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TO THE EDUCATED

NATIVE YOUNG MEN

L

OF CALCUTTA

. FRIENDS AND CO UNTRYMEN

' 4

The subject, which we are about to discuss is one

of over whelming interest and importance, being the

been maintained by
eminent now in arts and civiliz-
ation to be a revelation from God. For the present,

we undertake to examine these evidences as set forth
by the Revd. D. Ewart in his

it;o the Educated Native Young
in a sinall Pamphlet for more e

?A free and candid analysis of these evidences at our
;hands is likely to wound the Prejudices and offend the
feelings of our Chistian friends,
imong them who ma

hat !

evidences of a religion which has
nations the most pre-

lecture delivered
Men, and published

Xtended circulation.

There are many
y be disposed to exclaim

Is Christianity, the religion of Newton ang

ned and

minded unbelie-
? Shall half informed striplings on the

A

ocke, of Boyle and Milton, to be confem

fts authority questioned by the narrow-
vers of our day
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banks of the Ganges dare to dispute the v |

covenant of grace and disprove the testimonies by
which it stands ? Shall they presume to resist the evi-

dence which arises from the assents of the mightiésti

1 the |

Y 4

A

—— ..

intellects of this world and the belief of a large portion

of the human race. What daring insolence ! what:

blind infatuation ! My dear friends, we must not be'f

imposed upon by such vain declamations and led
away by mere names. Ere we admit the incredible:
occurrences of the Gospel .narrative to be true and.
credit the divine origin of Christianity, we must exa-é
mine the credibility of the testimony upon which they
‘are founded. Are we not called upon to exercise our
powers of reason and discernment in an investigation
of such high importance 7 Are we' to swallow down;

the most monstrous absurdities, because they hap-
pened to command the belief of some good and exal—g
ted personages ? Did not J ohnson, ¢ whose incredulity:
amounted almost to disease,” and Bacon, the father of
inductive philosophy, betray instances of a morbid
faith by their implicit belief in the stories of goblins,
and witches ? Are we bound to pay the tributc of ho-
mage to the souls of these great luminaries of our race'’
by a servile imitation of their weaknesses ? And if
arguments be drawn in support of Christianity fro

its extensive promulgation, are we to forget that itsg
votaries are equalled if not out-numberd by the

followers of Budhism ? Was not idolatry at one time!

b 20 !

Ll .

.

N - " -

ot (3 .
the prevailing religion of the world, and did it not
claim among its votaries the intellectual giants of anti-
quity ? Had not Mahomedanism and - every other
system of religious worship to struggle at its first pro-
mulgation with the obstacles opposed to them by the
followers of pre-existing systems of religion and the
physical force of the men in power ? Are we then to
conclude from their successful dissemination that they
en:}nate.d from the Supreme author of our beings and
the revealer of all truths ? In claiming the previlege of
private judgement and sifting the true merits of the
case, if we be so unfortunate as to offend the false

delicacy of our Christian friends, we must patiently

' bear their censures, content with exposing the fallacy

‘of their arcuments and unveiling the inherent errors
of their system. It is our bounden duty as servants
of the Most High and watchmen on the ramparts of
truth to sound the alarm and proclaim to our country-
men the danger of falling into the snares of the Chris-

tian missionaries.

In glancing over the first 8 pages of Mr. KEwart's

lecture which treat of the rise and progress of Chris-
tianity amidst the opposition of its numerous anta-
gonists, we could not perceive a single argument des-
erving of a serious refutation. The establishment of
Christianity in the various regions of the globe, and

the boasted triumph of the primitive fathers of the

Church over its adversaries cannot, we repeat, be
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urged as a token, far less as a proof, of its divine ori-

zin.  Similar trains of reasoning, if allowed, would
tend to uphold all other rival systems of superstition

" and error. The learned lecturer would have done an

essential service to the cause of truth, if instead of
vainly boasting of the victories of the Christian ap-
ologists over Celsus aud Porphyry, Julian and Hiero-
cles, he had furnished his readers with a fair state-
ment of the arguments of these several controversia-
lists, and thereby enabled them to form their own
unbiassed opinion of the case. But this was beyond
his power. We admit he could have had no access

to the original works of the anti Christian writers,

““whose attacks upon the Christian system” as he !

himself acknowledges, ‘“have been so utterly forg'ot- 1

ten, that it is only from the writings of the Christian
advocates and apologists who refuted them, that he
cains a knowledge of their contents.”” But can these
remnants of anti Christian authorship, rescued from
oblivion by the notice which their enemies have deign-
ed to take of them, exhibit the full force of all the
arguments of their respective authors ? Can the pas-

sages which are now extant serve as an index to those
that are lost? How can we feel assured that the

advocates of Christianity have not, like the advocates
who practise i our courts of justice, sought to sup-
press the strong and expose the weak pcints of their

adversaries? What grounds have we to believe that

. /tile ‘priests of Christ have not distorted facts and pass-
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ed in silence over the most unanswerable arguments ?
So often have the fair features of truth been deformed
by the rude hands of its enemies and so thoroughly
replete is the history of the Church with indubitable
proofs of the corruptions and frauds of the priest-
hood that we cannot view their integrity on this
point without suspicion.

Without wasting further time in remarks on the
other irrelevant assertions and oratuitous assump-
tions of the Revd. gentleman which are =alike devoid
of interest or argument, we hasten at once to an ex-
amination of the evidences gencrally adduced in sup-
port of the Christian religioa.

Mr. Ewart, like =2ll other writers on the evidences
of Christianity, commences with an attempt to prove
the authenticity, genuineness, and credibility of the
New, and avoids entering into a discussion about those
of the Old Testament. He asserts that ¢ the authori-
ty of that portion of the Divine Record follows as a
nece;;szary corollary from the demonstrated truth and
avthority of the New Testament and is broucht home
to our perceptions in one sentence of the Apostle Paul

' II &c.”” Here we enter our caveat and demur against

the propriety and fairness of this mode of arcument-

bation.,. We cannot allow the advocates of whristianity

to touch the subject ¢f the New Testament ere the

. Old has been satisfactorily proved and brought home
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“the foundation ere we trust to the security of the impos-

- [GJ ;

to our convictions. No, we cannot suffer ourselves
to be misled by the devices of subtile men and en-
snared by their cobweb sophistries. We must begin
with the begining and test the solidity and strength of

ing superstructures which stand on it. What rational
objection can Christians have against the prosecution

of our investigation in this its natural order ? Why
do they shrink from the task of demonstrating the

truth of the Old Testament without the help of ‘ the
New ? Why are they afraid to grapple with the
question of the Old Testament upon its own merits ?

How could the authority of the ancient portion of
the Divine Record have followed as a necessary co-
rollary from the demonstrated truth and authority of

the New Testament at an age when the latter existed
not?

The books of the Old Testament carry on the very
face of them such evident and palpable marks of spu-
riousness that we need not go out ot them for evi-

dences to prove that they are not the productions off{
the persons upon whom they have heen palmed. The

Lo att ... LI
o e m - -5 S ; P S s - 7
N R e p, R . - . ’:
" et e fL 8T R A -
“ o .. ~ -
«* "
¢ WSl SRS -
. o. i ot .
e
.

Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers and Deutero-

nomy, which are ascribed to Moses, could not have:
been written by him or any of his contemporaries, |
as among other grounds of suspicion they contam!

after his time. It * is related in the 14 Chapter of

| Genesis verse 14 that ¢ when Abram heard his brother

was taken captive, he armed his trained servants,
born in his house, three hundred and eighteen,
and pursued them unto Dan.” But itis said in the 18

chapter of the book of Judges verse 27 that they (the
Danites) came unto Laish, unto a people that were
at quiet and secure, they smote them with the edge
of-the sword and burunt the city with fire. And they
built a city and dwelt therein and they called the name
of the city Dan, after the name of Dan, their father
who was born unto the house of Israil : how be it the
The foun.
dation of the city of Dan was laid after the death
of Sampson. The death of Sampson happened accord-
ing to the Bible Chronology 1120 years B. C. and

that of Moses 1451 years B.C. How could Moses
then have composed a book which contains this allu-

name of the city was Laish at the first.”

sion to Dan, a city which was built 331 years after

his death? What authority have we to assume that

there was at the time of Moses any other place of the
same name or as Bishop Watson fancies that Dan

* This and most other arguments against the genuineness of the
Bible have bcen borrowed from the Aga of Reasom to which we bsg

narratives of events which took place several centunes* to refer our readers.
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[8]
was a branch of the well known river Jordan ? * [9]

The 36 Chapter of Genesis gives a genealogy o authenticity of the whole book.” This is indeed an
the de.scendants of Esau, and in furnishing a list o instance of unbounded faith, the dffspring of a blind
the Kings of Edom, says (verse 31.) ¢ And these ar credulity. Unless it can be clearly shewn that the

the kings that re’gned in Edom, before there reigned ;riginal copy of the Mosaic Law is free from this in-

any king over the children of Israil. This passage; qubitable mark of spuriousness and that the foregoing

could ritte . ' . 3 1 1
uld not have been written before the time of Saul% quotation from the bible was added to it by an editor

the first king elected by the Israilites B. C. 1196 or! o Moses' work who lived after the commencement

2"' .
55 years after the death of Moses. But the expres-; of the Jewish monarchy, the subtilities of the bishop

sion any king implies more kings thau one, and sliews!

that the book i : must of necessity fall to the ground.
a € DOOK In questio . i : . .

