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{feems to require. Whilft the Crarxes and WorrLasTons
of the age accufe the providence of God by arguments drawn
from his nature, and from the eternal reafon of things, both
as imperfeétly known to them as to you and me ; let us de-
fend this providence by arguments, drawn from the nature of
man, and the actual conftitutions of the world, both equally
well known to them and to us. Inftead of hearkening to
them, let us hearken to God who fpeaks to us in his works;
and inftead of pronouncing waht it was right for him to do,
believe all he has done, for that very reafon, right.  Let us
be prepared to meet with feveral appearances, which we can-
not explain, nor therefore reconcile to the ideas we endeavor
to form of the divine perfe@tions. Bnt let us remember too
that as the pretended fcience of the men, againft whom we
difpute, expofes them to error, and as t]u.y render the great
truths of theifm doubtful, or at leaft perplexed by blending
them up in an imaginary fcheme of divine oeconomy; fo we
may be {ecure from error by a modeft avowal of ignorance,
where human knowledge ceafes: and as the imperfections
of created Beingsprove them to be created, not felf-exiftent, fo
the vcry dchcuncws of the knowledge we h'we will be {o many
proofs of it's truth. They muft be neceffarily {fuch; for if it
be true that infinite wifdom and infinite power Cre*a.ted and
govern the univerfe, it cannot but follow that fome of the
phaenomena may be proportionable, and that others muft be
difproportionable to our, and to every other finite under-
ftanding.

XLIX,
‘}Ijg' AVING p'rcnuﬁ,d what I thourrht -proper in this
A

A place, 1 obferve that the reprefent ‘mnn made of the
general ftate of mankind, proves nothing, or proves too
- mut
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much. It proves nothing if a gradation of animal beings ap-
peared neceflary or fit in the divine ideas, that is, to fpeak
lefs platonically and more rationally, to the fupreme or divine
reafon and intention; for in that cafe why fhould not we be
the creatures we are? It proves or attempts to prove too
much, if it be intended to prove that there is, or that there
fhould have been no fuch chain of Being; foras we fee that
there is one almoft from nonentity up to man, and have the
moft probable reafons to perfuade us that itcontinues up to na-
tures infinitely below the divine, but vaftly fuperior to the
human; fo there is furely no metaphyfical nor theological
prefumption mad enough to affert that we are capable of
knowing what the conflitution, order, andharmony of an uni-
verfe require.

But now,whether fuch a gradation of being goes through
the whole univerfe, or whether it be confined to our planet
and ftops at man, as the ignorance and pride of antient phi-
lofophers induced them to believe, why is not the general ftate
of mankind confiftent with the idea of a reafonable caufe ?
This reafonable caufe may have produced fuch creatures as we
are either relatively to that chain, whereof we make a necel-
fary link, or independently of it, and on other motives at
which it is impoffible we fhould even guefs. When objections
are made to fuch things as appear inconfiftent with the per-
te@ions of an all-perfect Being in the Bible, the divine’s
anfwer is that of St. Paur, * 6 altitudo!” The fame divine
objects to the works of God, and will not be anfwered by the
fame exclamations. My ignorance is made a fufficient reafon
for fubmitting implicitely to whatever I find in this book, as
agreeable to the perfections of the Deity; ~ and yet my igno-
rance is not allowed to be a reafon for fubmitting in the fame
manner to whatever I find in the book of nature that God

has
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has actually done, as agreeable to thefe perfe&ions. This
may be called very juftly theological effronterie in the divine;
and it is at leaft as abfurd in the theift to afk, whether the
conditions of humanity, the various objecs which men pur-
{ue, and the various {cenes of their lives from the cradle to
the grave, compofe an end worthy a firft caufe perfeétly rea-
{fonable? The learned author might have atked with far lefs
impropriety, whether the loweft employments, to which le-
giflators and magiftrates fubje@ fome of the perfons they go-
vern in political focieties, compofe an end worthy of them ?
"The anfwer would be, that confidered by themfelves, they do
not, but that confidered, as parts of a general fyftem, wherein
the moft minute are neceflary to make the whole complete,
they do: and that even confidered by themfelves, they are
worthy at leaft of the perfons to whom they are affigned.

