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verfation lately between one of your acquaintance and

myfelf, wherein you have been told that I maintained a
very fingular paradox ; I will give you fome account of it, a
general and fhort account, at leaft, of the firft part, and onc
more particular and more full of the laft, which is called pa-
radoxical, You led me firft, in my retreat, to abftra&t phi-
lofophical reafonings = and, tho it be late to begin them at
forty years of age, when the mind has not been accuftomed to
them earlier, yet T have learned enough under fo good a guide,,
not to be afraid of engaging in them, whenever the caufe God
and of natural religion is concerned.

SINCE you are {o curious to know what paffed in a con-

Turyv were both concerned, very deeply, on the occafion
you refer to. There had been much difcourle, in the com-
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184 THE SUBSTANCE OF SOME

pany that was prefent, concerning the abfurd opinions, which
many theiftical philofophers entertained of old about the fu-
preme Being. Many had been cited, and many refleéions had
been made on them, by feveral, when the difpute became
particular between * Damon and me, he denying, and I af-
firming, that there are fufficient proofs of the exiftence of one
fupreme Being, the firft intelligent caufe of all things. You
may be {ure, I made ufc of thofe you furnifhed me with by a
geometrical application of the doctrine of final caufes, which

ews, in various inftances, what numberlefs chances there are
'gaint one, that intelligence and defign were employed in the
production of each of thefe phaenomena,

Wuen I could not filence my adverfary by thefe proofs,
tho they carry probability up to a reafonable, if not to an abfo-
lute, certainty, I infifted on a proof which muft give this
certainty, I think, to every one who acknowledges that we
are capable of demonftrative knowledge. 1 argued, ““a pofte-
¢ riorl,” from the intuitive knowledge of ourfelves, and the
fenfitive knowledge of objects exterior to ourfelves, which
we have, up to that demonfirative knowledge of God’s ex-
iftence, which we are able to acquire by a due ufe of our
reafon. Here we ftuck a little, and he was ready to deny
all fenfitive knowledge, ‘on the chimerical notions of father
MavresraNcHE, and {ome other philofophers, without con=
{idering that he deprived himfelf, in denying the exiftence of
God, of thole expedients, by which the “others pretended to
account for the perception of the ideas of objeés exterior to
the mind, independently of any fenfitive knowledge. I en-
deavoured to thew him, that to renounce fenfitive knowledge,
was to renounce, in fome fort, humanity, and to place our-
fclves in fome unknown rank, either above it, or below it. I

4 endea-

¥ I choofe to call him by this feigned name here.
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endeavoured to ftate the true notion, by flating the true
bounds, of fenfitive knowledge, which is not fufficient in-
deed to fhew us the inward conflitutions of {fubftances, and
‘their real effences ; but which is {ufficient to prove to us their
exiftence, and to diftinguith them by their effeé@s. I con-
cluded this article by quoting to him a paffage in the logic
of Porr-rovar, wherein it is faid, that no man ever doubted,
in good earnelt, whether there is an earth, a fun, and a moon,
no more than he doubted, whether the whole is bigger than a
part ; that we may fay, with our mouths, that we doubt of
all thefe things, becaufe we may lie ; but that we cannot oblige
our minds to fay fo: from whence it is concluded, more ge-
nerally than I fhall conclude, that Pyrrhonians are not a fe
perfuaded of what they fay, but a fe@& of liars. He did not
infift much longer, but left me to purfue my argument from
intuitive and fenfitive knowledge, to a demonftration of God's
exiftence, which great and fundamental truth refults neceffa-
rily from a concurrence of all the kinds of human knowledgc
employed in the proof of it. ¢

I was not interrupted by him in the courfe of this argu-
ment, nor did he attempt to break any links of this chain of
demonftration, but followed the example of all thofe who re-
fufe to yield to it. They are fo far from confidering the de-
grees, the bounds, and within thefe, the fufficiency, of hu-
man knowledge, that they atk continually, and that others
endeavour, very often, vainly to give them, knowledge con-
cerning the divine nature and attributes particularly, which it
is impoflible and unneceffary we fhould have, even on the fup-
pofition that there is a God.  Unable to break thro this demon<
ftration, they hope to weaken the effe& of it, on themfelves and
bthers, by founding high the difficultics that prefent themfelves
swhenever we realon on the manner of God’s exiftence, on

Vor. 111, A a his
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his attributes, on his providence, and on many points relative
to thefe. That is, they will not receive a demonftration,
made according to the cleareft and moft diftinét ideas that we
have, and by the moft precife connetion of them, becaufe
there are other things which we cannot demonfirate, nor ex-
plain, for want of other ideas. 'This proceeding is fo unreafon-
able, that the atheift himfelf does not hold it on any other oc-
cafion ; but admits the truth of many propofitions, tho he be
unable to refolve feveral difficulties that are, fome way or
other, relative to them. He reafons on this important article
of human knowledge, as he would be athamed to reafon on
any other.

I micut have refted the argument here, becaufe, tho there
are fecrets of the divine nature and oeconomy which human
reafon cannot penetrate, yet feveral of the objeéions to them,
which atheifts commonly make, even that of phyfical and
moral evil, and the, fuppofed unjuft diftribution of good and
evil, which has beefy made in all ages, and which is now more
prevalent than ever, by the joint endeavours of atheifts and
chriftian divines, are ealy to be refuted. Thefe fubjes have
been fo often treated between you and me, that I fhall fay
nothing of them here, tho I did not decline them there, On.
the contrary, if I do not flatter myfelf, I faid enough to defeat
the attack of the atheift, and to difappoint the treachery of
the divine. After which I infifted, with great reafon furel
on my fide, that thefe difficulties, and more of the fame fort,
were fo little able to embarafs the theift, that, inftead of being
repugnant to his {fyftem, a neceffary confequence of it is, that
{uch difheulties thould arife. He 1s fo little furprifed to find
them, that he would be furprifed not to find them. In de-
monftrating, to him, the exiftence of God, his reafon has
not demonftrated to him a being little raifed above humanity,,

I and
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and about whom he may always affume on human ideas, fuch
as the divinities of the heathen were. She has demonftrated
to him the exiftence of an all perfe@ felf-exiftent being, the
fource of all exiftence, invifible and mcomprthenﬁb]e the
author, not only of all that is vifible and comprchcnﬁb]e
to his creatures, but of all that is, in the whole extent of na-
ture, whether vifible or comprehenfible to them or not. From
hence he concludes, and well he may,; that there muft be
many phaenomena phyfical and moral for which he can, and
many for which he cannot, account. The fyftem of God’s at-
tributes being, like the exercife of thern, infinite, and our
{yftem of ideas and of mental operations being very narrow
and imperfe&, it follows neceffarily, that fome few parts of
the former fyftem are proportionable to the latter, and that a
multitude of others are not fo. A theift may fuﬁer himfelf
to be led into difficulties ;- but the atheift, take what fyftem
of atheifm you pleafe, Bl inko abfurdxty, and be obliged
to affert what implies contradicion,

I consipEreD the fupreme Being, in all I faid, as a firft in-
telligent caufe, and as the creator of the univerfe. From
hence my antagonift took occafion to ridicule what theiftical
poets, philofophers, and legiflators have advanced concerning
the firft principles or the beginning of things, and the opera-
tions of a divine wifdom and power, in the produétion of
them, as if they had been cotemporary hiftorians and [peéta-
tors of what they related moft affirmatively and circumftan-
tially. I joined with him, for the moft part, in giving them
this ridicule, and cxprefled myfelf with a juft indignation -
againft them, for attempting to impofe fo many fictions on
mankind, and for prefuming to account for the proceedings
of ‘infinite witlom and power, by the whimfies of their own

imaginations. He'did not fpare Mosgs, nor I Prato, But
Aa 2 when
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when he went fo far as to deny, on the ftrength of a very
weak fophifm, that we are obliged to afcribe the creation or
formation of the world to intelligence and wif{dom, he turned,,
I think, the ridicule on himfelf, for he reafoned thus:

W sEN you inveftigate the proceedings of nature, you ob-
ferve certain means, that feem, to you, pmportioned to cer-
tain ends. You perceive too, that you cannot imitate nature
any other way than by proportioning means to ends, and thus
you frame that complex idea of wifdom, to which you afcribe
the phaenomena, and the imaginary final caufes of them. But
you are grofsly miftaken when you affume, that nature a&s by
fuch means as feem to you proportwncd to thefe ends. Here
is a clock which marks the hours and minutes, and firikes re-
gularly, at certain periods, a certzun number of times. The.
inward conftru@ion of this clock is unknown to you. But
you fee one made, which, by the means of certain weights,
Produces all the fame effeds. Will you affert now, that the
motions of the firft clock are regulated by weights, becaufe
thofe of the fecond are fo? You will be much deceived if youw
do, for the motions of the firft clock are produced and regu-~
lated by a {pring.