: 1 nowas not wntten till after  yo o "rojated in the 34 chapter of Deuteronomy
the reign of some of the successors of Saul. This:

- verses 5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, that Moses the servant of the

carries the period of th iti ’ o :
_ peniod ot the composition of Genesis far-{ y 1 giod there in the land of Moab, according to the

ther from the ti f M d S ; :
bt rme o oses and proves beyond the? word of the Lord; And he burried him in a valley

shadow of a doubt that he could not be the ' -
ot be the authol in the land of Moab, over against Beth-peor; but no

of it.
-man knoweth of his sepulchre unto this day. And
" Moses was an hundred and twenty years old when he

Unable to refute the above objection of Thomas:

Paine, Bishop Watson ¢ admits this inference but!

denies 1its application.” He says a small addition to. d;ed :Ahl; e}ye :a;; not dmll’ n(?lt' s n?,tur;ll force.abz:t-
a book does not destroy either the genuineness or the: . nd the children of lIsrail wept for Moses in the

. " plains of Moab thirty days: so the days of weeping

P——

and mourning for Moses was ended. And Joshua,

th"““:" have b‘ff récently spun out this bypothess to re- the son of Nun, was full of the spirit of wisdom ; for

concile the above coatradictory passages of the Old Testament, It Moses had laid his hands upon him and the children
C

of Israil hearkened unto him, and did as the Lord

»

is irdeed at variance wi'h the most approved authorities on antiqua.

rian subjects: Some of them think that the name Jordan is derived
from its rapid descent. Some say tbat it is formed of the oriental Jorf commanded Moses. And there arose not a pl'Ophet

a stream, and Dan a Town near wbich it had its source. Hardonin  since in Israil like unto Moses whom the Lord knew

ssys that this ndme signifies the delightfal river. Others say that {,ce to face. Now in the name of common sense we

it received the name from its great depth, . . . .
¢ ' . ask could Moses possibly write this account of his own

death and burial? How could he know and relate

. M
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- iing its genuineness, save by su
that Tsrailites wept and mourned for him in the landspicious and antiquated test of an oracle. But how is it

[10 ]

bmitting it to the sus-

of Moab thirty days and that there arose not a pro"%possible that this law, if really written and promulgated

3

phet since in Israil like unto Moses? Do not the%lw Moses during his life time, as elsewhere represented

phrases ¢ no man knoweth of his sepulchre wunto thz's; .1 the bible, was unknown and unnoticed during a
day and there arose mot a prophet since in Israil like: period of about 1000 years? Is it not highly probable,

unto Moses imply that this book was written long
posterior to the time of Moses and after the rise of-

at least more than one prophet in Israil?
It appears from the 3% chapter of Chronicles II

verses 14, 15, 16, 18, that the law ascribed to Moses

was accidently discovered in the time of Isaah, who
caused it to be sent to a prophetess to ascertain its truth-

fulness. “ Hilkiah, the priest found the book of the law
of the Lord given by Moses; and Hilkiah answered -
and said to Shaphan the scribe, 1 have found the book

of the law in the house of the Lord; and Hilkiah
delivered the book to Shaphan and Shaphan carried

the book to the king, then Shaphan the scribe told the

king, saying, Hilkiah the priest hath civen me a book.
And Shaphan read it before the king. And the king
commanded Hilkiah, and Alican the son of Shaphan,
and Abdon the son of Micah, and Shaphan the scribe
.nd Asaih a servant of the king’s, saying, Go, enquire

of the Lord for me and for them that are left in Israil -

and in Judah, concerning the words of the book that
s found.” Hence itis evident that the Jewish people

were not in possession of this book till the time of

Isaah and that there were no other means of establish-

nay almost certain,

. passed by a prophetess,
_of_a crafty priesthood and an interested synagogue ?

said ¢ that Joshua the son of Nun,
‘Lord, died, being a hundred and ten
" they buried him :n the border of his inheritance in
Timnath Serah, which is In mount Ephram, on the
porth side of the hill of Gaash. And Israil served the
‘Lord all the days of Joshua and all the days of the

| elders that out-lived Joshua.”

that this book found by a priest and
is no other than a fabrication

In the 24 chapter of Joshua verses 29, 30, 31, it is
the servant of the

years old. And

Now, can it be Joshua

that wrote this story of his having died at the age of
110 years, and being buried in Timnath-Serah ? Is
it possible for him to say that the Israilites served the
Lord not only during his whole life-time, but during

that of the elders who survived him? Is it not quite
e tales embodied in this book must
e fabulist
after the

clear that the strang
have been composed and concocted by som
that lived not only after Joshua but also

clders that out-lived him ?

. L
The book of Judges being anonymous, W& are not

called upon to examine 1ts cenuineness Or receive its

ISR  N
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reports on the testimony of unknown writers. From
the accounts it contains of the capture of the city of
Jerusalem, which was not taken till the reign of David,
it is probable that this book was not written till 370

years after the death of Joshua.

That the two books of Samuel are not genuine may
be satisfactorily proved from their relating events
which took place after the death of Samuel and from
other circumstances scattered throughout these books.

But it is supererogatory to enter into an elaborate
disquisition about their genuineness when the advo-

cates of Christianity admit ‘“ that Samuel did not write
any part of the second book which bears his name :

and only a part of the first.” *

The books of Kings and Chronicles are also anony-
mous, and as nothing certain can be known of their
paternity we shall not stop to examine them. They
are but a catalogue of treachery, warfare, and blood

shed, and contain narratives of monstrous absurdities
not at all deserving of our belief.

We need not waste further time in examining the
ogenuineness of the remaining books of the Old Testa-

ment, as the followers of Jesus are doubtful of their
origin and have themselves acknowledged that some
passages of the ancient scripture have been written by
pther persons than those to whom they are ascribed.

-———

* Bichop Watson,

AL P g

[ 13 ]

Thus says Dr. Hartley” I suppose then, that the Pen-

tateuch consists of the writings of Moses, put to-

gether by Samuel with a very few additions ; that the

i book of Joshua and Judges were, in like manner,

]
R

el

jrkem

i collected by him ; that the book of Ruth with the first

P
d

| part of the book of Samuel written by him ; that the

} latter part of the first book of Samuel, and second book,

: were written by the prophets who succeeded Samuel,
i suppose Natham and Gad: that the books of Kings
.and Chronicles are extracts from the records of the

; succeeding prophets concerning their own times, and
‘from the public genealogical tables by Ezra, that the
.book of Ezra and Nehemiah are collections of like re-
:cords, some written by Ezra and Nehemiah and some
%by their predecessors ; that the book of Esther was
éwrilten by some eminent Jew, in or near the times of the

-§transactions there recor'ded, perhaps Mordecai ; that

‘the book of Job by a Jew of an uncertain time ; the
Psalms by David and other pious persons ; the book
of Proverbs and Canticles by Solomon, or perhaps by
a Jew of latter times speaking in his person but not
with an intention to make him pass for the author; and
the prophecies by the prophets whose names they
bear.”” Such is the hypothesicsof an eminent Christian
writer, who, with all his learning and talents for bibli-
cal researches, could notarrive at a certaln conclusion
yegarding the origin of the books of the Old Testa-
énent. All that he has said is full of doubts and un-
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[ 15 ]
ters of the Gospel were, and equally interested in

establishing the religion of their celestial teacler, it 1s

— - e
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[ 14 ]

certainties. Watsoun, Bishop of L landaff, well known |

' ’ for his apology for the Bible, has been constrained to

>
AN P
~ - ce e L

7 ! admit that ¢ the history of the Old "Festament has, | impossible to believe that they respectively withhelﬂ.
\ 1 ; without doubt, some difficulties in it.” Eben Ezra,‘ §\heir knowledge from their comrades, and fell into
i E a Jewish author of great erndition, and a competent | contradictions in their several narratives. With the

‘ judge ,in questions of Hebrew literature, asserts thatg torch of revelation in their hands and under the 1m-

] i the Pentateuch or the five books of Moses were not, 3’, médiate guidance of the Omniscient, if they failed in

by him. Spinoza, another ; giving consistent accounts of mere historical facts and

e and .could not be written,
5 Jewish writer, have advanced many reasons to shew ; the things they are said to have witnessed, what guar-
. rantee have we to trust that they would lcad us aright

that Moses is not the writer of the books ascribed to
into what lies beyond the reach of reason and philo-

5 bim and that the Old Testament did not exist as aill
‘ 2@ book till a century after the return of the Jews from ' sophy, and appertains to the dark mysteries of the

the Babylonian captivity. Eben KEzra and Spinoza "invisible world. As a specimen of the contradictions
n maintaining that the book of Job . into which they have fallen, we beg to subjoin a few
evidence of being a Hebrew book ;3 quotations from Thomas Paine and refer our readers -

Age of Reason and the Ecce Homo for a fuller

mposition, and the drama of : to the
. that it has been translated; exposition of the fallacies of the bibie. Hume, Gib-

and that the? bon, Voltarie, Rosseau, and a host of other illustrious
" writers have too abundantly proved the falsehood ef

the Christian religion to leave any thing new to be

said on the subject.
«The book of Mathew gives, chap. 1 ver.6,a
cenealogy by name from David, up through Joseph,

: g C e L . - : ist 3 :
. A the Christian Church. Suspicious as this authprny,é the husband of Mary, to Christ ; and makes there to
3

ust necessarily appear to every unprejudiced enquir- be twenty-eight gencrations. The book of Luke gives
! also the same genealogy, and makes there to be forty-

er, we hope to be pardoned for our scepticism in ques
i three generations ; besides which, there are only the

tioning their legitimacy and denying the divineinspira-
tion of their authors. Intimately associated as the wrid two names of David and Joseph that are alike in the

N>

, .
.‘.,,;-.- em .
b ST

3.‘)".“"‘-, Ls war

moreover agree 1
o hears ¢ no internal

Nyt [ AN

that the genius of the co

? the piece are not Hebrew
B . .
| trom another language into Hebrew;
quthor of the book was a Gentile.”

