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of ESSAYS. 30
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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fort of plaftic, intelligent fiery nature. By the other, they
{trained their notions of human wifdom and virtue fo hlgh
that man was obliged to God for neither: he gave them to

himfelf, and God and man were in thefe refpets nearly on
a level.

‘Zeno, who founded the portic, had been an auditor in
‘the academy, and was accufed of pirating his philofophy from
the leflons of XenocraTes and Poremo, when he fet up his
{chool as a rival to the other. Poreyo had taught, that the
world was God, for inftance: and Zeno had adopted this
among other extravagancies. =~ When the conteft ran high
between him and Arcesivaus, the latter faw by this inftance,
and by many, that he lay under a double difadvantage. He
had the do&rines of his own {chool to defend, and it was no
eafy tatk to defend, by reafon, a fyftem of imagination. His
adverfaries had often the authority of his own {chool, and of
the founder of it, to urge againft him, when be attacked
them even in their weakeft parts. He changed, therefore, his
method of philofophifing, No matter whether he did it, as
LucuLLus fays, by introducing a new one, or, as Cicero
affirms*, by reviving and avowing the old one. When the
maxim was eftablithed, that nothing could be known, ¢ nihil
¢ cognofci, nihil percipi, nihil {ciri pofle,” the academicians
could always attack, and never be attacked. This I take to
have been the political fecret of ArcrsiLaus. But whatever
his fecret was, he eftablifhed feepticifm: and Socratrs and
Praro had given him but too much reafon, to make it the aca-
demical principle.  As there was little difference, except in
name, between the fecond and third academy, fo there was
ljttle that it is eafy or worth our while to afcertain, between

* in Academ.
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this fe@, and another founded, about the fame time, by that
melancholy mad man Pyrero. One acknowledged probabi-
lity: both denied certainty.

The Pyrrhonian is againft all fides: and all fides are againft
him. He is a common enemy, * hoftis philofophici gene-
“ris.” The academician would pafs, if he could, for a neuter,
who is for no fide, nor againt any; or elfe for a trimmer, who
changes fides often, and finds the probable fometimes on one,
fometimes on the other, Turry, moft of whofe works are come
down to us, is a ftanding portrait in our fight of the true aca-
demician. In his academical queftions he oppofes, to LucuL-
LUs, the variety,and the repugnancy, of all the philofophical
fyftems. In his books, about the nature of gods, he makes
Corra oppofe the epicureans and the ftoicians both in their
turns. The conclufion is always againft embracing any of
thefe fyftems, and fo far doubtlefs he concluded well. ~But
here lay the error. When he affented to the probability of
fome, and to the certainty of no propofition whatever, he
confounded truth with falfehood, as Lucurrus obje&s to
him that he did; juft as much as the fe& of LucuLrLus, or
any other dogmatifts, who put every thing they advanced into
the {fame clafs of certainty. The ftoicians would have affented
to this propofition, ““it is now light ina full funfhine” with
the fame affurance, and with no more than they would have
affented at any other time to this, “the world isa wifebeing.”’
Such has been the dogmatical impertinence, for it deferves
this name, of all thofe in every age, and in every {ect of philo-
fophy or religion, who have imagined they could impofe by
authority, or who have had the affeation of framing com-
plete fyftems, concerning the univerfal order and ftate of things,
divine and human. It is this pracice which had laid the men

who fubmitted to it under a fort of intelleGual tyranny, and
Vor. V. Kk which
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which has driven thofe, who have not fubmitted to it, into a
{ort of intelle@ual anarchy. The fault of all lies at the door
of the dogmatift ; for there is in fcience, as there is in govern-
ment, a middle between tyranny and anarchy, far better than
cither of them. I will explain myfelf by two examples: and
they fhall be very modern, that the antients may not blufh
alone.