Tnis argument would have fome force in oppofition to fuch
naturalifts as STrato of Lampfacus, as Des Cartss, and as.
others who have made hypothetical worlds, and have pretend-
ed to account for all the phaenomena by fu(:h laws of matter
and motion as thLy have thought fit to eftablith. But in the.
prefent eafe it is a mere paralogifm, and unworthy of the man
who imployed it, fince it ferves to explain and confirm that
very reafoning which it is intended to oppofe. - The fame mo-
tions are produced indeed by different means, but ftill thefe
different means are proportioned alike to the fame end, which.

3 _ proves,,
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proves the very thing I would prove, the intelligence of a
workman.

Wiex we had done {peaking of philofophers who admit
the beginning of the world, we proceeded to thofe who deny
it; and Damon feemed to think himfelf ftrongly intrenched
in the fyftem of it's eternity. As we cannot concelve, faid he,
that matter was created and brought out of nothing, fo we
cannot conceive, neither that matter could of itfelf produce
motion, nor that matter and motion together could produce
thought.  But there arifes from hence no'neceflity of affuming,
that there is any fuperior being. Matter, motion, thought
are eternal, and have been always what they are. The {fame
nature, and the fame courfe of things, that exift actually, have
always exifted.

To this it was eafy to anfwer, that if I agreed with him in
owning the eternity of the world, this conceflion would not
infirm the proofs I had brought of an eternal Being, diftinét
from the world, as the workman is from his work. We may
allow the world to be eternal, without allowing that it is the
fole eternal Being.  All that exifts, has a caufe of it’s exiftence,
either out of itfelf, orinitfelf. It has no caufe of it’s exiftence
out of itfelf, if it is the fole eternal Being. It has this caufc
then within itfelf, and exifts by the neceflity of it’s own na-
ture. The atheift affirms then, that it is impoflible to con-
ceive that this world fhould not exift; or fhould exift any
otherwife than it does exift, both in matter and in form.
This feems to me infinitely abfurd ; for the atheift cither has no
ideas in his mind when he pronounces thefe words, “exifts by
¢¢ the neceflity of it's nature;” or he underftands fuch a neceflity
of exiftence, that a {uppofition of the contrary would imply
contradiction. If the atheift fays, he has no idea of fucha

ne-
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neceffity, he has then no idea of the eternity of the world,
If he fays, as Damon did fay, that he can no more conceive
this world not to exift, or to exift differently from it’s prefent
exiftence, than he can conceive the equality of twice two to
four not to exift, he fays nothing to the purpofe ; fince the ne-
ceflity of exiftence, according to him, éannot be admitted till
he has given us another definition of what we are to un-
derftand by thefe words; and another definition, intelligible and
reafonable, I think, he never will be able to give.

ArTER having pufhed this argument beyond reply, which
I borrowed but did not weaken, T added, that ARISTOTLE,
and other antient philofophers, who believed the world
cternal, did not fall into the abfurdity of believing it un-
caufed. They believed it eternal, in the order of time, but
they believed it the effe@ of a fuperior caufe, in the order of
caufality. The diftincion is, perhaps, too metaphyfical, but
it ferves to fhew, fince they made it, to what fhifts they were
driven in maintaining the eternity of the world, and how
little reafon the modern atheift has to lean on their au-
thority,

Frowm refuting his opinions, I was led to advance one of
my own, and to affert, that this fa&,  The world had a be-
“ ginning,” is a fa&, founded on fuch a tradition, as no reafon-
able man can refufe to accept. This is the paradox, in ad-
vancing of which, I had, not only Damon, but almoft all
thofe who were prefent, againft me.” It took up the reft of our
converfation, and T will tell you, not only what I faid, to
fupport my opinion then, but what has come into my thoughts
upon the fame {ubje& fince.

Tro
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Tno we cannot have, ftrily fpeaking, a certain know-
ledge of any fa& whereof we have not been ourfelves wit-
nefles, yet are there feveral {fuch faéts whereof we cannot doubt,
High probability muft ftand often in licu of certainty, or we
muft be, every moment, at a lofs how to form our opinions and
to regulate our condué. Such is our condition, and we can-
not think it unreafonably impofed, fince we are able, by a
right ufe of our reafon, to afcend thro various degrees from:
abfolute improbability, which is little “diftant from evident
falfhood, to that degree of probability which is little diftant from
evident truth. On this principle let us proceed to eonfider, how
high this propofition, ¢ The world had a beginning,” ftands in
the {cale of probability. We thall find, perbaps, that it flands
too high to have the propofition pafs for a paradox, when F
have told you what was faid in converfation, and what has
occurred to me fince, on the fame fubje&.

AN hiftorical fa&, which contains nothing that contradids
general experience, and our own obfervation, has alrcady the
appearance of probability ; and, if it be fupported by the tefti-
mony of proper witnefles, it acquires all the appearances of
truth ; thatis, it becomes really probable in the higheft de-
gree. A fac, on the other hand, which is repugnant toex-
perience, fhocks us from the firft ; and if we receive it after-
wards for a true fa&, we receive it on outward authority, not
on mward conviction. Now to do fo is extremely abfurd ;
fince the fame experience that contradi&s this particular fad,
affirms this general fa&, that men lie very often, and that
their authority alone is a very frail foundation of affent;

IT may feem a little extraordinary, and perhaps chimerical),
to our firlt thoughts, to examine which is moft conformable
to experience, the eternity of the world, or the beginning of

it
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itin time; and it would be really fo, if, to conftitute this
conformity to experience, it were ftrictly neceffary, on every
occafion, to cite a faé of fimilar kind. But there is no fuch
neceflity in the nature of things, and this conformity may be
{ufficiently conftituted otherwife. ~Were it not fo, our igno-
rance would produce very contrary effects, equally abfurd ; for
this mother of fuperftitious credulity, would be the mother
likewife of moft unreafonable incredulity.

Tae probability of a fa&t, whereof there are frequent and
notorious examples, may force our affent at once, like thofe
which happen conftantly in the ordinary courfe of things. But
ftill it is true, that a fact of Which we find no precife cxample
within our knowledge, may have a conformity, properly fo
called, with our experience. The probability arifing from
this fort of conformity will not be perceived, indeed, fo foon
as the other, but when it is perceived, will determine alike.
This cafe may be compared to that of the mathematician,
who arrives at truth by a long procefs of demonftration, and
who can doubt of this truth afterward, no more than he doubt-
ed of thofe felf-evident truths which carry inftantaneous con-
vition to the mind.

A racr may be, in the refpe@ we {peak of here, indiffer-
ent. We may difcover, in our experience, none of the fame
fort ; and yet none that imply contradi®ion with it. Sucha
fa&, therefore, is merely new ; and experience will be far from
teaching us to reje any fact on this account alone. When
fuch fa@s, therefore, new to us, according to the extent of our
knowledge, but not fo to other men, are attefted by credible
witnefles, he muft a& very unreafonably, who refufes to give
that degree of affent to them, which is proportionable to the
credibility of the witneffes. Again, the fact may be conform-

able
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able to experience by a certain analogy phyfical or moral, if
net by particular examples, and may be admitted therefore,
on proper teftimony, more eafily ftill, than one of thofe which
I called indifferent.. One refts wholly on teltimony, but ex-
perience gives to the other an indire&, if not a dire&, con-
firmation.