N e e YR

S T A ey g R -

| With regard to the cenuineness of the books of the
; i New Testament we have no afiirmative evidence ofi
} . M M :

i their being composed by the men whose names they

Lear, except that they have been received as such by




21 Oz:as

91 Zorobabel

2 B S ) - g— |
1 [ 16 ] A e £ 17 )
| |
Y two lists. 1 here insert both genealogical lists, and 122 Joram 22 Salathiel
for the sake of perspicuity and comparison have plac- 23 Josaphat 23 Neri
. .~ ed them both in the same direction ; that is, from {24 Asa 24 Melchi
N - Joseph down to David.” {22 Abia 25 Addi
. 1' I ) | +26 Roboam 26 Cosam
§ t . Genealogy according to Genealogy according 1097 Solomon 27 Elimodam
Mathew, Luke. igg David 28 Er
Christ Christ % 29 Jose
2 Joseph 2 Joseph ; 30 Eliezer
. 3 Jacob 3 Heli 31 Jorim
g 4 II\:/Ilathan 4 I;fatthat ’ 992 Matthat
'* 5 Lleazer 5 Levi t :
s 6 Elind 6 Melchi ; e
© Sados s Jouph
| : 36 Joseph
] E 9 Azor 9 Mattathias -
: 8 o | 37 Jonan
: 3 10 Eliakim 10 Amos . ﬁ 38 Elakim
« 11 Ebiad 11 Nal.ml -“ 39 Melea
! 12 Zorobz?bel 12 Eshi 40 Menan
b | 13 Salathu?l 13 Nagge . 41 Mattatha
’ é; 14 Jechonias 14 Maath .
/ ; . . 42 Natham
: i 15 Josias 15 Mattz?thxas 43 David
‘ | 16 Amon 16 Semci |
, é_;';" 17 Manasses 17 Joseph To get rid of this difficulty Bishop Watson asserts that
' s 18 Ezekias 18 Juda Mathew has given the genealogy of Joseph,the reputed
19 Achaz 19 Joanna father of Jesus, while Luke has furnished that of Mary,
90 Joatham 20 Rhesa bis rcal mother. But this spppositicm is entirely

Gmundless. Why would Luke havc inserted the name

1
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[ 18 ] .

of Joseph and omi'tted' that of Mary in the maternal ; According to Luke, the father of Joseph is Heli, a

genealogy of Jesus ? The very mention of Joseph’s

name incontrovertibly proves that Luke has written :

the paternal pedigree of Jesus and not that of Mary I\

as the Bishop attempts to make us believe. The ob- g

servations of The odore Parker, Minster of the second 3
. k
Church in Roxbury, are so” apposite to the point at !

ST RS

issue that we cannot resist the temptation of quoting

the following passage from his work.

B AU AT RTEN

¢ Mathew enumerates three series, each of fourteen
generations, or forty-two persons in the whole,between
Abraham and Jesus, and gives the names of the indi-
viduals ; but the number actually given does not agree
with his enumeration, and no bypothesis relieves us
of the difticulty. If we compare this list with the Old
Testament, it 1s still more objectionable, for it omits
several well-known names, and contains some mistakes.
Luke’s genealogy differs still more widely from tke
Old Testament; from Nathan, the son of David down-
ward, he mentions only two persons who occurirn the
Old Testament, namely Salathiel and Zorobabel, and
cven here it contradicts the narratives in 1 Chronicles
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111, 17, 19, 20. If we comparc these two genealogies
together, there 1s a striking difference between them
Luke reckons forty-one generations of David to Jo- :
seph, the father of Jesus, where Mathew makes but
twentyv-six, an'd with the two exceptions above men-
tioned,the names are all different in the two narrations.
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descendant of Nathan son of David ; according to
Mathew, Joseph’s father is Jacob. a descendant of
Solomon. Various attempts have been made to recon-
cile these conflicting genealogies, but they all rest on
arbitrary suppositions. It is sometimes said one con-
tains the genealogy of Joseph, the other of Mary ;
but thisalso isan arbitrary supposition, at variance
with the text, and is not supported by any passage in
the Bible. We must, then, conclude these genealogies
are arbitrary compositions, which do not prove the
Davidic descent of Jesus, who wascalled son of David,
because he was considered as the Messiah. 1t is easily
conceivable that a Galilean, whose descent was un-
Ltnown, after he had acquired the title of Messiah,
should be represented by tradition as a son of David.
On the strength of these tradition genealogies were
composed, which for want of authentic documents,
were as various and conflicting as these two of Luke
and Mathew.”
story in the Ilaraid University,

Andrews Norton, Professor of sacred
“ and author of
the Evidences of the Genuineness of the Gospels,”
rejects Mathew’s account (of the miraculous birth of
Jesus) as spurious and unauthensic ; while Mr. Straus,
with more perfect logical consistency, rejects likewise
Luke’s narrative, on the ground that Gabriel talks
like a Jew ; that supernatural birthe is impossible ;
that if a human birth implies the sinfulness of the
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[ 20 ]
child, then a celestial mother is needed also, that the

child may be free from sin.”
'T'he accounts of the circumstances which are said

to have attended the crucifixion are differently related
in the four Gospels.

The book ascribed to Mathew says. ¢ There was
darkness over all the iand from the sixth heur unto
the ninth hour—that the veil of the temple was rent

in twain from the top to the bottom—that the graves

opened, that the Lodies of the saints that slept arose

and came out of their graves after the resurrection,

and went into the holy city, and appesred unto many.”
Such is the account which Mathew gives and in which

he is not supported by the writers of the other books
except in the relation of the darkness and the render-
ing of the veil mentioned only by Mark and Luke.

« The writer of the book ascribed toMerk, in detail-
ing the circumstances of the crucifision, makes no
mention of any earthquake, nor of the graves opening,
nor of the d=ad men walking out, The writer of the
book of Luke is silent also upon the same poiuts, and
as to the writer of the book of John; though he details
all the circumstances of the crucifixion down to the
burial of Christ, he says nothing about either the dark-
ness—the veil of the temple—the earthquake—the
rocks—the graves—nor the deadmen.”

¢ Now if it had been true, that those things bhap-

kpened, and if the writer of these books lived at the

[ 21 ]

time they did happen, and had they been the diciples
 of Christ, it was not possible for them as true histori-

ans, even without the aid of inspiration, not to have re-

corded them. The things, supposing them to have
%been facts were of too much notoriety not to have been

'{gknown and of too much importance not to have been
%told. All theseGospel—writers must have been witness-
zes of the earthquake, if there had been any; for it is
?inot possible for them to have been absent from it ; the
jopening of the graves and the resurrection of the dead
men,and their walking about the city,is of much great-
ter improtance than the earthquake. An earthquake

‘is always possible, and natural, and proves nothing ;
jbut the opening of the graves is supernatural, and di-

- ‘»§rectly in point to their doctrine, their cause, and their

};éapostleship. Had they been true, it would have filled
{whole chapters of these books, and been the chosen
‘theme and general chorus of all the writers.”

- “Who it may be asked, where these Saints 2 Not
a disciples of Christ ; for many of them had not died,
‘ Not uncoverted Jews of that time ; for to them such
‘a title would not applied. How long had they lain in
gtheir sepulchres ? We cannot but suppose, that cor-
jruption had done its work on the larger portion ; and
%is it to be thought that God would recreate as it were
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ithose mouldering bodies without some purpose far dif-
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ferent from what can be discerned # What purpose in- thing, and we should have had posthumous prophe cles

deed can be discerned ? They appeared, it is said, to fwith notes and commentaries upon the first, a little

g,

many ; but we do not find that many converls werc %1, ctter than we have now. Had it been Moses, and

made in consequence, nor can we pevceive that any

X

%hat'on, and Joshna, and Samuel, and David, not an

good whatever followed, ‘directly or indirectly, fromiunconverted Jew had remained in all Jerusalem. Had

their appearance. Su pposing the story to be true,f%it been John the Baptist, and the saints of the time then

many to whom they did not appear would regard it as ‘il_;present, every body would have known them, and

a fable ; and its circulation would tend to throw dis- they would have out preached and out famed all the

: : . . _ other apostles. But instead of this, these sai
credit on the testimony to the resurrection of Christ : ) aints are

himself. Were these saints in fact recalled to life, and-?{"‘ade to pop up;, like Jonah’s gourd in the night, for
. [ ] ) [ ] L) ® ? ) .
did not they die again, and their bodies resume theirgno other purpose at all but to wither in the morning.

places, when their supposed mission to the living Was;T},us much for this part of the story.”
accomplished ? Is it possible,if such an astonishing
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) . - Mathew gives an account of a guard bein j
miracle had been performed, a miracle more adapted : ! A > R g pla(.:ea
- ‘over Christ’s sepulchre to prevent his body being

