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202 FRAGMENTS or MINUTES

have not been more effe@ual to good purpofes, nor that the
ftate of mankind is fuch as we feel, and as we are apt to
complain that it is.

XXIIL

E may aflure, from fa&, that this has been the divine

oeconomy, and leave thofe men to affume from ima-
gination what this oeconomy has, or {hould have been, who
have fo much theological prefumption. But whilft we leave
them to imagine without fa&, we muft not fuffer them to
imagine againft it. Nothing can be, I think, more true than
what has been advanced concerning the unnatural religions,
laws, and cuftoms eftablifhed in the feveral focieties of men,
and yet it is not lefs true, that the tables of natural religion and
law are hung up in the fight of all men.  All may read them,
and tho error has prevailed, and will ever prevail in the bulk
of mankind againft knowledge, more or lefs, and to fome
degree, becaule it is agreeable to the private interefts of thofe
who lead, and to the prejudices of thofe who are led, that it
fhould, I do not believe that there ever was a time, when it
could be faid with truth that the law of nature was imperfe&-
ly known, or that it was an incomplete fyftem of morality
before the chriftian revelation, both of which propofitions are
roundly advanced by divines, tho manifeftly falfe.

Dr. Crarke fays, in his evidences of natural and revealed
religion, which are often dim, and often weak, that the
heathen philofophers were never able to prove and explain
clearly and diftin@ly enough to perfons of all capacities thofe
things which they were the moft fully certain of, and did in
good meafure underftand, fuch as the obligations of virtue,
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and the will of God, in matters of morality. Now if it
could be reconciled to common fenfe that they underftood
not fully, but in good meafure only, fuch dod@rines as the
are faid in the fame fentence to have been fully certain of,
there would be no occafion to wonder that they were unable
to prove and explain them. But to pafs this over, the reafons
alledged to fhew their inability in this refpe®, or that they
underftood thefe things in good meafure only, are fuch as
give, indeed, great occafion to wonder when they fall from the
pen of {o able a writer. Their difcourfes, he fays, were rather
{peculative and learned, nice and fubtile difputes, than prac-
tical and ufeful inftru@ions; the bulk of mankind could
not profit by the fublime doé&rine of Prarto, for inftance.
Agreed.  The difficulty then of difcovering, and explaining
the will of God, in matters of morality, and the whole fyftem
of natural religion arofe merely from the method they took
of difcovering it to themfelves, and of explaining it to others.
That is, they did by this {yftem the very thing which divines
have done by that of chriftianity. Philofophers departed from
the fimplicity of nature, divines from that of the gofpel. Had
the former been content to collec the will of God, as far as it
concerns the duty of man, from what they knew of them-
felves, of their fellow creatures, and of the conftitution, phy-
fical and moral, of the world, they had neither bewildered
themfelves, nor grown unintelligible to others. But they could
not be fo content. Many of thefe antient, like their mimics,
the modern reafoners, ¢ 4 priori,” undertook to deduce the re-
ligion of human nature and of human reafon, from principles
that exift infinitely beyond them. They knew human na-
ture, and from thence they might, by the help of human rea-
fon, have taught very Clt‘ztrly what th(-?y underftood very fully.
They did both when they kept within thefe bounds, but when
they went beyond them, they did neither. When they pre-
Dd 2 tended
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tended to contemplate the nature and moral attributes of the
Supreme Being, they were, indeed, as unqualified for it as
bats are to behold the light of the fun. They puzzled the
cleareft, and confounded the moft diftinét ideas, fometimes by
metaphyfical enthufiafm, and fometimes by political defign ;
for when fuch mifts are con_]ured up in the moft ferene parts
of our intelle@tual {yftem, it cannot be intended by men
who are in their {fenfes, one would think, to make us fee
better, and, therefore, I could never read the propofition, that
we may eafily know God, if we be not ignorant of ourfelves,
fo abfolutely advanced, nor that ftrange parallel between God
and the foul of man, wherein Dr. Barrow confefles that he
indulged his thoughts fomewhat freely *, without being forry
to find them in the works of fo refpectable an author.