Ler me quote a ftory, which will ferve to illuftrate all ¥
have been faying. A certain king of Siam was firmly per-
fuaded that Sommona-Copom had ftraddled over the gulph of
Bengal ; that the print of his right foot was feen at Pra-bat, and
that of his left foot at Lanca. This pious legend was certain-
ly repugnant to his majefty’s experience, the firft foundation
of probability : and he fell into the abfurdity of believing it on
the moft precarious of human authoritics, the authority of his
priefts, who had taught him, perhaps, that the merit of his
faith in the legend of Sommona-Copowm increafed as the pro-
bability of what it contained diminithed, When the Dutch
ambaflador affured the fame prince, that the furface of the
water hardened fo much in his country, during the winter,
that men, and beafts, and heavy carriages paffed over it, the
prince treated him as a liar, He knew no example of this
kind : and the feeming nonconformity to experience, in this
cafe, had the effe@ which the real nonconformity to expe-
rience fhould have had in the other. T call this a {feeming
nonconformity ; becaufe altho the good Siamefe knew no ex-
ample, in point, of what the ambaffador told him, yet he
might have refleted on feveral particular obje&s of his know-
ledge, that would have brought it up to a real conformity.
He knew, for I think the art of cafting cannon was known in
his country, that extreme heat could give fluidity to the
hardeft metals: from whence he might have concluded, very
naturally, that extreme cold was capable of producing a very

Vo, III Bb con-
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contrary effe&, that of condenfing and hardening fluid fub-
{ftances. In his country there was noice; but he knew that
there fell fometimes on the neighbouring mountains of Ava, of
Pegu, and of Laos, a certain white cold and folid {ubftance;
which was nothing elfe than water, condenfed and hardened
in one feafon, and melting and flowing in another. He was
a man of good fenfe, they fay, and therefore we may believe
that thefe confiderations diicovering to him a real, tho not
exac, conformity to his experience, he gave credit to the
Dutchman afterwards.

LeT us confider now, on our part; whether there are not
facts that contain all that is neceflary to eftablifh the higheft
probability, tho there are no examples of the fame, and tho
we fhould: allow, that a bare non-repugnancy te experience, or
a ftrong analogy to it, do not afford fufficient grounds of pro-
bability. Suppofe then a fa&, preferved in hiftory or tradi-
tion, which has the two conditions of non-repugnancy and of
analogy, and the contrary to which cannot be afferted with-
out .abfurdity. If the negative be abfurd, is it not agreeable
to tight reafon that we adhere to the affirmative ?

I'T may be faid, perhaps, that the fuppofition I make can-
not have place in hiftorical fads, that thefe are in fome fort
arbitrary, they may be affirmed or denied, according to the
credibility of the teftimony. That Jutrus Caesar conquer-
ed the Britons, or that GeEngmiz-Can conquered China, may be
true ; but it may be true, likewife, that Carsar was beat by
the Britons, and that Gencriz-Can did not even march into
China. It may be faid, that when fuch faés, as we meet
with frequently in the romances of all kinds, are concerned,
we may affirm that the contrary is true, or that no fuch events
ever happened ; but that it will not follow, that an hiftorical or

tra-
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traditional fac is true, becaufe it appears to us, that to fuppofe
the contrary is abfurd., I enter no further into this difquifi-
tion, but I content myfelf to fay, that there is, at leaft, one
fuch fac conveyed to us by tradition, the truth of which we
muft admit, becaufe it is abfurd to aflume the contrary, and
becaufe one.or the other muft be neceflarily true. The fa&
I mean is this, that the world, we inhabit, had a beginning
in time, and the {fame may be faid of our whole folar {yftem,
and of the whole {yftem of the univerfe. Now this fact being
denied very dogmatically, and there neither being nor ever
having been any living cotemporary human teftimony for it or
againft it, we muft, I think, be decided in this cafe, by con-
fidering, whether the beginning or eternity of the world im-
plies any contradi@ion with what we know, or is repugnant to
our cleareft, moft diftin&, and beft determined ideas. One
of thefe fads muft be true, fince the world exifts actually.
If it can be thewn, therefore, that the opinion of its eternity
is an abfurd opinion, I muft be convinced that it had a com~
mencement.

To prove the abfurdity of the former, there feems to be a
very obvious method, and an argument the more conclufive,
becaufe it is, in oppofition to the atheift, an argument ¢ ad
“ hominem,” an argument drawn from the only folution of
one of the greateft difficulties which the theift propofes to him.
If ‘this {folution be not good, he remains without a reply, and
if it be good, as I think indeed that it is {fufficient to anfwer
this particular difficulty, there arifes from it an argument
againft himfelf, much ftronger than that which the theift op-

ofed to him, and which I am ready to-acknowledge, that he
has fully anfwered. What is here faid, requires to be explain=

ed by a dedu@ion of particulars.
Bb 2 He
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H e who denies the commencement, and aflerts the eternity
of the world, muit believe that this planet of ours has been,
from all eternity, fuch as we fee thatitis. I fay, that he muft
believe it to be {o, fince, if he admitted fuch changes in it as
had overturned the whole order of phyfical nature, deftroyed
all the fpecies of animals, and confounded all the elements in
a new chaos, the difpute would be over, and he convifted, at
once, of the grofleft abfurdity, becaufe a God, a Anuipyoes,
would be as neceflary in this cafe, as in that of an original
creation. In fhort, fuch a renewal of the world requiring no
lefs wifdom and power than the formation of it, the difpute,
on the atheift’s part, would fink into a cavil about words.
He is obliged therefore to maintain, that this planct of ours
has been always, upon the whole, much what it is; that
there have been, from eternity, the fame general laws, and the
fame order of phyfical nature ; an infinite fucceflion of mate-
rial caufes and effe@s, blind caufes of uniform effects, uniform
in kind, if not in degree ; caufes, which have been effeds;
effefts, which become caufes in their turn, and proceed in this
manner round the circle of eternity. When we quote to the
atheift the univerfal confent of tradition, in affirming that the
world had a beginning, he laughs at the proof. - Whether he
has any right to do {o, will be feen prefently. In the mean
time, we cannot be furprifed that he, who reje&s a demon-
ftration, fhould pay no regard to a tradition ; but we may be
well furprifed, when, following the atheift on, we find him
calling tradition to his aid, and leaning wholly upon it

I'r the world is eternal, why does our knowledge of it go
no further back, why have we not more antient memorials,
fays the divine? The fame reafon, fays the atheift, which
“hinders us from having records, where we have any, beyond

I two
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two or three thoufand years in a {pace of five or fix thoufand,
to which, according to you, the antiquity of the world ex-
tends, is juft as good to hinder us from feeing further back-
wards, in a longer, and even in an infinite {pace of time.
Now here theology comes in to the aid of atheifm, as it dees
upon more occafions than this. The hiftory, which is afcribed
to the legiflator of the Jews, and which it is required that we
thould believe implicitly, aflures us, that the world was once
entirely drowned ; and thro the whole courfe of facred, as well
as profane, fcriptures, we hear of other inundations, of earth-
quakes, of plagues, of devaftations of countries, and of cap-
tivities of people, by all, or fome of which, not only num-
bers of men have been deftroyed, but whole political fo-
cieties have been loft. Thus the atheift has it in his power to
make the fame ufe of holy writ, which the divine makes of
profane hiftory ; that is, he adopts whatever makes for his
purpofe, and rejeés whatever doesnot.  He finds antient go-
vernments frequently diffolved, and new ones rifing.  The re-
cords of the former, as well as their laws and cuftoms, perifh
with them. The latter remain often very long in ignorance
and barbarity, and have not the means, nor even the defire, of
conveying the events of their own time, nor the traditions of
former times by authentic records to pofterity. He will not
fail to obferve, that all we know of antient hiftory, except
thofe broken fcraps of it which Jewifh traditions mention, has
come down to us from the Greeks 3 that many centuries pafied,
after the deluge, before Capmus, or any one elfe, carried the
ufe of letters to this people ; and that this people, not having
employed them to write hiftory till many centuries afterwards,
it is not aftonithing that we know as little as we do con-
cerning times more antient than thofe. ~ The atheift triumphs
in this anfwer to the divine, and tho no man abhors his cau‘e
more than I do, I think him thus far in the right Bu; the

cene
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{cene will foon change, if a theift interpofes. His anfwer to
the divine’s queftion will indeed ftand good, but out of this
very anfwer there will arife adecifive argument againft him,