Iy

to excite consternation than any in the whole history : . . _
istolen by his follewers, and of sealing the stone that

: of theEvangelists that one really ac uainted with such; ,

g ) S y q i’zcuvered tts mouth. But Mark, Luke, and John do not
- a fact should bave known nothing of the consequences . 1 about it. Had this ci i L

. . word aboutit. s circ

’ that must have resulted from 1t, or that knowing thoseff% mention a wor ircumstance been
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consequences, he should not have thought it worth tri€,18 ir, probable that they would all pass over it in

; while to record them ? Is it likely that so strange
I a marvel, about which all Jerusalem must have been{ Mathew chap. X11. verse 40, ¢ For as Jonas was N

; full of excitement, should have been mentioned but% three days and three nights in the whale’s belly, so
X by one Evangelist and that so slightly ?” <hall the son of man be threc days and three nightsin

¢« Strange indeed that an army of saints should re- .the heart of the earth.” This is in contradiction with
turn to life, and no body knew who they were, nor# the story of the ascension given by the Evangelists,
B who it was thet saw them, and that not a word mOrei who assert tbat Christ was only one day and two nights g 1
_ \ should be said upon the subject, nor these saints have§ in the sepulchre. Are both these contradictory. pas- |
N any thing to tell us. They could have told us evcry‘isages infallible ?
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This is an average sa_t;lple of the accuracy of the]

testimony upon which we are desired to rely in the
most momentous concerns of our soul. |

¢« The next book after those called Gospels, is tha#g,
called the Acts of the Apostles. This book is anony-j
mous ; neither do the councils that complied or
trived the New Testament tell us how they came bv

it.” The Church, to supply this defect says it was ]
written by Luke, which shows the Church and 1tsﬁ

pues‘.s have not compared that called Gospel accord-%
ing to St. Luke and the Acts together, for the two.
contradict each other. The book of Liuke, chapter 34,

makes Jesus ascend into heaven the very same day that 2

" it makes him rise from the grave. The book of Acts,:

chap : 1, ver : 3, says that he remained on the earth;
forty days after the crucifixion. 'There is no believing,§
what either of them says.” :

« Next to the book of Acts is that entitled, ¢ The’
Epistle of Paul the Apostle to the Romans.” This:»'
is not an epistle or letter, written by Paul or su'ned
by him. 1t is an epistle or letter written by a personﬁ-
who signs himself Tertius, and sent as it 1s said at theg
end, by a servant woman called phebe. The last%
chapter, verse, 22, says ¢ I Tertius, who wrote this
epistle salute you. Who Tertius or P’hebe were, we;
know nothing of. The epistle 1s not dated. The
whole of it1s written in the first person, and that.
person is Tertius not Paul.” |

~ Apostle to the Galatians.”
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The next book is entitled. ¢ The first Epistle
of Paul the apostle to the Corinthians.”” The 'con-
clusion of the Epistle says, the first epistle to “the
Corinthians was written from Philippe, by Step-
henos and Fortuuatus and "Achiachus and Timo-
theus.” The second Epistle entitled, ¢ The second
Epistle of Paul the Apostle to the Corinthians,”
is in the same case with the first. The conclusion of

-it says, 1t was written from Plnhppe, a cxty of Mace-

donia, by Titus and Luecas.

The next is entitled, ¢ The Epistle of Paul the
The conclusion of the
Epistle says it was written from Rome but it is not
dated nor is there any signature to it neither do the
compilers of the New Testament say how they ¢ame
by it. Weare in the dark upon all these matters.”

The next is entitled the Epistle of Paul the Apos-
tle to the Phillippeans.”” Paul is not the writer.
The conclusion of it says ¢ Written from Rome un-
to the Ephesians by Tychicus.

The next is entitled ¢ The Epistle of Paul the
Apostle, to the Phillippeans.” Paul is not the wri-
ter. The conclusion of it says, written to the Phil-
lipeans from Rome by Epaphroditus.
dated.

The next is entitled,The Epistle of Paul the Apos-
tle, to the Colossians.” Paul is ‘not the writer.
The conclusion of the epistle says, “ Written from

It 1s not
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. | this distance of time as to who the persons were (hat
o > 58} Tvchicus and One- 1
' Rome to the Colossians, by ‘lyc . i really composed them.

% 5 f ’ s_imus.” : | ' . Even the cham 1 fCh ist1 i Y 1 k *
) g S . plons o ristianity, who look up
: ’ is ' « the first and second Lpis- . ' - |
N g The next is eutitled © the ) : s on the Gospels as an infallible oracle of divine truth,
b s of Paul the Apostle to the Thessalonians. ™ 1 v s -
2 tles of Fau P o | .. have been forced to acknowledge that ¢ with its real
b ns id 1 1 nclusion of them, to be wnt- >
S Ihey are said in the € , . date and sig- § miracles, the fictions of oral tradition had probably
? ten from Athens, ‘lhey are without date tsig- 4

become blended ; and the jndividual, by whom it

. nature- .. . . : P w itted to writin | |

‘z The next four Epistles are private letters. Two | Va8 ,com'mlt.t d . writing, .probab])'t add.ed what he
| kN e - , o ‘Titus, and one to recgarded as poetical embellishments. It is not ne- ..§
v 4 _ ~ V3 ( o < : G e * . !
‘ S of them are to Timothy, one ’ cessary to believe for example, that Mary and Zack- B

e ; body knows. 37 i
Philieon. Wh:;‘.theybwere RO BOTY s ariah actvally expressed themselves in the mythica/
The first to Timothy

‘s said to be written from .
‘ " The 4 language of the hymns aseribed te them; or to be-
Laodocea. Itis witbout date and signature 4
cecond to Timothy is said to be written fiom Rome,

% lieve as literal history the whote of the account res-
" .. . late and signature. The Epis- pecting the birth of John the: Baptist, or of the dif.
and is without qate « al'\' 't; °n from Nieopolis in ferent appearances of an angel, announcing himself as
« 1 " e - ‘ * - . TS . -
ISd'l d{;?th:)ixtwtlimte and signature. The Gabriel. With our present means of judging, how-
Lt 1S ' ‘ ‘ o

Jor SENES- T SR
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tle to Titus 1s

i S | ‘ :, | By .- s 7
,? L Macedqnvm; . . said to be written from Rome § €Ve€7, we cannot draw a precise line between the trutl
: ‘ Eristle to Philimon 18 # :and what has been added to the truth.”’

'by'{)ne'-imus. [t is without date. . : Yed
| B . . cribed to Paul 1s entitled, e .. . : .
The last Epistle as “ and Christianity multitudinous books professing to be

: tle to the Hebrews, .
toistle of Paul the A pos . . . at | . , .
?4 b’d e conclusion 1 Le written from Italy, by retelations from God were manufactur.ed and impos-
13 sald 1N | | ‘ed as such upon the ecredulous votaries of the Son

Hmethy | e ‘of Man. “ In the course of three centuries after the

The origin of the books of the. New lest.amen.t, dcath of Jesus, these effasions of inspiration wer
. .« those of the QOld 1s thus bunefl in
h the deepest obscufity and oblivi?n. There 1s ‘no
ovidence for us to believe that they are

productions of their reputed authors ;
‘ble means of ascertaining al

Bamam ot RVH

1t 15 a well-known fact that in the early ages of

‘._"""“" “ﬂ.-—q‘-ﬁ-‘m- -~ -

-multiplied to such an amazing extent, and the cor-
ruptions of manuscripts became so numerous and
manifest, that the Christianus of the, time felt the

“enormity of the growing evil and attempted to
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4 Jheck its farther progress. With this view they held § wecessfully upon the passi Secireg o
SR occlesiastical councils at Nice and Laodocia, and de- res'\lxx;ionévof tlhei noig tsnom;,t‘ stés, hopes, and
y cided by vote upon the divine origin of the books or z;nd £ enth -H‘g " ht muititu © Fond of pow-
P which suited their purpose. Thus in the 325th ¢ . of eRiATATIng t. € b“,““a’.“ 'mmd, these magi-
. year of the Christian era they selected four out of ; ::m?s > -§ccie(le:d ‘b.y feats of agility ?nd other mys-
3 the fifty Gospels submitted to them and condemned : I:ir:]:;xesdart: tuol;::”;r:;) mj‘ the ;'re(liluhty of dfe weak
L the rest as apocryphal althou ch they did not lack ! dele ate§o¥ heav;n I‘;Wp ' *e o.n or of bemg the
2 ' miracles and prophecies to uphold them. 1t 18 upon he t{; has excited 't; very . nefw impostor OT p o=
the authority of these assembled prelates the Chris- '}: Emazed e ne'.:'ﬁrrox 0.,' t.he.a | supe;stymus_,
tians have received their present Gospels unfolding 1 elaimed th gar .“.1 gn e}\h.lb.lthTI' of ‘mlracles
their marvellous scheme of human redemption. It = oot o 1:(?.;65",]?10'.]5' Qf eye .w1tnesse-zs in attes- |
is this holy synod that restored them their book of g atton ot s Givie MISSIoN. ]?“t on'a close analy-
life and procure d them their lost keys of heaven ! i Zli of tf;f.sci m.n;'acles, and exammatin.n qf the reports .,
But of what avail could be the prophecies of inspir- bleofr;u\; d“;; ht;eeyla_re gene:ially ‘r.ecerved, t?ey will
J ed sages, the miracles and death of Christ and the “the laws of n‘atur::e:n 1‘)50 .ucegl mn Sf‘bse""‘vef'm}’ to
) martyrdom of saints, if through the frailty of human “ Sciences‘. Those. w‘lll(o }xroug t?}e ?ld of th.'_e O'(:C“lt
b nature the fathers of the church have happened;; 6 ) ’ | lf}.\fe cux;c.;sxt}v and chs'urc
to err in the selection of the books laid before i‘::t utem :noﬁp(;oseculte th’? enqurry t? the fuliest

them? Was this assembly composed of all disin- w()e]? > ln an;xp.e matter for study in a Irench
terested, unprejudiced, infallible men, who could tm:;slalt':fleni;fc‘) %u]ﬁ;.sie(: lr)y XJE(:;Eb'e' Salvert'fi’n‘d

neither possibly deceive or bedisceived ? Could not p}‘\iloéo her in er:x;’mls- t') > } ' Th?nﬁfso."" l NS

the imperial iufluence of Constantine present on the . b o . el_a ing the prodigies of magi-
oceasion and the interest of the heads of the Church ©'87%» 8ives an account of the address ef a mere

secure the votes of the majority in their favor. ‘;]uggler n impofi“g upon a large audience of
wrespectable men “asscinbled at Nancy in 1829, < A