In what T have written to you about human knowledge, I
have infifted on one obfervation, which I will recall, and ap-
ply to the prefent cafe. The prefent cafe will juftify the ob-
fervation, and both together will difcover very clearly the prin-
cipal fource from which all the perplexity, and all the tedious
difputes concerning the origin of evil, and the fuppofed un-
juft difpenfations of providence, as well as moft other meta-
phyfical and indeterminable queftions, have arifen. The {yn-
thetical method of reafoning by arguments a priori, that is by
arguments deduced from principles affumed to be evident, is
very commodious for many philofophical and theological pur-
pofes. But it may lead us imperceptibly into error, and we
can never be fure that it leads us to truth, unlels thefe prin-
ciples are felf evident, or unlefs their evidence be demon-
ftrated by the analytical method, that is, by arguments a po-
fteriori, that is, by tracing it up from the known phaeno- .
mena. Now, it happens unfortunately for truth, that philofo-

phers
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phers and divines catch at certain principles through levity,
through a too implicite confidence, or through defign, and
argue dogmatically from them in the {ynthetical method with-
out a due regard to the analytical. Thus, for inftance, the
wifdom of God does not appear alike in all the phaenomena;
but, as far,; as we can difcover, it appears in the greateft and
the leaft to our aftonifhment, and the proofs of it mul-
tiply in an exa& proportion to our difcoveries, whilft no
one of thefe can be ftrained into a repugnancy to it, for
if any of them could, the cafe would be altered extremely.
This wifdom, therefore, is eftablithed by the analytical method,
and we may reafon fafely from our ideas of it in the fintheti-
cal. But the {fame cannot be faid of the moral attributes,
which we afcribe to the Supreme Being, according to our ideas
of them. The fuperiority we have over the reft of the ani-
mals, that are our fellow inhabitants of this world, which is
imaginary, perhaps, in fome refpeés, and real, without doubst,
on the whole, and feveral particular phacnomena, wherein
virtue 1s rewarded and vice punifhed, give us thefe ideas.
Now, whether the phaenomena that give them, even thofe
wherein the final caufes are the moft apparent, and the moft
immediately relative to man, arc to be deemed effe@s of the
divine goodnefs and juftice, in any other fenfe than fome of
the fame and feveral others are to be deemed effe@s of the
divine goodnefs to the feveral fpecies of animals; or whether
they are all effedts of the divine wifdom exerting itfelf in every
part relatively to the whole, may be difputed. But it cannot
be difputed, and all fides agree, that many of the phaecnome-
na are repugnant to thefe ideas of goodnefs and juftice. They,
therefore, who proceed on thefe principles, that goodnefs in
God is juft what we conceiveit to bein our dealings with one
another and in our abftra& notions of it, and that his juftice
is the fame, that he made the world for the fake of man, that

he
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he made man only to communicate happinefs to him, and
that every one, who ads in contradiéion to this happinefs,
muft be rigoroufly punifhed by God himfelf, are fo far from
demonftrating, that they have not the merit of framing a good
hypothefis ; fince no hypothefis, which is contradicted evident-
ly by any one of the phaenomena, can be received as fuch ;
and fince it is in vain that they endeavor to reclify one by
another, and to maintain the fecond by the very proofs that
deftroy the firft. If the firft fails, the fecond cannot ftand :
and he who expeds to be believed, when he afferts what the
phaenomena can neither depofe for, nor againft, becaufe he
finds no other way to maintain what he had aflerted in oppo-
fition to them, expeés a great deal more than reafon will
grant him,

Waar has been faid feems to be extremely plain: and they
would conclude in this manner on any other occafion, who are
not athamed to do the very contrary on this. By fetting
themfelves free from the reftraints of the analytical method,
thefe reafoners a priori refemble very much one fort of mad-
men. Some of thefe are {o very mad that they lofe all ufe of
their reafon, and are as little able to deduce confequences as
they are to eftablith principles. Others, again, deduce confe-
quences, and argue very juftly, but are flill mad ; becaufe they
reafon from principles that have no appearance of reality out
of their own over-heated and difordered imaginations. You
will find inftances of this kind without the trouble of going
to Bedlam. You will find them in every form of life, even
among thofe who are reputed fober and wife, and who really
are fo, except on fome one particular {fubjedt. But you
will find them principally in colleges and {chools where diffe-
rent fecs have rendered this fort of madnefs, which is occafio-
nal elfewhere, both epidemical and traditional. Few have

Vo, V. Bbb been
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been mad like Dox Quixore, whilft multitudes have been,
and are, as mad in different walksof fcience, as the Danifh ca-
balift who inftru®ed Borrr. The man had great parts, was
learned, was devout. He reafoned extremely well; but he
reafoned like the reft of his fe& on the {fuppofition of an ele-
mentary people and on other cabaliftical principles.  Atheifts
cem to me to deferve a place among the firft fort of madmen,

and I apprehend that many divines and theifts ought to be
ranked among the fecond.