WaEN the atheift has founded the deluge of Deucarion high,
and admitted, for the fake of his argament, that of Noan;
when he has added to thefe, all thofe other deluges, of which
tradition fpeaks, that of Xisururus, that of Ocvers, that
which the Chinefe annals mention, that whereof the priefts of
Sais informed Sovron, and that, if it was not the fame, where-
of the memory had been preferved among the people of Ame-
rica, befides a multitude of devaftations of other kinds, he
will think himfelf very ftrong. But the theift may atk him
a very puzling queftion, Was there any thing fupernatural in
the produéion of thefe terrible cataftrophes ? The divine might
anfwer, that there was3 but he could not: for if he did, he
would acknowledge the exiftence of a {upreme Being, which
he denies. It remains then, that all he has faid about the
immutable order and laws of nature, which have maintained
the world in much the fame ftate, and fuch as it is, from
all eternity, muft pafs for nothing, and the theift will in-
fift, that if fuch events as thefe, which tend direétly to the
diffolution of our planet, and the extermination of the whole
human race, have been produced fo often, in five or fix
thoufand years, by the action of blind caufes, matter and mo-
tion alone, it is repugnant to common fenfe to believe, either
that fuch events have not happened an infinite number of
times, in an infinite fpace of time ; or that having fo happened,
they thould not have once deftroyed the world entirely, and
made the fuppofition of a God neceflary to reftore it to the
ftate in which we fee it. The theift will infift futher againt
the atheift, that it is abfurd to confine thefe phaenomena to
{uch bounds, and to accompany them with juft fuch circum-

ftances
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ftances as fuit his purpofe. The purpofe of the atheift re-
quired that thefe deftra&ions of mankind fhould happen of-
ten enough to defend his hypothefis againft that queflion,
Why have we not more antient memorials of the world,
and of the inhabitants of it? What his purpofe required, is
exactly anfivered, by the eternal complaifance of blind mate-
rial caufes. 'The world was never entirely deftroyed nor man-
kind entirely exterminated, nor any neceflity created of a
God to reftore them. But there have been as many of thefe
deftruions, as may be improved to extricate the atheift out
of the difficulty which is laid in his way.

Tue divine would fit down well fatisfied with the ftate to
which, I fuppofe, the difpute is reduced by the theift, if he had
nothing more at heart, than to maintain the exiftence of God,
by maintaining the commencement of the world. But he has
fomething more at heart, it muft have commenced, it muft
have been renewed, and it muft have been repeopled, in the
manner Mosgs relates, and juft at the time which he fixes, ac-
cording to the calculations that learned men have ground-
ed on the genealogies contained in the book of Genefis.
For this purpofe a {yftem has been invented by crouding pro-
fane into the extent of facred chronology, and by making as
many anecdotes of the former, as can be fo made, {eem to co-
incide with thofe of the latter. Divines would be thought to
prove the latter by concurrent evidence ; but in reality they
affume it to be true, and by this affumption alone, can the
violence, with which they drag profane anecdetes to their
purpofe, be in any fort excufed. That I may not quote to you
any of thofe numberlefs heavy writers, who have taken this
tafk upon them, I will bring forward on this occafion Mr. de
Mravx, the honor of the Gallican or rather of the chriftian
church, and the fhame of that of Rome. This writer, who

I poffefied
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pofiefied in the higheft degree the talent of feducing the ima-
gination, when he could not convince the judgment, running
over, in his difcourfc on univerfal hiftory, thofe ages which
fuceeded the deluge, in a very agreeable manner, but on very
precarious authority, makes no {cruple of afhrming, that there
is no antient hiftory wherein the marks of a new world do
not appear manifeftly in thefe early times, and long after them.
Thefe' endeavours to confirm the Mofaic {fyftem by a multi-
tude of uncertain traditions, as well as the hiftory itfelf, com-
piled, no doubt, from other traditions, might be fufficient to
take all authority from tradition, if thefe authors did not
miftake the notion of it, and if a juft diftinétion, that ought
to be made, did not efcape them.

Travrtion is firlt oral, the firlt authors of it unknown -
and when it comes afterwards into hiftory, the genealogical
defcent of it nothing more than tradition, and we muft fay, in
general, very abfurdly, that it proves itfelf, or, very truly,
that it has no proof at all. = From hence it follows, that par-
particular circumftantial fa&s, “conveyed to us by particular
traditions, are deftitute of hiftorical proof. But fhill it will be
agreeable to nature and reafon, that the unanimous concur-
rence of many traditions, to which no contrary traditions can
be oppofed, may conflitute the truth of a general fa&. Pub-
lic report, as Priny the younger obferves, relates fads in the
grofs, and naked of circumftances. So it muft do, to deferve
any credit; and fo does this tradition, that thc world had
a beginning. It is rather a fa&, refulting from the concur-
rence of traditions, than a fa& founded on the authority of
any. Nothing can be lefs credible than all that we read in
antient ftory, about the Aflyrians for inflance. It is a wild
heap of inconfiftent traditions which cannot be reconciled,
nor verified for want of an hiftorical criterion. CrEsias, it

13
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is faid, boafted that he had extradted the materials of his
hiftory, whilft.h¢ was in the fervice of the king of Perfia, out
of the authentic records of that monarchy. But his account,
thofe of other greek writers, and even thofe of the old tefta-
ment, are {o contrary to one another, and, on the whole, fo
improbable, that they may be all comprehended under the
name of Aflyriacs, which Aristoris brought into proverbial
ufe, and which was meant to fignify all forts of fabulous rela-
tions. What are we now to believe in this cafe ? Not any parti-
cular tradition, to be fure; but thus much, in general, that
there was an empire once founded in Afia, to which the Afly-
rians gave their name,

Tuese traditions, thofe of Egypt, and many of Greece,
come from thofe dark ages which may be called heroical or
fabulous, after Varro the moft learned of the Romans. More
modern Greeks, like ecchoes, repeated thefe traditions, and,
in repeating, multiplied them all, fo that the found of them
rings fRill in our ears, and they remain obje@s of learned cu-
riofity.  Shall we give credit now to the traditions, that came
down from fabulous ages, about the expedition of the Argo-
nauts; about the war of Thebes, and that of Troy ; about
the adventures of Hercurrs, of Turseus, and 2 multitude
of other romantic ftories? No, moft certainly. It would be
ridiculous. to give credit to any of them. But it is not ridi-
culous, it is reafonable, to be perfuaded that they had fome
foundation in the truth of things. Every tradition, confider-
ed apart, may be fafely denied ; becaufe no one of them has
e hiftorical proof: but yet a truth, which may be called
with little impropriety hiftorical, refults from the combination
of all thefe fabulous traditions. There were no doubt, in un-
known ages, maritime expeditions, famous leagues, cruel
wars, and herces who rendered their names illuftrious,

Vour. III Cc Ons
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Ox & tradition reports, that Perseus carried a colony into:
the caft; another, that Trruonus did the fame ‘¢ ufque ad
¢ Aethiog wa > as far as the Indies. Is not the voyage of Io,
daughter of I‘ ACHUS, into Ffﬂ,’pt long before, and the expe-
d]l.l“fl of the (,umncuam into Afia long after, famous in
tradition ? Many others of the fame kind might bL mentioned
and tho they are all fabulous, they leave no reafon to (’oubt,.
that arts and fcicnccs, and even bqrbm‘ity, were carried from
the weft to the eaft, as well as from the eaft to the weft,
ages quite unknown to us; which is enough to fhake the au-
tlm'ifv of that [“.rtlwnr hlﬂ(uv wherein lt 1s reported, that
the world was repcopled from one {pot, and by one family,
after an univerfal deluge. But I need infift on this head
no longer. So many general truths, of which it isimpoflible
to doubt, refult from the concurrence of fabulous traditions,
that there remains no reafon to doubt of the truth of this fac,.
¢« The world had a beginning.”