The proficiency which from a remote antiquity: Lo,
JOT * i €€ «v - 3 : vy o
some men of superior genius acquired in the arts o juggler, » says he ¢ very recently, indeed, exhibited

. . . tOthe ublic the ) .y , s .
' magic and the occult sciences enabled them to achi- P he spectacle of apparently beheading

5 : a man, s he lay upon the stage, 1 .
\ eve what are vulgarly called miracles, and work > y up eStJ..:,E, in stich a manner
_ as to excite very painful feelings in the spectators,

“.‘M&“ it
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[ 30 ] | [ 31 ] .
e severed head to convince the gcep-§ proceed from the roof of the choir, bewailing the

h it; to open the ;i condition of the deceased in purgatory, and reprov-
1 ing the brotherhood of their want of zeal. The tid-

He displayed th

tical and even invited them to touc
accord and to ;

mouth which shut again of its own
' ko .
e neck at the¥ ings of this supernatural eveat brought the whole

examine the bleeding section of th |
runk. He afterwards withdrew ai.brotherhood into the the Church. The voice again

curtain and almost immediately the living man ap-i;. repeated its lamentations and reproaches, and the
let us suppose the juggler to be above;g; whole convent fell upon their fages, and vouched to
the sceptic might say: }imake reparation of their error. They accordingly
but it ap-%c.hanted in full choir a De Profundis, during :t;e i
pears that 1 was wrong if my senses were not spell.,ﬁf;:interval (3f which the spirit ot the departed wmonk 2

hat jexpressed his satisfaction at their pious exercises.

bound by some insurmountable illusion. T admt t
the fact, if once established, becomes a valuable ac-jjThe Prior afterwards expressed stronglyagainst mo
d . D -

quisition to science ; but before I can recognize a'%deln scepticism on the subject of apparitions ; and
miracle in it, I must have the demoustration that;:@M. St. Gelle had great difficulty in convincing the
except God himself-’.g'ratemity that the whole was a deception.” Now if
At"j_éthe tricks of these jugglers played before the eyes

ooyl Bee
- .* .*4.' /} . o .

extremity of the t

xRS

£ peared. Now
the suspicion of chicanry,
« I presumed the thing to be impossible,

” -‘(.-z‘.-«-.,_ e

PR s e e

A the thing could not occur,

e should reverse the order of his own fixed laws.

: ’? . N . : .

4 present your proof reaches no further than what is ©of acute and sagacious observers of enlightentened
ag ) . ] )
ages could so completely escape detection’; might

afforded by my probably deceived sight and your:
mot the founder of Christianity practise the arts of

skilfulness. » In treating of ventriloguism employed €7
magic a.nd with far greater faéility dupe the unletter-

in oracles, he speaks of a most successful ventrilo- ¢
ed fishermen of Galilee ! Did not the higher orders

| i quist of modern times M. St Gelle, a grocer, of St.-
o Germain enlLaye’ of the Jewish pcople, the learned men of Greece,

.t > The ventriloquist exhibited his”
art merely as a matter of amusement but with a

pryepmunt -t e
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de- }(ome, and all other civilized countries combine in

: A gree of skill, which appears almost incredible. He§ ;lb.utmg the alleged miracles of Christ to magic, L
had occasion to take shelter from a storm ina con-% - n rcjecting his pretensions of divinity with '

; | . ?
| vent, while the monks were lamenting, over the tomb "?c‘g“ g |
of a lately deccssed brother t ut in the sense 1n which the deceptions of Christ

\ Le few honors that had |
been paid to his memory. A voice was heard to

have been viewed by his followers; miracles are in-
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[ 33 ]

. 32
’ : ] - - { perfectly that neither the human voice, nor human
fringements of the laws of nature, which no- amount§ o iple  has by the established constitution of
of testimony,-however'irrefragable it may appear {4 4hings any such power over the diseases of the
superficial observers, can establish to the satisfac-d eye.” Such being the nature of miracle, let us deli-
tion of unprejudiced observers.”” Miracles are, *° to} berately and impartially examine its claims on our

: ' Bis : ¢ yisi spen-3 , .. | e )
quote the words of Bishop Wilson, ¢ visible suspen g Lelief and the credibility of the testinony upon
sions of the laws of nature, on the general constang opio, it is founded. | -

: : ' servation of the whole3 | . |
ey of which the order a.nd preses ) ﬁ; Our personal experience and that of all man
universe rest.” According to this -defimtion,

n(’;‘ - L4

4 incom ‘ef;%kmd from the creation of the world to the present
’ . 2c, ne F €% Y eh ' 3 P P

work or event, how ever rare, strangg, & Pred moment have: established beyond the shadow of a

: id t iraculous unless . .
hensible to us, can be said to be miraculon % doubt the constancy and immutability of the laws

it be opposed to and be at varience with one ot
sunprejudiced observers of nature have in all ages
, | Yinvariable, aud universal operation of these laws and

such of ber laws as it pretends to suspend, controly
dperfect harmony with them The speculations of
imetaphysics, the researches of natural history, the

N
"‘-

-'-'aﬁ’-""" RS 1

dof nature. The believers of miracles as well as the
S ses an established and necessaril invari-= _ . ;
presupposes € y Uagreed in placing implicit faith in the - unbending
firegulated their conduct and all occurrences of life in
give sight to a blind man, by anointing his eyes withi

more of the known laws of nature. A miracle theng
able course of nature and our acquaintance withs
or violate. ¢ Thus’ to boriow an illustration frong
Horne’s Christian Evideness, ¢ were a physician to#
fdiscoveries of philosophy, and improvements iun dif-

. ARyl

: a chemical preparation, which we had never before

.- .

- . tiferent branches of human khowledge, have enhanced
scen, and to the nature and qualities of which we

: were absolute strangers, the cure would to us un-

doubtedly be wonderful, but we-could not pmnouncc?f tuitive and axiomatic truth which bas survived the

] ' use it micht be the physi- . : .
it to be miraculous, because SRS PUY¥*4revolutions of science and commanded the rational
cal effect of the unguent to the eye. But were Le:

-instead of deminishing our confidence in the con-

e Y st

stancy of these laws. Their immutability is an in-

O emn sait W T R T

Mo -

* ‘.

,.. _ "“ifaith and just veneration of the whole race of men.
_ to give Sight_ to h.is patient me}'ely by Fommand‘_ﬂs %\Ve cannot therefore credit the accounts of miracles
! 4 him to receive if, or Ly anointing his eyes with infringement of those laws ¢ on the constancy of |
spittle, we should with the utmost confidence Pr* which the order and preservation of the whole uni- B
E \ nounce the cure to be a miracle ; because we know- | ‘-?
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verse rest ” upon any testimony which does not
outweigh the evidence of our senses, the aniform ex-
perience of all men of all climes, and the proofs of
science. But as the testimony of the apostles upon
which the miracles are founded falls infinitely shorter
than these overwhelming evidences, and ¢ as a weak-
er evidence can never distroy a stronger ¢ we can-
not consistently with reason and common sense cre-
dit any reports of the miraculous infringements of
; To. believe in miracles’is, in
fiae, to deny God’s immutability, his mauifold power,

and infinite wisdom.

. Were we. even to.concede to the advocates of
Christianity the pessibility of miraculous occurrences,
and the sufliciency of a certain species of .testimony
to establsh them, (though we have no reason to do
s0) they would still fail to prove that Christ is the
Son of Goud who pescended on earth for the purpose
of regenerating the fallen world., The mircles as-
cribed to him are not attested by a class of men who,
by the good sense, superior learning, and unques-
tioned interity were above the snspicieus of being
misled by a blind eredulity or actuated by a deli-
berates design of deceiving others. Since the testi-
mony of Josepbhus, Tacitus, Livy, and such other
celebrated historiaus are rejected with scorn when
they speak of prodigies, it is a height of infamation
to ask us to acquisce in the belief of miracles said
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[ 35 ]
to have been witnessed by the very dregs of a bar-
barous people devoid of all-education and charger
by their own contemperaries of fashood and im-
posture. - 4 .