One of the Crozats, a family well known at Paris, went
to take his leave of CLEmENT the eleventh, before he returned
from Rome. The holy father atked, whether he had finithed
his purchafe of a certain colletion of paintings? CrozaT
anfwered, that he had not; that there were feveral obfcene
picces in the collection,and that the confeflors, in his country,
would not allow him to keep them. The Pope reflected on,
this occafion, with no fmall concern, on the number of Janfe-
nifts, who teach a more rigid morality, and who abound in
the church of France. However, faid the Pontiff, you might
conclude your purchafe, becaufe it would he eafy to fell fuch of
thofc paintings, as your confeffor would not fuffer you to keep.
CrozaT replied, that the fame confeffors, who would not
fuffer him to keep them, would as little permit him to fell
them, and thereby contribute to. the fin of another. Cre-
meNT fmiled at the fcruple, and propofed an expedient. Tho,
your confeflor, faid his holinefs, fhould objec, if you fold
thefe. picures to. catholics, he could have no objection to.
make, if you {old them to heretics, to the Englifh for inftance,
Ihat is, the Englifh neither believe in me, nor in any thing.
like me ; they had, therefore,as good believe in nothing; they,
are, therefore, damned, and a fin the more will do none of.
them any great harm, .

Tz
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Tur other example fhall be that of a better divine perhaps
than the Pope but of as great a dogmatift. Crarxe undertook
to demontftrate not only the being and attributes of God, and
the obligations of natural religion by reafon; but even the
truth and certainty of chriftian revelation. Now the latter
of thefe being his ultimate view, it was neceffary that he
fhould prove the two firft in fuch a manner, and by fuch ar-
guments, as were not always the beft and the moft perfuafive,
but were the fitteft to demonftrate, on pretended grounds of
reafon, fuch a fcheme, order and flate of things as were agree-
able to chriftian revelation, and to the received principles of
the church. If he could not carry reafon with him through-
out, he refolved to carry fome appearances of it, and for that
purpofe he argues in fuch a manner, and attempts to eftablifh
{fuch noticns from the firft, as he flattered himfelf would
fecure thefe appearances to him on every part of his fubjed,
aflifted with all the fkill, all the fubtilty, and all the plaufibi-
lity, he was able to employ, When g’c is to prove, that the
firft caufe is an intelligent caufe, without which he had prov-
ed in effe@ nothing, he has recourfe to arguments “ a pofte-
“ riorl,”  There are, indeed, no others, and he owns as
much; for which reafon he might have been more favorable
to them, than I have obferved alread y that he was. But he
could not have eftablithed by them fome things, that he
hoped to eftablith by the others, as I fhall have occafion to
fhew more fully, when I come to vindicate providence againft
the joint accufations of atheifts and divines. All that I mean,
and that is to my purpofe to obferve here, is this, A necel-
fary conne@ion between the natural and moral attributes of
God, no man, who believes in him, will deny ; all the per-
fections of an all-perfe@ Being muft be confiftent and con-
nected ; to be otherwife would be imperfedion.  Divines,

Kk 2 therefore,
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therefore, will have nothing on this head with which to re-
proach any true theift:.and they had beft take care that the true
theift has no juft occafion to reproach them for fetting thefe at-
tributes at variance, as he might have, if he followed the rule
Crarxe quotes from Turry™®, and confidered the confe-
quences of their opinions without regarding what they affirm,
nor how honorably they may feem to fpeak of fome parti-
cular attributes of God+. But that which may be reproach-
ed to Crarke, and for which I produce his example, is, that
when he has afferted juftice, and goodnefs, and the reft of the
moral attributes to be in God, juft what they are in our im-
perfe@, unfteady, complex ideas; when he has afferted, that
the rule, according to which God exercifes thefe attributes, the
nature and reafon of things refulting from the fitnefs and un-
fitnefs of their relations, is obvious to the underftandings of all
intelligent beings, and when he has rather repeated thefe bold
propofitions over and over than proved them (for how fhould
he prove them?) he triumphs in this foolith and wicked
rhodomontade, that the man who denies the moral attributes,
fuch as he makes them to be, for moral attributes, in general,
.are not concerned, may be reduced to a neceflity of denying
the natural likewife, and confequently into abfolute atheifim,
Your Pope pretends to make univerfal and infallible decrees in
matters of religion; our do&or infallible demonftrations: and
both of them fend every one to the devil, who does not be-
lieve in them, and in all cafes like them.

* Quafi ego _id curem quid ille ajat aut.neget: illud quaero quid ei con-
fentaneum fit dicere. de Fin, L. 2.

+ Evid. p. 22,
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