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where the fecret docirine alone was taught, and the outward
was exploded. But we cannot imagine, that the children of
Ifrael, in general, enjoyed the fame privilege, nor that the
mafters were fo lavifh to their flaves of a favor fo diftinguith-
ed, and often fo hard to obtain. No. The children of Ifrael
knew nothing more than the outfide of the religion of Egypt,
and if the do&rine we fpeak of was known to them, it was
known only in the fuperflitious rites, and with all the fa-
bulous circumftances in which it was drefled up and prefented
to vulgar belicf. It would have been hard, therefore, to
teach, or to renew this doctrine in the minds of the Ifraelites,
without giving them an occafion the more to recal the poly-
theiftical fables, and pradice the idolatrous rites they had
learned during their captivity, - Rites and ceremonies are often
{o equivocal, that they may be applicd to very different doc-
trines.  But when they are {o clofely connected with one doc-
trine, that they are not applicable to another, to teach the
dodtrine is, in fome fort, to teach the rites and ceremonies,
and to authorife the fables on which they are founded. Mo-
ses, therefore, being at liberty to teach this doérine of re-
wards and punithments in a future ftate, or not to teach it,
might very well choofe the latter; tho he indulged the Ifraelites
on account of the hardnefs of their hearts, and by the divine
permiffion, as it is prefumed, in feveral obfervances and
cuftoms which did not lead diredly, tho even they did fo,
perhaps, in confequence, to the polytheifm and idolatry of
Egypt, But I return to Greece,

XXX,

HE feeds of artificial theology and fuperflitious devo-

tion, for they go always together, which Orpurus

and other Egyptian miffionaries had fowed, were cultivated
Vor. V. Ii by
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by theiftical philofophers, and the do&rine of @ future flate
particularly. If Pyrmacoras reported; that the foul of
Hesiop was tied to a brazen column, and the foul of Houmer
hung upon a tree, for their temerity in aferibing human paf-
fions, and the rules of human conduét even' to the father of
gods and men, as fome traditions fay, one would be tempted
to think, that he applied this doGrine of a future ftate to ens
force natural religion alone.  But we fhould deceive ourfelves
greatly if we thought fo. We have none of his writings, if
he did write. But we know from Diocenes LairT1us, from
PorruyrY, from Jamsrichus, and from other authorities,
that he imported from Egypt and the eaftern nations an im-
menfe ftock of the theology, and fuperftition which were in
vogue amongft them. If infpiration was not the leaft, it was
not the greateft of his pretenfions. He inveloped his do@rinés
in myftery to make them pafs for divitie, laid " the founda-
tions of them out of the ken of human reafon, and acquired
a great reputation in' metaphyfics and divine philofophy, by
the ufual method, by not being underftood.

I pafs to Socrares and Prato. The firft devoted ‘him=
{felf to the reformation of his countrymen with unexampled
zeal, and as St. Pavr was ‘the apoftle of the gentiles in re-
vealed, we may fay that SocraTes was the fame in natural
religion. There was greater fimplicity, and lefs heat of imia-
gination; in the:mafter than in the fcholar. Sober profe was
the language of one. A poetical enthufiafi was that of the
other.  One was fitter to reform his own age by his dif-
courfes, theother to create the admiration of pofterity by his
writings. Good fenfe and truth ferved the purpofe of one
much lefs' than wit and beauty of ftyle ferved the purpofe
of the other. The very extravagancies of Praro, for which
he deferved at leaft as much as Homer  to ‘be banifhed out of

his




‘his own Utopia, recommended him to after ages; and there
haye been many, as there are ftill fome, who would fay, like
Turry in one of his rants, ¢ errare meherculd malo cum
¢ PrarTonEg,quam cum iftis vera fentire.”” But notwithitand-
ing the difference I make, and which is true, in gencral, be-
tween thefe philofophers, notwithftanding  the accufation
which XeNoraon, who took minutes of the difcourfes of So-
craTis, laid againt Praro for corrupting the do@rine of
their common mafter, it is certain, and XsnorHoN bimfelf
might be brought to prove, that if Secrates did not fay
every thing which Praro made him fay, yet heloft himfelf
fometimes in clouds of metaphyfics, as much as he was afraid
to do in thofe of phyfics, from whence he has been fo much
applauded for bringing philofophy down to the affairs of hu-
man life, to things of real ufe, and to knowledge within our
reach. How could it be otherwife? Socrarns was a great
o