The martyrdom of the -first Christians, so ofter
cited by the . friends of the Gosyel as the hightest
possible evidence of the reality of -the miracles said
to have been wrought by their- Lord, farnishes no
stable basis for the structure of the Christian argu-
ment. Was it for religion alone or for sole testi-
fying to the fact of miracles’ that the ‘primitive

‘hristians had to suffer at the take or the scaffold ?
Were not the martyrs often accused of violating the
laws of the land and condenned for euncroaching
upon the rights of their fellow brethren 1 Did they
not fall victims to popular indignation rather than
as martyrs to the cause of truth ? The severity of
their punisbment no doubt exceeded their crimes;
but can it be denied that they snak under the weight
of civil and political charges truly er falsely prefered

* agdinst them ?

The Jews:were once raised to power and affluence
by David, and at a later period deiivered from ser-
vitude and restored to their country by =~ Cyrus.
When they,;were again conqu-.red’and. oppressed by
foreigners, it was natural for them to expect thata
‘delivered like Dadid or Cyrus should rise to redress

their grivances and revive their gold theocracy.
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Hence 'prophets rose to predict the coming of a
Redeemer, a Saviour, the Lord of hosts and the

King of the Jews. Their prophecies of a deli-
verer of the royal blood, and of the family of David
a conquerer armed with imperial power and vested
with the pomp and splendour of oriental royalty :
can be never reasonably applied to Jesus, a man of the
lowest extraction, born in astable laid in a man
ger the companion of fishermen. and himself an
obseure carpenter of Nazauth. We propose therefore

‘to vavil ourselve of the asistance of Thomas Paine in

entering upon a more minute examination of the
prophiece and deticting their false ‘application to the
tents of the New Testament relating to Jesus Christ.
Prophieces cited by Methew.— ¢ Now all this
was done that it might be fulfilled which was spoken
by the Prohet, saying.” Behold a virgin shall be
with child, and shall bring forth a son, and they
shall call his name Emmanuel, which being intupre.
ted, is God with us. “Allusion is here made to Isaiah
Chap : V 11, ver : 14, which is construed into a pro-
phecy concerning Jesus Christ but the prophet, who
pronounced it appears to have never dreamed of such
an interpretation. When Ahaz, the king of Judah,
was invaded by the kings of Israil and Syria, Isrial
desired the former to ask a éign of the Lord. This
Ahaz refused to do saying he would not tempt the
Lord : upon Which Isaich says, ver: 14, ¢ Therefore
the Lord hims®# shall give you asign; Behold, a

lhou abhorrest shall be forsaken of both her kings’’,

[ 31 Y

virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, and shall call
his name Immanuel. Butter and Honey shall he
.at, that he may know to refase the evil and choose
jhe good. For before the child shall know to re-
ase the evil, and choose the good, the land that

meaning Pekah, the king of Israel, and Rezin the
king of Syria ). Here the birth of a son is the signy
and here also is the time limited for the accomplish-
ment of the sign, namely, before that son should
know to refuse the evil and choose the good. The
birth of the son te be a siga of success to Ahaz
| hust have taken place before the issue of the battle
ibetween him and his assailants. It would have beem.
a mockery for lsaiah to have assured Ahaz as a sign
that these two kings should not prevail agalnst him,
that - child should be borm seven hundred years
ofter his death; and that before the child so born
should know to refuse the evil and choose the good, he,
Ahaz, should be delivered from the danger he was ther
immediately threatened with. But the case is, that

 {he child of which Isaiah speaks was his own child, for
he says in the next chapter, ver. 2, ¢ And.I took unto

! ne faithful witnesses to record, Uriah the priest, and
Zechariah the son of Jeberchiah. And 1 went unto

¢ the prophetess, and she conceived and bare a son :*’
and he says in ver. 18 of the same chapter, ¢ Behold

I 1 and the children whom 1:he Lord hath given mec are

>
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ifor signs and for wonders in Israel.” It may not b
nflpl.'oper here to observe, that the word transyl- t:d .
wvirgin in Isaiah, does not signify a virgin in H:brewa
b.ut m.erely a young woman. The tense also is f l,
sified in the translation. Levi gives the Hebrew t a;
of the 14th ver. of the 7th chap. of lsaiab, and :l?
translation in English with it—*¢ Behold’ a .o ne
woman is with child and beareth a son.” YOe
. Micah, chap. V. ver. 5—6 : “And this man shall be

the peace, when the Assyrian shall come into our
1and : and when he shall tread in our palac.es then
shall we raise against him ( that is the Assyrian), seve
shepherds and eight principal men. And t;hen
shall waste the land of Assyria with the sword anfl
the land of Nimrod in the entrances thereof °, thu
shall He ( the person spokén of at the head <;f th::«
2nd verse ) deliver us from the Assyrian when he
cometh into ourland and when he treadeth within,our
b‘o.rders.” Matthew makes of the 6th and 2nd versés of
thx.s f:hap. a prophecy concerning Jesus Christ. But
this is so evidently descriptive of a military chief
f:hat it cannot be applied to Christ without outrag-
ing the character they pretend to give us of hi;
Besides the circumstances of the times here spoker;
of, and those of the times in which Christis said
have lived, are 1in contradiction to each other. 1t
was the Romans, and not the Assyrians,

conquered and were in the land of Judea and trod

e

to
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in their palaceg '
he died, and so far

they who
he suffered- under it.

;s in Hosea, chap.

that had ’

e

and when

when Christ was born,
it was

from his driving them out,

signed the warrant of his execution and

The next prophecy to which Matthew alludes
XI. ver I ¢ When Israel was

and callel my son out of

Fgypt.” Ver. 2 .« As they called them, so they went
from them :they sacrificed unto Baalim, and burned
incense to graven images. >’ This refers to the chil-
dren of Israel coming out of Egypt in the time of
Pharoah, and to the idolatry they committed after-
wards; and not to Christ who 18 supposed,to have been

free from the guilt of idolatry. )

age in Jeremiah, chap. 31, ver. 15, con-
ing Jesus, a$ the descrip-

It describes the

r'mgs «f the Jews when they were
abylon by Nebuchadnezzar. In the
les them that their

eremiah conso
end and their children

own land.

a child, then 1 loved him,

tion thereof 1s

sorrows an d suffe

1ed captive to B
two following verses J
<uiferings shouid have an

should return acain to their
Isaiah, chap. 9, vet. 1, 2, is not predictive but des-
criptive of things that had been accomplished. The
o nast tense, and has no reference to

whole is in the §
events which were then in the wombD of futurity.
4 , < Surely he hath borne our

Isaiah, chap. 53, Ver
and carried our SOTTOWS, contalas No prophecy

griefs,
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relating to Christ. i e
R 1shtim.'l‘he _circumstances there given
the past tense. According >
tie bas . g to Grotius, Isaiah i
f::) ? thigs oofi r..Ieremlah;.but: Thomas, Painl;wdl?re
om & perI; uoxfl am? thinks the passage has refere: s
to some pers :1‘1: 1(: Isaiah’s time. ¢ Behold my servaii
el Dl .oselm t my beloved in whom my soul
he should shew : d Dy my spiit upon him, and
he should she ju genfent to. the Gentiles, he ;hnll
not sirive ! qxt' Cry, nelth‘er shall any man hear l?'
ol SmOkin; f1i¢3ets, a bruised reed shall he not br Pl:
2 judao ax shall he not quench, till he serelav
forer J é,em?nt unto victory—and in h" o
entiles trust.”® Matthew has tallxs nallllle
ten this

- ~ e e
. W’f
- * -
. .‘; Y

Besi :
esides, the descriptiop isinm

) '8AaYS,

as 1
gans:}geifr:m rIsa.}llah, chap. XII1. ver. 1, 2, 3, 4, and
Tsonderls w;;i:p ecy concerning Christ. Isa,iaI; 18
b oy er, am.i has not given the name t:'
A Seszrlbed in this passage. But this de:
er amhorit. aol; apply to Jesus Christ, who ha&
e tmon yﬁamon.g the Gentiles; and as to his
e :;123t1v‘il§ro descri.bed by the bruised
canit be said of him that h‘;“;?;ﬁxe]‘it };:r] .axirleit}lller
. at

his voi 4 t 1

> ch::;:s“ :i Sr.mu heard in the street. As a preacher

e was bis a;}noes: to be heard, and we are told that

ap roveled @ ltuh the ‘ country for that purpose
elf has given a long sermon ; but t(;

r 41 ] T

aces are equally

(the 4th) as 1t
quoted,

o mere quibble, since both the pl

The last verse in the pass age

public.
d which Matthew has not

stands in Isaiah, an
« He shall not fail nor be di
dgement 10 the earth and the isles shall

wait for his law.” This cannot be gaid of Jesus
Christ, who, according to Matthew, withdre™W
himself for fear of the Pharisees, and charged the

people that followed him not to make it known where
and who according to other parts of the

he was 3
was continually moving from place to

Testament,
place to avoid being apprehended.
9, has reference to

Zechariah, chap. 1X. ver.
the entry of the Jews from captivity and not to the
Jesus Dever

 entry of Jesus 700 years afterwards.
rode to Jerusalem, accompanied, a8 has been said bY