Wirw it be faid, that if there bhas been fuch a tradition,,
it has not been {o univerfal as to eftablifh this truth, dCCO]’dln(r
to my rule ? Left this fhould be faid, it is neceflary that I prove
the L]I]i\\,ILL]l[}-’ of it ; and that by thewing, particularly, for
what reafons we admit other facts to be true, tho founded only:
on tradition, it may appear that the beginning of the world is
ftill better founded, and this important tradition advantage-

ouily diﬂinguiﬂlt‘d from all others.

WiirsT I am writing on this fubje&, to you, a differta-
tion, I had never feen before, is fallen into my hands. The
author # of it pretends not only to prove, that the world had
a beginning, but alfo, that this beginning was the fame which

Moses
* JacqueLor,
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Moses givesit.  He is fo fond of the fecond propofition, that
he employs all his {kill and all his learning to eftablifh it. He
ventures to-aflert, that the hiftory of the world was very well
known, when that of Moses became public by the fpreading
of the gofpel ; that profane hiftory apreed with facred, in
this rcfpeét and did not reach beyond ‘the bounds Moszs had
fet.  One would think that thefe writers imagine, for this wri-

ter is a divine too, that none but themfelves can read, and
that they have ftill the advantage, which they had befcre the
refurretion of letters, the advantage of impofing whatever
they pleafe on an ignorant world. The world had a begin-
ning ; tradition proves it had. ~ But tradition is far from prov-
ing that it began, e¢ither in the manner Moszs relates, or at
the time which he is thought to have fixed. Profane and facred
}]11’[01)/ were as little agru.d when chriftianity was publifhed
and the Jewifh fcriptures were better known, as they are at
this time; notwithftanding all the pains viken by Joskrnus,
Husesius, and others, to reconcile them ; and notwithftand-

ing all the pains that have been taken, by modern {cholars, to
confirm facred by profane anecdotes.

LeT us negleé fuch writers, therefore, who make a thew of
learning, always futile, and often falfe. Let us examine and
compare for ourfelves ; look into the authors they cite; but
truft neither their citations nor their reafonings., Dioborus
the Sicilian, and Straro, in the reign of Aucustus; Priny
and Prurarcd in thofe of Vesrasian and Trajaw, very re-
{pectable authors certainly, give us a different idea of their
knowledge in the hiftory of the world, from that which the
author of this differtation would give us, They knew a little
better than this modern writer, what hiftories and what tradi-
tions they had of any ulthcntzutv th) made no great ac=
count of thofe canticles or hymis, of thofe inferiptions and
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other expedients, which had been employed, in more early
times, to preferve the memory of paft events, and concerning
which the writer we refer to, enters into a chimerical and tire-
fome detail. Thefe antient writers looked on their hiftories
to be more modern, and their traditions to be more antient,,
than our tribe of {cholars would make them, the laft efpecially.
‘That profound antiquity, wherein thefe men affe& dogmati-
cally to make great difcoveries, with very particular and criti-
cal exadtnels, was, for the others, a dark abyfs, wherein they
faw but few objeds, and thofe few rather general than parti-
cular, and, on the whole very imperfe&.  They acknowledged,,
that the firft of the greek.hiftorians had writ no earlier than
the time about which the Perfians began to make their expe-
ditions into Europe. = They confefled,. that neighbouring: na-
tions had fome hiftorical monuments of a much- greater an-
tiquity ; but they confeflied too, that thefe monuments were
very imperfe¢t and very precarious, broken into difcordant
anecdotes, and mingled up with romance and poetical fiction:
In a word, they owned themfelves able to pierce a very lit-
tle way into antiquity : but none of them pretended, that the
bounds of their hiftorical knowledge were the bounds of anti-
quity.” Let us fee now, whether the beginning of the world
may not be, even at this time, reputed equivalent to the befk
eftablithed hiftorical fa&, notwithftanding the avowed 1gno-
rance of the moft learned and curious inquirers, who wrote, two
thoufand years ago, about the beginning of nations, and much
more of the world. '

Tue Egyptians feem to have been reputed the moft antient;
or one of the moft antient, nations of the world, by the Greeks,
from whom all our knowledge of profane hiftory defcends.
They gave to their nation an immenfe antiquity, and in part,
perhaps, fabulous, But I am at a lofs, however, to difcover

what
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what means, and therefore what right, the fcholars of thefe
ages have to decide, as dogmatically as they have done, about
the egyptian dynafties. Why, for inftance, the jefuit Pr-
ravius required that we fhould, upon his word, reject them
all? Or, why the author of the differtation, after touching
the matter very lightly and very fuperficially, fhould expeét to
be believed, when he conjedures that there were no monu-
ments of egyptian antiquity later than Mogris, tho he has in
this the authority of as great a man as Magrswam on his fide #
Dicrarcnus, the difciple of Aristorie, who had not, moft
certainly infpired him with much credulity in antient tradi-
tions, had ftudied the antiquities of Egypt. Maxerno had done
the fame in the time of Proremy Paiapeernus, and Era-
rvosTHENES in the time of Prorzuv Evercerrs. The firfk
of the two was himfelf an Egyptian, and had extra&ted his chro-
nology and hiftory from the books of Mercury, that is, from,
the facred and moft authentic writings of the Egyptians.
Why has his chronology been called in queftion, or why was
it not received by chriftian writers beyond a certain epocha ?
Is there any pretence to fay, that he altered what he found in
the books of Mercury ; as we know that Jurius Arrica-
~us, and Eusestus, altered and tranfpofed his dynafties, to
" make them, as near as they could, conformable to the
mofaic chronology > With what front can we fufpe@ the au-
thenticity of books, compiled and preferved by egyptian priefls,,
when we receive the old teftament on the faith of jewifls
fcribes, a moft ignorant and lying race ? Were the facred:
books of the Egyptians taken from them, by a king of Perfia ?
Dioborus fays it. But the fame Dioporus affures us, that
the Egyptians purchafed their feriptures again, and that they
were reftored to them by the eunuch Bacoas : whereas the
feriptures of the Jews were loft, more than once; and hows

they were recovered, the laft time at leaft, is unknown tous:
nay,,
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nay, whether they were recovered at all, in a ftri& fenfe, may
be, and has been, queftioned by fome Chriftians and Jews
too. Is the immenfe antiquity, which Maneruo afcribed to
his nation, or the tales of Osiris, and Ists, and Tyruon, too ri-
diculous to be admitted ? T fhall not plead in favor of them.
But, in truth, are the anecdotes of jewifh antiquity a whit
more conformable to experience, to rcafon, and toall our no-
tions of things divine or human, whatever regard we may pay
to fome paflages in the Pentateuch, becaufe of the ufe to which
they are put by theology. No man, who has the leaft pre-
tence to candor, and who dares fpeak out, will affert fo much.
But flill; how little credit foever we may give to the particu-
lar traditions of seither fort, all of them together are the ge-
neral voice of antiquity, and extort our aflent to this truth,
“¢ The world had a beginning.”