AxorHEer reafon, brought by CrLarkg, to thew how un-
able thefe philofophers were to prove and explain the obliga-
tions of natural religion is this, They were never able to
frame to themfelves any complete, and regular, and confiftent
fyftem or {cheme of things. If by thefe words be meaned, as
it muft be in this place, fuch a {fyftem or {cheme of morality,
the fa& aflerted is untrue, how excellently foever the eloquent
LacTaNTIUS may have ft.t this matter forth, or the judicious

usTIN may have fupported our modern doctor. In contra-
diction to all three, we may affirm boldly, becaufe truly, that
there is no one moral virtue which has not been taught, ex-
plained, and proved, by the heathen philofophers, both occa-
fionally and purpofely. It is, therefore, particularly abfurd, in
chriftian writers to fay as fhe author of the evidences fays, after
his two guides, that thefe philofophers did, indeed, dllCO‘» erall
the particular docrines of true religion, but that no one of

* Vol. II. Serm. vii,
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them made a {fcheme true in all it’s parts, nor didany one col-
le& the feveral truths fcattered up and down in their writings.
For, I afk, arc all the truths of natural and revealed religion
collected into one regular and complete {fyftem in any of the
gofpels, or even of the epiftles? did any one of the fathers of
the church make an entire {cheme of religion or morality true
in all it’s parts? will any man have the front to deny that
they all mingled fome truth and fome error? did not this
very LiacTaNTIUS, did not Justin dofo? did any one of the
fathers colleé the truths that concern all our moral obliga-
tions, feparate them from the errors, and make a regular
complete {yftem of the whole? will it be faid that St. Am=
srose did? but St. AMBROSE was a poor imitator of TuLLY.
In fhort, all the heathen philofophers agreed, that the practice
of virtue was of neceflary and indifpenfable obligation, and
that the happinefs of mankind depended on it in general and
in particular. They all agreed likewife what was virtue, and
what was vice, and if they had any difputes about the great
principles of natural, Chriftians had the fame about the great
principles of revealed religion. They had fuch in the days
of Justin and of Lacrantrus, and that they continued to
have them in our days, Crarke himfelf has been a fignal cx-

am ple.

It was neither natural theology, nor ethics, that perplexed
patural religion. It was metaphyfical theology. ~ Antient,
like modern, heathen, like chriftian philofophers, had indeed
many trifling difputes about words, the ftoics particularly, or
about things fo very plain that nothing lefs than grecian
acutenefs could make them appear at all intricate. ~Such

were thofe about the ¢ fummumbonum®’ inwhich it is faid,

* Varro, St. AUSTIN,

there
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there were two hundred and fourfcore different opinions.
That there were fo many may be doubted, but that they muft
have been extremely various is certain. The ¢ fummum
¢ bonum”, or the fupreme good of man, as it was underftood
and taught by the heathen philofophers, and which Dr.
Crarxe calls, not without a defigned ambiguity, the final hap-
pincfs of man, was a fubje& whereon every man had a right
to pronounce for himlfelf, and no man had a right to pro-
nounce for another. Thefe difputes were, therefore, very trif=
ling. But they fhould not be fo firongly objected, fince it is
eafy to fhew that chriftian divines, the fchoolmen efpecially,
have trifled as much on points relative to natural and reveal-
ed religion both, ‘as ever the heathen did on points relative to
the former. Of the chriftian trifles too, we may fay, what
could not be faid of the others, that they became ferious:
¢ hae nugae ad feria ducunt.” They have divided the fchools,
and the {chools have divided the world, with circumftances of
rage and cruelty to be found among no other parties.

XXIV.

F fuch difputes, as that which has been mentioned, were
I caly, or might be thought unnccefary to be determined,
difputes of another kind arofe when the heathen philofophers
attempted, for they did attempt, to make a complete, regular,
and confiftent fyftem or fcheme of things, the want of which is
objetted to them. Thefe attempts were pufhed very far by pa-
gan theifts, but it muft be confefled, that they ferved only to
fhew that men are fitted to know a little of fome few things,
and the whole of nothing. ~ Thefe men found foon, that no
fufficient materials for fuch a {yftem or fcheme lay within the
bounds of natural law, and natural theology. They had re-

' courfe
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