. :

Again, ‘Thero was an altogether unusual ostentation about this miracle, Jesus talked a
great deal about it beforehand; spoke of it as an afluir that was to accomplish great things in
the way of glorifying God, and kimself too.

Another circumstance against the reality of this resurrection from the dead, i«, that Jesus
never ruised any others from the dead. (I here take it for granted that it hax been shown that
there is no xort of reason for pretending that he raised the son of the widaw of Nain, or the

aughter of Jairus). If he could really rui<e men from the dead, why did le not show his
miraculous power again and again, in this way, so as to place it beyond dizpute; instead of
curing sick f