Tais truth feems to have been propagated by them in thofe
hieroglyphs, and that facred language, wherein they recorded
whatever was moft antient and moft refpected. = Horus, or the
world, was reprefented like a youth whofe beard was not yet
grown. An egg was the famous {ymbol of the generation, as
well as figure, of the world; and the Thebans, who were
the moft antient egyptian dynafty, had an hicroglyphical repre-
fentation of the Divinity with an egg coming out of his mouth;
which fymbol of an egg was adopted by the Phoenicians, and
by the Perfians, and became an object of worfhip in the orgia,
or myfteries of Baccuus. Thefe monuments came down from
the firft Mercury, at whofe antiquity we cannot fo much as
guefs ; for the fecond, who followed, and probably very long
atter him, our chronologers are obliged to placc as high as the
age of Moses or of Josuua.

SAN=
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SancHONIATHON, that we may fay fomething of phoenician
as well as egyptlam traditions of this fort, is another author
that may vie, perhaps, with the moft antient for ﬂnnqmt)f
Bocuart, and all our divines, think fit to place him m the
time of Gipron. It is not convenient for them that he fhould
ftand backwarder. 'They build their affertion on a paflage
concerning him in the writings of Poreuyry, who fays, that
SancuoniaTHON had the materials of hishiftory from JrrompaL,
a prieft of the God Jao. Now JERO‘\IBAL founds too like to

ERUBAAL, the name Gipeon wears in fcripture, and I.qo\
{ounds too like Jenovan, to leave any doubt on this ﬁlbjﬁ‘& i
the minds of men who can make fyftems and write volumes.
on the affinity of founds. SaNcuoNIATHON then, being co-
temporary to Gips oN, had a knowledge of the books of Mon Sy
and took from thcncc all he knew concerning the beginning
of the world ; {o that thefe two are but one and the fame tra-
dition, according to this opinion.  But there is great reafon tor
doubt of the firft part, and the fecond is evidently falfe.——
The anachronifm of Porrryry, who fuppofed Semiramis co-
temporary with the fiege of Troy, will not make SANCHONIA-
THON. Cotemporary with Gipron: fince thelaft was, unluckily,,
not a prieft, and fince the Jeromsar, from whofe writings th{,
phoenician hiftorian is {aid to have borrowed, was one. The
anfwers made to this objeion are trifling, A pagan, it is faid,
might take a general of an army for a pr]uﬁ, and Pozrmm
was guilty of this blunder. The Je“s called their chiefs or
prlncwﬂl men fometimes lnwﬁs it is faid. Therefore Por-
PHYRY, who was no more a Jew than he was a Chriftian, might
make ufe of an appellation peculiar to the Jews.—But, i'urthtr
in what time foever SancuoniATHON lived, he did not rd.lte
what he faid concerning the commencement of the world:
from the mofaic hiftory, or any other jewifh traditions; fince

3 he
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heaffirmed pofitively that he derived he cofmogony from Taaut
er Mercury. "Have we not reafon to be {urprifed, as much as
we are accuftomed to it, at the boldnefs of fcholars who prefume
to oppole their frivolous conjeGures, to what an hiftorian himfelf
fays of the materials which he followed >—The fecond part of
what is faid concerning this phoenician hiftorian being falfe, it
follows that SancroniaTION, one of the moft antient writers
whofe name is come down to us, SaxcuHoNtaTHON, a lover and
follower of truth, according to the etymology of his name,
learned and curious in fearching the original of things, furnifhed
with the moft authentic materials that Egypt and Pheenicia
could afford him, and writing in an age when the authenticity
of thefe materials might be known, affirmed the beginning of the
world ; and is, therefore, a voucher of the fame truth, diftiné
from MosEs.

WuarTHER the books of the Pentateuch were writ by Moszs
himfelf, or whether the traditions contained in them were
compiled after his time, which is not at all improbable; cer-
tain itis, that thefe traditions are of very great antiquity. Now
thefe traditions confirm the {ame general fa&, in a more cir-
cumftantial account of it, than we may {uppofe that San-
cHoNiaTHON gave. I have read that Srverrcius laughed at the
whole Story, and at GrammaTicus for quoting fome paflages
of it. This interpreter of Arisrorre afhirmed, that the whole
was taken from egyptian fables. But Simpricius might have
confidered, as we do, that how ridiculous foever the circum-
ftances might be, the fa&, affirmed by {fo many traditions,
might be true, tho he was led to deny it by arguments which
Arsstotie himfelf owned to be very problematical.  Aristo-
TLE, Who employed logic very abfurdly in phyfics, might em-
ploy it, as abfurdly, about hiftory and tradition. Let it be,
that the account Moses gives of the creation, and the cof-
mogony of SANCHONTATHON, are alike fabulous ; yet fill the

3 general
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general fa@, advanced by them, may be reputed true. The
various fables annexed to it do, ineffe®, prove it; fince itis
not likely that they would have been invented, if the founda-
tion of them had not been laid in tradizion, if there had not
been a ftock of truth whereon to graft them.

I am as much perfuaded, as Simpricius himfelf, that the
Ifraclites might borrow fome egyptian traditions, as it is no-
torious that they borrowed many civil and religious inftitu-
tions from the fame people. I can believe too, on the faith
of learned men, that there is fome analogy between the mofaic
account of thecreation and the phoenician cofmogony. There is
nothing extraordinary to alter the ftate of the queftion in this.
1 can believe too, that the fix times, in which God made the
world, according to an antient tradition of the Perfians, are
relative to the fix days in which he made it, according to the
jewifh traditions. The Ifraelites had been flaves to the Egyp-
tians, captives among the Chaldaeans, and {ubjeés to the Per-
fians. . They boafted their defcent from Apranam ; and the
magi acknowledged this patriarch for their legiflator, and for
the inftitutor of their religion. The reformation, which Zo-
roasTer made in this, was inade after the return of fome of
the Jews, from Babylon, into their own country. But it was
made, according to Hipe and other modern critics, in the
reign of Darius, fon of Hysrasess, a little before Espras
and Nruemias went from the court of Perfia to reftore the
religion, to fettle the government, and to compile the tradi-
tions of the Jews at Jerufalem. Esoras fet out from Perfia
and Babylonia when the difputes between the magians and the
fabians ran the higheft, and when the new doérines of Zo-
roASTER prevailed in the firft fervor of reformation. Espras,
therefore, and the other Jews, who could not fail to be fa-
vorable to the firft {e&, and averfe to the latter, might very

Vo, IIL Dd well
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well take, as it is highly probable that they did, the names of
the months, the names of angels, many ridiculous anec-
dotes, and, among the reft, fome concerning the creation,
from the magians. The tradition was common to all thefe na-
tions, but they invented and they borrowed, from one another,
various circumftances, in which they drefled it up differently,
each hiftorian according to his fancy, and conformably to the
eftablifhed fyftem of his religion. This hypothefis is {o well
founded, and {o very probable, that our divines do nothing
better than weaken the credibility of the fa&t, when they
aflume, on the fimilitude of fome circumftances, that this
tradition, as well as the belief of one God, was preferved by
the Jews alone.

Tuey were both much more antient among the Perfians
than Zoroaster or Zrrpusut. We have to do here only
with the firft : and as to that, Poreuyry cites in his treatife,
“ De antro nympharum,” a certain Eusurus, who writ the
hiftory of MiTuras, and affured in it, that ZoroasTEer con-
fecrated a round grotto, fuch as nature had formed it, adorned
with flowers and watered by fprings, to MiTaras, the creator
of all things, which grotto was the fymbol of the world, as
the world is the work of Mituras. The fame reformer infli-
tuted feftivals likewife to commemorate the beginning of it;
and not content with this, he defcended into particulars; fixed
the number of days contained in every one of the fix times
that had been imagined ; and marked the gradual progrefs of
the creation in each of them.