Zechariah, by a great naltitude shouting, and rejoic—
ing, and spreading their garments DY the way. De-
sides, the description o the present tense can
have no relation to Je n cen-

uries afterwards.
Yeremiah, chap. 32, Wer: 6 .« Apd Jeremiah said

the word of the Lord came anto me sayings Behold
Hanameel, the son of Shallum thine uncie shall come

unto thee, saying Buy thee my field that 1s 1n Anath-
oth, for the right of redemption is thine to buy it. S0
Hanameel mine ancle’s son cam court

of the prison; according to

have set Ju

being 1

sus, who was born seve

scouraged till he
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and said unto me, Buy my field, I pray thee, that
13 in Anathoth, which is in the country of Benjamin:
for the right of inheritance is thine, and the richt of
redemption is thine ; buy it for thysef. Then I knew
that this was the word of the Lord. And I bought
the field of Hanameel mine uncle’s son, that was in
Anathoth, and weighed him the money, even
seventeen shekels of silver. And 1 subscribed
the evidence and sealed it, and took witnesses
and weighed the money in balance. So I took
the .evidence of the purchase, batk that which was
sealed according to the law and custom, and that
which was open: And I gave the evidence of the pur-
chase unto Baruch, fhe son of Neriah, the son of
Maaseiah, in the sight of Hanameel mine uncle’s son
and in the presence of the witnesses that subscribed
‘the book of the purchase, before all the Jews that
sat in the court of the prison. And I charged Baruch
before them, saying, Thus saith the Lord of hosts,
the God of Israil; Take these evidences, this evidence
of the purchase, both which is sealed, and the
evidence which is open; and put them in an .earthen
vessel, that they may continue many days. For thus
saith the Lord of hosts, the God of Israel; Houses

and fields and vineyards shall be possessed again
in this land.” This passage contains no prophecy
regarding the purchase of the potter’s field related by
Matthew. This is a story of a quite different tran-

_ypelated to have

AT

meel and his cousin which 18

n Hana :
N about sevel cen

been finally closed
' ah.
tur{es before the birth of Jesus and Judab

‘hen Judas

~ 11. ver. 3 Then Ju Y

Matthew, chap. XXV1L he saw that he was
which

aved him, when .
bt and brought agallk

y d himselt }
" lepe“'te r tothe c’hi:ef priests and elders,
lin that 1 have betray ed the

4. And they said, what is.s that to t.xls? :e;(;
1d he cast down the pieces: of st vil )
arted, and went and ha.nged lm&
ests took the silver pieces an
put them into- the treasu_ry‘,‘
it is the price of blood. And t.hey toc;

| hem the potters’ field to

Hought with t . e o
» This accountis contradic ..y %

k of the Asts of the Apostles; w.i‘;elfem
r 18 ¢ ¢ Now this man ( Judas }’ :
. ceward of iniguity &c t
ntradictions of the two .
be reconciled ¥ %

saction betwe
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Jay] ave sinne
Saying. 1 bav

innocent bloo

thou to that. A
the temple, and d?;? .
gself. And the chief prl

aaid, 1t1s not lawfal to

because
counsel, and

bury strangers
that in the boo

it is sal 1. ve
it is said, chap. .
purchased a field with the

How are these glaring co
infallible and inspired pe"xmen to o
Matthew, chap- WYX VIL ver. o2: A e,
d him, and parted his garments, c€as g o 2
falfilled which was spoken DY :

it N ful
that it might be s SOk e,
They parted my gara BN e

' t lots.
ture did they cas o et &
=

18.
psalm, ver ' nd
~ i misfortunes 2
"‘\1{ and his owa ;

i

crucifie

prophet,

and upon my ves

‘< in the 22nd
age 18 11
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< .
- TR

chap. V. ver. 46

~oa | .- -7,
‘g - . -y
e I,a'n‘ | A AL
NN

not those of Christ. The languace is - . |
fmc? the interpretation which Eascbeennott'of::f; hi:iﬁ Proph?caes cg.]ed :)sy J:hvtv‘:)uld have believed me, for he
it, is quite arbitrary, ye b::l:;et:\le . ?;he,- gook of the Acts of the Apostles,‘
. . 99

Prophecies, cited by Mark : < Asit is written in :nmgpeaking of Jesus 8ays, chap. | II1. ver.o i;:
the prophets, Behold, I send my messenger before « For Moses truly said unto the fathers, A plt: llo“r
thy face, which shall prepare the way betf(:)re thee.? ghall the Lord your God raise up unto }’;;u o in. 0 2
Mark has peryerted the text in Malachi, chap..3 brethrem, like unto. Me, him shall ye ”ear i
ver. I, to answer his own purpose. The passarre: things whatsoever he shall say unto you. t
1o Malachi is in the first person, * Behold I wti.'ll he person spoken of in the Pentateuch, is not Z
send my messenger, and he shall prepare the way T. e Ps ¢ Joshua, the minister of Moses, whom the E*
befo're nEle. Bat who shall abide the day of  his. : .Chnst, ued o be,n ominated his successor to pre- ‘ |
comm‘g;f and wio shall stand when he appeareth # latter(;:?usder ond anarchy after his death among ‘ i
for heis like a refiner’s fire and like fuller'’s sope.” ven\; lso;ites whohad no systematic government at i
l‘%le dth verse of the next chapter says, “ Behold, I .the .srae This will appear evident from the sub- § !
will send you Elijah the prophet before the com,;no- - Eh.e Hme t."sn from the Numbers, chap. XXVIL i%
of the great and dreadful day of the Lord.” Hmz X joined quo'f‘o? N d the Lord said unto Moses, get thee 'i
can the.passage quoted by Mark, which evidently | ver. 12: : A t Abarim, and see the land which
refersto Elijah and the day of judgement, be up into t..hxs moun the children of Israel, And when
reasonably construed into a prophecy relatir:cr to T have given unfo s ot be gathere 1 unto
John the Baptist and the birth-day of Churist ? 5 thou hast seen 1:{ to:‘tlh ) bmt‘.jxel" was gathered B Ver. \

thy people, a8 ar y “to the Lord, sayings Let

15: “And Moses spake u

The 3rd verse of Mark, chap. I, whicli has been
the Lord, the God of the

SpArits of all flesh, set & %

? | :

| taken from Isaiah, chap. XI[. ver. 3, says,  The" .

i . N ’ ‘ 'l

; . : : : . . h; out be- i

;| voice of one crying in the wilderness, Prepare ye man over the congregation, which may goh o 3 ¥

: . . | R ?

, the way of the Lord, make his paths straight.” This fore them, and which may go in b.ef‘ore t em;)r.mﬂr i\ ..

| passage is too general and declamatory to be applied which may lead them ouf, and which mady . m.; i

; [ T ‘ . . € 3t

i exc!uswely to any particular person or purpose. them in; that the congrezation of the Lo Lord said A

g Besides, the expressione L oiigdt . 1 o sheep which hase =2 shepherd. And the Lor - 3 .:

_ OffF o1 Trg gl a 1T g n, & 1; .

- Joshua, the son of Num, i

: z'

~5v . .

thg pregent tevsﬁ\ PR
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| cannot be viewed as propHetic, =~ W% anto Moses, 17
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man in whom is the. spirit, and lay thine hand upon abroad out of the house; neither shall ye break &

him; And set him before Eleazar the priest, and be-. bone thereof.”’ h
;f)rﬁ t:xll :1edcolr]1g1-etc;l'atlion; and give him a charge in their This is abrief sketch of the prophecies said to ?a\: . !
ight. And thou shalt put > in OF U ; . st T ] of the
X put some of thine honor upon been made concerning Jesus Churist. The writers iy

him, that all the conzregation of the children of
Israel may be obedient.” Ver. 22: “And Moses did as |
the Lord commaaded him: and he took Joshua, and
set him before Eleazar the priest. and before all the
congregation ; And helaid his hands apon him, and

gave him a charge, as the Lord commanded by the
hand of Moses.”’ '

John, chap. 19, ver. 33 : ¢ But when they came to
Jesus, and saw that he was dead already, they brake
not his legs”.Ver. 36 : ¢ Far these things were done that
the scripture should be fulfilled, A bone of him shall

several books which compose the New 'Testament, g
have, as it has been already pr.oved, extracted s?mz |
broken texts of the Hebrew Scriptures and contrive :
y them to certain anecdotes of J esus on purpose r

to make their own writings assume an air of unpu.rtance ;§

and authority. On restoring these texis to their pf'ot-‘ . |
ngthem with the words V\.Thlc .
every man of ordinary discre- g |
acy of the argument N
hecies of the Jewich

to app!

per places and connectl
precede and follow them,
tion will clearly perceive the fall
avising from the so-called prop

\ .

not be broken.”” Far from being a prophecy, this
passage does not bear the remotest relation to Jesus.
It is a broken sentence taken out of Exodus, chap.
XII. treating of the Jewish ceremony called tl;e
Passover, as the following-
book will prove.

quotation from that

““And the Lord said unto Moses and Aaron, This

¢s the ordinance of the Passover - There shall no

stranger eat thereof : But every man’s servant that

REEERR

prophets. |

The bible is full of fables and absurd%ties. It t;em.s
with stories of ghosts and apparitions,. thcheslan.n:;:
zards. Its passages are dark and,mnb.lguousl.I tscxe er
pretations are conjectural and varying. b ex;ﬁence
opposition of its professors to every new-born ,

Hence
and their subsequ

the burning of witch
Christains. Truths which were once

ent recognition of 1ts truth.