reafoner “ A priori” as well as PraTo, even in the eftablifh-
ment of natural religion. To contemplate God, or the eternal
ideas which exift in God, and to abftrac the foul from corpo-
real fenfe were foon made, by the encouragement which this
{chool, the fenate of philofophy, gave to fuch theology, the
two great objeds of it; fo that the beft of theiftical phi-
lofophers were, in effe@, eunomians, long before that bithop of
Cyzicus lived, who boafted that he knew God as well as God
knew himfelf. Such were the principles of that artificial
theology which the Greeks had brou ght from Egypt and Afia,
which they carried back chither with all their own improve-
ments, which was difperfed from thefe countries north and
fouth, eaft and weft, and in the glare of which men loft
fight of natural religion, ,
Wiaar philofophers began, pricfts carried on with no finall
advantage to themfelves, but without any to religion, T will
Ii 2 not
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not {ay, as generally as fome have done, that they made it no
part of their bufinefs to teach the people virtue, nor any thing
more than the tricks of religion®, becaufe it is not firictly
true, and Mr. Locke, in his zeal againft prieft-craft, aflerted a
little too much.  The fchools of the philofophers were indeed
the fchools of morality; but even the tricks of religion had
{fome intention to promote it. This only I will fay, and it is
enough. The reformation of mankind was not their princi-
pal aim, and the little they did to deter men from vice was
done in a method that could not fail to have, as, in fa&, it had,
a contrary effe®. The obfervation of ceremonies, of feafts,
and folemnities that had no foundation in reafon, and that
were arbitrarily preferibed by ecclefiaftical difcipline, tho fome-
times under the pretence of revelation, were made the chief
means of pleafing the gods, and of pacifying them when they
were angry. From hence two great mifchiefs arofe. Religion
became form and ceremony, and the obfervation of forms
and ceremonies of greater moment than the practice of moral
duties, tho the practice of thefe was recommended too.
This cannot be illuftrated better than by the example of your
church. No one can fay, that fhe allows men to cheat and to
rob one another. On the contrary, fhe requires that they
thould be juft in all their dealings. But yet abfolution for
fraud or theft will be obtained from the prieft, who cannot
give it for eating a {lice of meat on the vigil of fome faint.
Thus artificial theology and fuperftition opprefled true reli-
gion, and priefts found the fecret of perfuading mankind, that
God was better pleafed with obedience to their laws than to
his own, ]

* Vid. Reafonab. of Chriftianity.
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Trus too fins were multiplied, and with them the terrors .
of an incenfed deity. But the fame priefts, who fpred the ter-
rors, thewed cafy means of expiating the fins that caufed them.
Wherever fuperftition prevails, thofe fins which the priefts
make, by forbidding what the law of nature has left indiffe-
rent, or by impofing duties that have no relation to true reli-
gion, will be always efteemed the greateft.  Sins, therefore,
which are no fins, may be expiated very properly by punifth-
ments, which are no punithments, and feveral ceremonies per-
formed may atone for feveral omitted. But the abufe is abo-
minable when the fame expiations and atonements are ap- -