Tue Chaldacans may be coupled, on this occcafion, with
the Perfians, as the Phoenicians and, the Ifraelites were with
the Egyptians. They were all diftin& nations ; they had all
their diftinét religions and traditions ; but they all agreed in

one,
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one, the beginning of the world, how many different fitions
foever they might relate concerning the time and manner of
this beginning. I do not cite the chaldaic oracles. They
were as much forged or corrupted, perhaps, as the {ibyline
verfes, But we have no need of leaning on their authority.
Eusesius has preferved a remarkable paffage that was n the
hiftory of Berosus. An antient tradition of the Chaldaeans
reported, that our world was formed out of a chaos.  All was
night and water, till Ber cut this night in two, feparated the
heavens from the earth, and formed the world. The ftars,
the fun, the moon, and the planets, were the productions,
according to this tradition, of the fame Ber, by which name
the Chaldacans meaned to fignify the Kners of the orthodox
Egyptians, their own invifible Mitsaras, or, in one word, the
fupreme Being.

I xkxow very well that Dioporus fays, the Chaldaeans be-
lieved the world eternal by it’s nature, and incapable of gene-
ration or corruption. But, in the firft place, the authority of
Berosus feems to deferve, on this occaffon, much more credit
than that of Dioporus, not only becaufe he was much nearer
to the times of which he {peaks, but becaufe he was a babylo-
nian and a prieft, and, therefore, better inflru@ed, without
doubt, than the latter in the traditions of his own country.—
In the next place, the difficulty of reconciling thefe two au-
thors, does not feem infuperable. - The Greek; in the begin-
ning of his firlt book, fpeaks of thofe, who believed the world
eternal, and of thofe, who were of a contrary opinion. But
this difpute feems to have rilen among the naturalifts or the
learned, as he calls them, and not among thofe who content-
ed themfelves to know, about paft events, what the hiftory
and tradition of their country taught them. Thus we may
underftand, and fhould, 1 think, underftand what he fays of

Dd 2 the
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the Chaldaeans ; for after having faid, that they maintained
the eternity of the world, and believed it incapable of genera-
‘tian or corruption, he adds, that they believed the world to
be governed by a divine providence, and every thing which
happened, to be ordered by the gods, not to happen by
chance. Now the greateft part of what he fays being mani-
fe:ftly an account of philofophical opinions, and not of faés
p eferved in hiftory or in tradition, it feems moft natural to un-
d rftand the whole in the fame manner ; befides which, it is to
be confidered, that there might be a tradition of the commence-
ment, and that there could be none of the eternity of the
world. From all which, it feems evident to me, that the
whole of what DIODORLS fq) s, is applicable to phllofophlcﬂ]
opmlons alone, which are fometimes oppofed to matters of
fa& fufﬁment]y eftablifhed ; whereas every fuch hypothefis
thould have it’s foundation in fa&, not to be chimerical. Be-
rosus relates what he found in 111\. chaldaic traditions 3 and
Dioporus tells us, what the opinions were of fome p]nlofo—
phers at leaft. We fhall fee prefently, that this oppofition of
a philofophical hypothefis to tradition was not confined to
Egypt or Chaldaea, and that it does not affe@ the truth of the
propofition we defend.

STraro relates, in his fifteenth book, that the brachmans
in India agreed with the Greeks in many things, and particu-
larly in this, that ¢ the world had a bL[}:II]l‘lli]ﬂ' " to which
he adds, 'md that ““it will be deftmyf_d Advantage may
be taken from hence to turn my own way of reafoning .1g'1m{’c
me. It may be faid, that, fince the brachmans believed the
future deftru@ion Oi‘ the World which could not be the fub-
ject of any tradition, and was not certainly revealed to them
by prophecy, the affumed commencement of the world might
be, and certainly was, merely founded, as well as it’s affumed

deftruction,
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deftrudion, on their philofophical fpeculations. Tt may be
faid, that we ought to explain this paflage of STraso, much as
I have explained that of Dioporus, and to fuppofe the whole
fyftem of thefe indian brachmans philofophical.

I siaws have occafion to confider, more at length, the true
difference between a tradition of opinion, and a tradition of
fa&. But, in the mean time, I obferve, that fince the opi-
nion of the future deftru&ion of the world, founded manifeftly
in fpeculation, was entertained by the Greeks, at the {ame
time as the opinion of it’s beginning, founded not lefs mani-
feflly in tradition ; and fince Straso affures us, that there was.
a great conformity between the opinions of the Greeks, and
the opinions of the Indians, we may well believe that there
was the fame conformity between the principles on which their
opinions were framed. "Thofe among the Greeks, who be-
lieved the world had a beginning, believed it on the faith of
tradition. They who imagined it would have an end, were
led to imagine fo both by phyfical and metaphy fical {peculation.
Since they were fure it had a beginning, thicy condl uded, from
both, that it would have an end, and grafted opinion on fadk.
Thus it happened among the Greeks, and thus it might hap-
pen among the Indians.

I osserve, in the next place, that if there was any author-
of equal authority, who afferted that the brachmans believed
the eternity of the world, to oppofe to Strazo, as we have
Brrosus, to oppofc te Dieporus, this circumitance might
afford fome pretence o fay that the brachmens, having framed,,
from obfervations of the prefent fate of the material world,
an opinion that it would be fome time or other deftroyed by
age or accident, were led from thence, by carrying their {pe-=
culations backwards, to the opinion thatit had a beg_inninlf_ g

ut
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but that as there is no fuch authority to oppofe to StRraABO,
we ought to conclude, that the knowledge they had by tradi-
tion of the beginning of the world, led them to believe, on
phyfical obfervation and metaphyfical reafoning, it’s future de-
ftrucion, rather than to conclude this philofophical conjeture
led them to imagine, without any foundation in tradition,
that the world had a beginning. ~ So that I might very well
quote the Indians, as an antient nation who concurred in efta-
blithing the truth of this fa& on the faith of their traditions,

I'micur go further on to the eaftward, and bring the tefti-
mony of the Chinefe, on the fame fide : a moft antient nation
furely, and poflefled of more antient records, perhaps, than any
other, tho we have been little acquainted till very lately with
their hiftory, chronology, and traditions. But I choofe to pro-
ceed in quoting authors better known to us, and fhall therefore
cite once more Strazo, whofc authority, of all the antient
writers, is perhaps of the greateft weight. Strazo reprefents
the Aethiopians rather barbarous than civilifed ; and yet this
people believed a fupreme immortal Being, the firft caufe of all
things. This people therefore believed the beginning of the
world, and this people could not fail to have moft antient tra-
ditions, fince, as rude as they were, the ufe of letters had been
known by them from a time immemorial. Enough has been
faid of the moft antient nations that are mentioned in hiftory ;
and if we defcend to the Greeks, modern, with refpedt to
them, tho antient, with refpec to us, we fhall find the fame
tradition eftablifhed and further reafons to perfuade that it was
univerfal, allegorifed, diguifed, difputed, and even weakened
by time ; but fill univerfally received, and ftrongeft as we re-
mount hifgheﬁ in our inquiries after it. Such it was when the
Greeks, from whom it has defcended to us, adopted and
tranfmitted it. ~ This tradition feems to rife out of the abyfs

2 of
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of time with the impetuofity of a great fource. But then as
the water, which {pouted out with much noife and force in the
beginning, runs filently and gently on, the further it runs ; fo
this tradition grew weaker, but continued to run, when the
authors, whom we read at this time, began to write.