es and the division of sects among
deemed fatal to

- : . : ¢ reconciled to 1ts n
] 18 bought for money, when thou hast circumecised Christanity, are now attempted to b 1 etions false AL
; i . . ST T its inductio . i
3 hl.m, then shall he eat thereof. A foreignier and an doctrines. Its facts are asy d,land e imony i
] hired servant shall not cat theren? I one nonze siuil - It admits the reahts cleson a false testi: ) k *i
: poowrd ‘ : P
. N ;or ' - . i ‘ . t elr '
: it be eaten; It ns crorht e flesh Christ alone from g
t > thou shalt nos cai :chtalfoe flesh and deduces the ,?f iR
i ’ . 7 ‘ ‘
.‘
”:i : -"r Sy .
" | -fi <o
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occurrence. Taking for granted that -every miracles
worker is a celestial and an infallible teacher of truth
and the saviour of man, it may be logically concluded
that the magiciansof Egypt whose miracles are recorded
in the Old Testament are also celestial and infallible
teachers of truth and the saviours of man. This nuch
for the biblical mede of argumentation. Now, it may be
also affirmed that Christianity has not discovered a
single rule of morality unknoewn to the ancieats, nor are
its precepts alone in their excellence and purity. Con-
fucius, Socrates, Cicero, and other philosophers of an-
tiquity had inculcated the same maxims several cen-
turies before the birth of Christ. Confucius, to whom
the Christians are indebted for the summum, bonum
of their ethics, taught to do to another what you would
should be done unto you ; and do not to another what
you would should not be done unto you. ¢You are
not permitted to render evil for evil > was one of the
precepts of Socrates. Numberless extracts of this
nature may be given from other ancient authors, but it
may suffice to quote a few lines from the 11. Discourse
delivered by sir William Jones in 1794 before the
Asiatic Society of Calcutta, ¢ on the Philosophy
of the Asiatics.”” If the conversion of the Pundits
and Moulavis in this country shall ever be attempted
by protestant Missionaries. they must beware ¢f
asserting, while theg ¥8¥ 1 ~ » cospel of truth, what. -
those pundits and moula.. = “now to be false.
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The former would cite that beautiful Arya couplet

] turies before our
1 as ‘written at least three cen !
it the duty ofa good man,

] S
d which pronounce ood
ven t : ruction, to consist not

] ment of his dest : :
Eo e forgivi desire of benefiting his

. . . g
in forgiving, but even1n . . :
o - he sandal-tree, in the instant of its over

estroyer, as t . s ¢
X ’ t:eds perfume on the axe which fellsit; and
et | eating the verse of

| ' h in rep

he latter would triump

tSadi who represents the return of good‘ for goocin ::

a éli,gbt' reciprocity, but says to. t.he vxr;lumt? e

««Confer benefits on bim who has injured thee, g
. (8 j

an Arabian sentence, and a maxim apparently ?f ltl:e
ancient Arabs. Nor would the Musgulmans dax b :
cite fr;)m distiches of Hafiz who has illustrated tha

with fanciful but elegant allusions.:—

om yon orient shell to love thy foe,
with pearls, the hand that brings thee woe;

a rock, from base vindictive pride,

ms the wrist that tears thy side s
e rewards the stony shower,

the balmy flower 3

maxim
¢t Learn fr
And store
Free like yO
Imblaze with ge
Mark, where yon tre

With fruit nectarioufzqgr

i 4 5',,0 3
All nature calls alpu "".kg

Than heal the »
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As for the theology of the bible, it is a system of
polytheism alike revolting to reason and degrading
to God. Instead- of one living and true . God,
the creator of the uuiverse, the father of lights, an:l
the soveteign disposer of all events, revealed by the

‘unerring book of _nature, it ascribes divinity to three
~distinct persons endowed with the passions and frail-

ties of man. It attributes materiality to God the
Father by representinghim as walking in the Paradise
and occasionally. conversing with man  face ¢o face .
It makes God,the son, assume the form and weakness

-of humanity, and represents the holy Ghost as

having the figure of a dove. Dose-it not. impute im-
votence to God by describing the, plans of Infinite

Wisdom and Almighty Power as frustrated by the
subtile machinations of a malignant spirit ? Dose:

itnot represent the Eternal justice as a sanguinary
and iniquitous judge dooming to perdition the whele
race of man for the disobedienee of Adam alone ?
Pose it not exhibit the FFather of mercies as a cruéi,
revengeful, and blood-thirsty demon delighting in the
massacre of nations and the destruction of the whole
world by a- universal deluge ? Does it not virtually
deny His immutdbility by representing him as a fickle

inconsideratg being - ~onstantl»~hanging the HFE i - P well “itd evid . e
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Peraelitas to bortow jewelsvaf their neighbours and’
go out of Eaypt ¥ Is-not. this- making' the Father of |
hiohifiess-tlie chief idstizatos: andtaccessory to a, band:
of robbera-andithieves B Does it not accuse Him of:

l fornigation by répresenting: his intercourse with Vir~

gin: Mary,:and.attributiago Jesus: a calestial birth.?'
Does it not:deséribe Him as- accepting:a Jhuman sacri-
fece i the: erdcifivion’ of him-as an atonement ff‘)r. the
sins of a faflers world # Bot how can: ‘Justice,’ without

| yenouncitz:its very mature. or- commiiting a- suicide,

reloase. the gailtyiand besmeéar -its” hands- -with the
blood of the innecent 1:Hew: could. the natural death
of Ghrist bea proper substitute for the spiritnal death:
of man 1. Again-ifithe life of Jesus. was laid down;as 3

<reserve’ itdotder ¥ were performead

| just: equivalent: for that of . glie: firde sinful; :'.be.li'e.ver,'
Jhbéw can: that Yife: be  again offered’ iny.expiation of-

other believérs.and of generations-yeot unborn !

tion of the Christian: missi.d"n‘aries,. look-to the pas-

saces of the Bible-asto ity genuineness.. 1fithe very
O : ) L . . ]

aontents of this book. betray its spurioushess and

you rely on'th’
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'‘Now iﬂy dear friends E'-"e:’-'e you _s'irﬁ'er"_ yourtelves t@
be misled by the vain sophistriés, -and false declama-

prove it t6 be a: forgery, with * what confidence can:
' ~ {jeity -~ records ¥ Weigh

'« til- miracles-

thrist but
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by. t.he founders .08 emyxo't,her ’ys“m O‘f revealed{ #
religion. The Okl Festament itself rélates the mivecles -
performed by the magicians of Egypt, and acknow- |

-

river of water into a piver-of blood.. The .book;. which
treats of the divimity of Christ, :ispfofuse' in its stories
of devils, sorcerers, witches, and' wizards, and-you have

the same grounds: to.believe the one as. you

precisely
Ponder

have to believe the other patts of the. story.
deeply on the scriptural- texts which pretend to predict
the coming of a Messmah, and try terdetect the frauds
which lurk amidst its- boasted prophecies. Consider
the invalidity of the testimony, and examine the cha-
racter and eapacity of the alleged-witnesses, before you
oredict the miracles, which-form the .pillm".s a8 it were
of Christianity. 1f a namber of men- -professin;-r to be
messengers from God were to tell you that aapart is
greater t.han.the-whole_,_would you ‘believe this to be
p_ossible, and confide in their testimony t Ask of the
miissionaries the names of the martyrs, read tﬁe'chargq-
es that were brought against them, the defence the
mzfde, the erositions of the witnesses; the prdced.{
,'mgs-and sentence Qf éhe ti‘ibuﬁfﬁW‘@ﬁw@mi Cid, L1 vi
‘were judged, and-v. >, who jéemmg Wt laid his’.lif;.t‘;‘r'
R p-{" "- racle or Sim{ﬂy |
ears»With regard t Y

“morality, what new

1 d 2 -0y , ‘- . . e ® a A 1+ ) : r 3
edges their power of turming sticks-into-snakes:and a | . the researches of the ancient P
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Jdoctrine  in ethical scrence has

istianity discovered ti
hilosophers- and that

could not be known.without the help of revelation t

Does not the theotogical part of the bible rob the
him.

ted attributes and ignore
> Build net your faith then

d load not on its
. é%?ad-

Diétyr of his most exal
to the level of humanity
.on the quick sands of Christianity an
frail bark the treasures-of your religious hope
the lessons of smmortal truth written by the finger of.
ing characters in the vast

God in legible and glow
o Him alone for peace n.

volume of nature, and.lock t

time and eternity.

»
- v \
L e
» =
’.
» .
3
%
»
//
Ve
-~
f
<




	CSS_0086_0202.tif
	CSS_0086_0203.tif
	CSS_0086_0204.tif
	CSS_0086_0205.tif
	CSS_0086_0206.tif
	CSS_0086_0207.tif
	CSS_0086_0208.tif
	CSS_0086_0209.tif
	CSS_0086_0210.tif
	CSS_0086_0211.tif
	CSS_0086_0212.tif
	CSS_0086_0213.tif
	CSS_0086_0214.tif
	CSS_0086_0215.tif
	CSS_0086_0216.tif
	CSS_0086_0217.tif
	CSS_0086_0218.tif
	CSS_0086_0219.tif
	CSS_0086_0220.tif
	CSS_0086_0221.tif
	CSS_0086_0222.tif
	CSS_0086_0223.tif
	CSS_0086_0224.tif
	CSS_0086_0225.tif
	CSS_0086_0226.tif
	CSS_0086_0227.tif
	CSS_0086_0228.tif
	CSS_0086_0229.tif
	CSS_0086_0230.tif
	CSS_0086_0231.tif