Tuey who approach the charm, are expofed to the en-
chantment. How fhould they efcape who are bred up in it?
I call it an enchantment, and I think, that men who have
great ftrength of genius, and great warmth of imagination,
arc often the moft liable to be affe@ed by it.  The analytical
method is the fureft road to truth, but it fuits neither the pur-
pofe nor the temper of fuch philofophers. Where it may
carry them they know not. It will carry them to truth, if it
be well purfued, but it may carry them to truth that is in-
confiftent with the doétrines they are engaged by prejudice, or
intereft to maintain; and accordingly we {ee them fly off from
it, like men who are affraid of their guide. It is troublefome
and tedious; for it requires often a difficult and long induction
of particulars: and they are in hafte to arrive at Icience, or
what they take for fcience. It ftops, in many cafes, thort, and
difappoints their curiofity. They fcorn to ftop where it ftops;
and, therefore, they take a bold leap, from certain ideas that
feemto them clear and diftin@, to the firft principles of things,
as FoNTENELLE fays of Des Carres, foolifhly to be fure,
fince he intended to make his panegyric, and to give him the
preference to NEwToxN,

Arn
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Arv this may be applied to the perfons we fpeak of here;
and there is no fubje&, on which the enchantment has had fo
much force, nor has prevailed fo long as on this of the origin
of evil, of the moral attributes of God, and of the difpenfa-
tions of providence. This was a chaos of metaphyfical no-
tions three thoufand years ago, and it is fo ftill. Some very
able writers have endeavored to account for the origin of evil
confiftently with the received notions of the' moral attributes
of God, and of his defign in creating man; but I doubt that
the two famous queftions are fill unanfwered by them. ¢ If
“there is a God infinitely good as well as powerful, how
“ comes it that there is any fuch thing as evil in the world?
“ If he is infinitely juft, how comes it that the virtuous have
¢ a fhare and fometimes the greateft of this evil?” ‘The hy-
pothefis of two principles, which had been invented by the
moft antient of the eaftern philofophers, and was revived by
Maxes, and others, contained many abfurdities, and did not
folve the difficulty, fince it might be afked, why did the good
God create man at all, if he could not create and govern him
independently of the evil god? The hypothefis of the fall of
man, for fuch it is under a philofophical confideration, will
{erve the purpofe as little; fince it is impoffible to render that
affumed indulgence of God to the free-will of man, which de-
feated the original defign of God, plunged man into a ftate
of mifery as foon as he was created, and obliged the divine
goodnefs to have recourfe to the expedient of a redemption by
the blood of his own Son--- fince it is impoffible, I fay, to
render this agrecable to our ideas of goodnefs or even of
wifdom.

Tue firft of thefe hypothefes has been exploded long ago.
The fecond muft be detended as well as it can, fince it is made
Bbb 2 the
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the foundation of the chriftian fyftem. But, however, the in-
troduction of evil may be accounted for by this facred tra-
dition, and by much ingenious argumentation to the reafon
of mankind; every divine, and feveral theifts, endeavor to ac-
count for the exiftence and diftribution of it by another hypo-
thefis, which is as antient as either of the former, and which
muft have been invented fince it was not revealed to the
Aegyptians, and other people any more than to the Ifraelites,
not only for a political, but for a philofophical purpofe, and
to ferve for an anfwer to the two atheiftical queftions. It is
with this hypothefis, confidered independently of revelation,
that we have to do here. We are to examine whether it
reconciles the phaenomena to the ideas we have of goodnefs
and juftice, by affuming that this world is nothing more than
the porch or entry into another™.

L.

S the men who maintain this hypothefis negleét the

phaenomena when they pretend to determine the moral
attributes of God, fo they overftrain them with much affec-
tation and unfairnefs when they pretend to demonftrate a
future ftate. The author of the religion of nature delineated,
that I may mention one particularly, does this in fuch a man-
ner that his exagerations become burlefque . According to
him, ¢ the general ftate of mankind is {carce confiftent with
< the idea of a reafonable caufe, becaufe we are born with the
¢ labor of our mothers; becaufe we are liable to hunger,
¢ thirft, heat, cold, and indifpofitions of various kinds; and
“ becaufe one generation drops off, and another {prings up,

* Rel. of nat. p. 207 1 Ib. p. 206, 207, 209.
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