lied to real fins, and priefts do little elfe than difpenfe arbi-
trarily with the laws of nature which are the laws of God. .
That no repentance was required in thefe cafes by the pagan
divines; I-do not fay. The very forms ufed in the: celebra- -
tion of their myfteries feem to thew that it was, and that the
impenitent could not be initiated. But this very repentance
was little, if any thing, more than matter of form, confel--
fion, fome temporary pennance, ablutions, purifications, and
other tricks of regeneration. Amendment, without thefe, was
impracticable or infufficient, and with thefe, which might be
repeated as often as occafion required, unneceffary; fo thae
Mr. Locke had reafon to fay the priefts fold good penny
worths.  On the whole matter, if men were more powerfully
allured to virtue, and deterred from vice, by the hopes and
fears of a future ftate held out to every one in particular, than
they could be by the confequences to mankind, in general, of ©
obferving or violating ‘natural religion, and by the force of .
civil laws; yet, in the religions we {peak of, one part of the
fyftem defeated the other. Some body has obferved, Mezeray
I think, that the monftrous crimes fo frequent in the devout,
that is in the bigot ages of the chriftian church, were encou-
raged .
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raged by this very devotion. Men were enough bigots to believe,
that the pardon of God might be obtained for money, or pof-
{eflions given to his priefts, and that crimes of the blackeft
dye might beexpiated by undertaking a pilgrimage, in perfon,
or by proxy, to Rome,  ad limen apoftolorum.” This traf-
fic, for fuch it was, became {o frequent, that, even in times
lefs antient, the church of Rome found it neceffary to publifh
a tarift, or book of rates, which I have feen in print*, where-
in the priceis fet over againft every fin, left purchafers thould
be impofed upon; and fuch fins are {pecified, as the moft pol-
luted imagination would hardly conceive. If this abufe was
not {o exorbitant in the pagan as in the chriftian church,
{fomething of the fame kind muft have been pra@ifed wherever
men were taught to fear an angry God, and to belieye, at the
{fame time, that they could pacity him with offerings and facri-
fices, or, toufe an expreflion of PLaTo’s, compound with him
as they would with an ufurer.

~ Turs fingle reafon will account better for the {mall pro-
grels that was made by the heathen philofophers, in reform-
ing mankind, than all thofc that CLarke brings. But there
is another, and a greater, mifchief flill behind. Religion gave
occafion to atheifm, as dogmatifm did to fcepticifm. Super-
ftitious worthip, founded in abfurd opinions concerning the
(divine nature, had an effed, in that age, which I with it had
never had fince. Diacoras, for inflance, might aflume that
fuch a fuperftitious worthip as he beheld could be paid to
“héitious gods alone; and feeing no other worthip, he might
conclude there were no other gods. From the ridiculous
worthip, and the abfurd theology that prevailed in all the
countrics they knew, both he, and Turoporus, who lived

® In the late Cuarres Bernarp’s Library.

Jmore
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more than twenty olympiads after him, and many more
avowed or concealed atheifts, might draw the fame conclu-
fions, and be mad enough not to difcern that a few local ob-
{ervations were not fufficient to invalidate a propofition that
might be true independently of them, and that there might

be a God, and a true worfhip of him, tho all the gods of

Greece were fidtitious, and the adoration of them was mere
fuperftition. ;

TrEsE men were plunged at once, and by indignation, as
it were, into atheifm ; whilft others went into it by dint of
philofophical refinements more leifurely, lefs dire&ly, and
fome of them againft the primitive do&rines of their own

fchools.

XXXL

-~ ET wus confider what happened in the academy, and
L what the confequence was of all that metaphyfical theo-
logy which the founder was fuppofed, by his immediate fuc.
ceflors, and by other philofophers, to have taught dogmati-
cally.  If Srrusierus, XENOCRATES, CRATES, CraNTOR,
and Poremo, did not teach cxactly the fame dogmas, they
taught on the fame principles of chimerical knowledge that
their foundér had done ; and, in this fenfe, it might be faid,
“ quae acceperant tuebantur.” Other {eés of dogmatifts
arofe at the fame time, and among the reft one which gave a
principal occafion to that revolution in the academy which
ARCESILAUS began, and CarNEADES improved.  The fe&,
['mean, was that of the floics, concerning whom it is true to
fay, that their theology and their moral philofophy were
alike abfurd. By one they drew the divinity down to be a

{ort
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