Tue Egyptians were the firft mafters of the Greeks. Be-
fore any of thefe went into Egypt to acquire {cience, they had
received much inftruéion from thence ; principles of religion
and of civil government and anecdotes of antiquity. Ogr-
ruEUs may pafs for the firft of thefe egyptian miflionaries ;
fince he came from Egypt, tho he was a thracian. I aban-
don the verfes, which have gone under his name, as eafily as
the chaldaic oracles ; but that I fhould believe there was no
fuch man, is too much to require. ArisrorLe afferted, as we
learn in the firft book of the nature of the gods, ¢ OrprHEUM
¢ poetam nunquam fuiffe.”” But we find in the fame treatife,
that Orereus, Musarus, Hestop, and Homer, were reckoned
among the moft antient poets. Itwould not be difficult, perhaps,
to difcover the principle of philofophical intereft which induced
AristoriLE to deny the exiftence of a man fo famous in all the
traditions of his country, and who had been the fubje@ of {o
many fables. What traditions of greater antiquity than Or-
rcvus the Greeks might have, we know not. But he was,
certainly, the principal channel, thro which that of the com-
mencement of the world pafied, from the Egyptians, to Mu-
saeus, Hesiop, and Homer, who received firft, or were
confirmed in the belief of it, by this authority, and who pre-
ferved and propagated it in all their fongs. PyrHAacORAS took
it from the Egyptians likewife, and from other eaftern nations.
The whole italic' {chool, and all thofe of the ionic, who
did not prefer their own {peculations to a matter of fa&, and

Prato, the famous founder of the academy, followed them.
None
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None of thefe invented the fa& ; but all of them drefled it up
and delivered it ""“"v'll n diﬂ‘ucnt garbs, according to their
different fyfteris of ph ‘fnupny and rclr'non Even the chrifti-
ans, who came fo long afterwards, hup(.d to cormpt this tra-
dmon by interpol: umg the famous verfes, afcribed to Or-
rueus, which I have for this reafon, among \mcrs, confented
to lay afide ; tho flill, if e believe thefe verfes were compofed

by OnomacriT us, and not by OrruEus, they were compofed
at leaft as carly as the agc of Pisistrarus, and contain,.
therefore; a very antient tradition,

I micuT bhave named, as the prefervers of this tradition,
among the Greeks, Linus, Taai 5, and others. I might
quote feveral T h;of‘rmu s, that 6, it 18 daid,. were writ, like that
of ArisTarus of the 1ﬂ.md of Proconnélis,. or that of Epi-

MENIDRS of the ifland of Crete; all which would have been

mote ridiculous, than they were, if the beginning of the world
had not been Lﬁabl hed in general belief ; but I will mention,
particularly, that of Hzsion only. He invokes the mufes to
iing the divine race of thofe immortal gods born of the earth,
of the heavens, and of night, and who have been nourifhed
by the falt fea. He goeson to bid them fing, how the gods
and the earth were firft made, ‘with the rivers and the immenfe
fea, with the ftars and the he.wcns with the gods who pro-
CLLde from them, and who are the athor b all good things.
The fame extravagant ideas are to be found in Homgx. i]w
ocean was, according to him, the original of all things: ans:l
this notion coincides vulh that of TuaL es, who taught that all

things proceeded from water as their raterial principle ; by
which he meaned, no doubt, a certain chaos, wherein all the

elements were coni’oundc,d tlll they were reduccd into order,

that is, till the world bccrm. 3

THFE
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Tuz proofs of the univerfality of this tradition, muffled up
almoft always in allegories and fables are {o numerous that
we run more rifk of being loft in the multiplicity of them,
than of wanting any. Asarrs, the {cythian, had writ con-
cerning thefe generations of gods. The world was not eternal
in the {yftem of the druids; and the antient Etrurians had
their fables concerning the beginning of it, as well as the
Egyptians and the Perfians. The magi, fays Diocenes La-
ERTIUS, taught the generation of the gods: and by thefe gods,
they underflood fire, earth, and water, One of the magi,
fays Herovorus, fung the fame generation, in an hymn, at

all the facrifices of the Perfians.

As poetry perlonified every thing, antient philofophy,
which was little elfe than poetry, animated all the elements?
and every part of corporeal nature was filled with inferior di-
vinities : for they acknowledged fome that were {uperior, and
even a fupreme Being, who, far from being born of the world,
made it, and was the father of gods and men ; which puts
me in mind of a paffage in Cicero, where it is faid, of this
fupreme Being, ¢ deos alios in terra, alios in lund, alios in
< reliquas mundi partes fpargens Deus quafi ferebat.”

It would have been very convenient for all the atheiftical
philofophers to have aflumed the eternity of the world ; but
tew of them durft do fo, in oppofition to this univerfality of
tradition. 'They were obliged, therefore, either to rejedt this
tradition, or to find fome way of accounting for the exiftence
of our plaget, without fuppofing a felf-exiftent Anuidpyes, or
archite&®, the firt mind of Anaxacoras. They chofe the
laft, as the moft eafy tafk, and Ericurus feemed to think his
abfurd fyftem more likely to - prevail, for this very reafon,

Vo, III, Ec be-
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becaufe it aflumed that the world had a beginning conform-
ably te:tradition, The author of the differtation, I have be-
fore me, afferts, that all the philofophers, except the epicu-
reans, under which name he comprehends all the atomic
philofophers, held, that the world was eternal. A paffage in
the beginning of the fourth chapter of the treatife of Censori-
Nus, ¢ De die natali,” led him into this error. What he ad-
vances. may ‘be proved falfe by a. dedudion of many parti-
culars ; but this. may be {aid, with truth, that an opinion of
the eternity. of the world. grew. up or {pread. more after Ari-
storLE. Even, the latter platonicians took part on this head
with. the peripatetics; "Lhey treated. their mafter, as St. Jeronm
accufes others, and might have been accufed himfelf, of treat-
ing the fcriptures. Whatever new opinions philofophers
framed, they. dragged. in. the text of. their mafters to fupport
them ; which calls to my mind the proceedings of a Jew and of a
ftoical philofopher. Privo found, a trinity. of divine hypoftafes
in the writings of Praro. He adopted the opinion, would
needs find it in the facred. writings. of his fathers, and recon-
cile the legiflator of the Jews with the founder of the acade-
my, Jult fo CreanrTaes cndeavored.to make the fables.of
Orrueus, Musazus, Hesiop, and Homer. agree with what he
taught concerning the gods; * Ut veterrimi poetae, qui haec ne
¢ f{ufpicati quidem f{int, ftoici fuiffe videantur*” But after
all,» nothing can be more ftrongly afferted than the commence-
ment_of the world is by Praro; and even Aristorie him-

elf acknowledged, that this philofopher thought it generated.

Iremay. feem firange, but it is true, that we have aright to
quote Aristorrr himfelf againft the eternity of the world.
He falls feyerely on the philofophical {yftems, that prevailed
in his time, about the manner in which it began : .but he ac-
knowledges the uniformity, of this.antient tradition, How

could
* Torry denat. Deor. . 3,
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could he avoid to do fo? Or how could it be otherwife, fince
the Greeks, in his time, had found it eftablithed among all
the nations with whom they became acquainted either by
commerce or by war? That happened to them, which has
happened to us, in much later ages. We have puthed our
difcoveries thro both hemifpheres, and have found every where
the fame tradition eftablithed in the belief of mankind. The
Chinefe, whom I juft mentioned above, would pafs, ‘like
the Egyptians of old, for the moft antient race of mankind,
and they have traditions and records of immenfe antiquity
and very fingular authenticity. - Now thefe traditions and
thefe records agree, in one general fact, with all thofe that
have been mentioned, * the world and mankind had a begin=
“ ning.” Even the name of a firft man is preferved, and
Four, who was the Oreneus of the eaft, precedes a very little
their hiftorical age. If we crofs the South-fea, and vifit the
cople of Peru or of Mexico, we find the fame tradition
eftablifhed by univerfal confent, as they received it from their
fathers. ‘The world began and Pacua Cawac ‘created it : the
fun, that enlightens the world now, is not cternal 5 there
have been other funs before this.  If we crofs the continent of
Ametica and proceed to the iflands, we find the inhahitants
of them in the fame belief; at leaft we might have found thermn
fo, whilft they preferved the primitive fimplicity of their
raanners, and the traditions of their forefathers, and till
fpanith ‘avarice and fpanifh bigotry had exterminated the
whole fpecics.

Arter faying fo much concerning this tradition, it is ne-
ceffary, I think, to confider, more patticularly, what thofe
principles are, on which reafon determines us €o recelve general
facts that have no foundation out of tradition, as we recetve
the moft authentic hiftorical truths, . I have touched  this

Bea {ub-
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{fubjet already ; but, to treat it with more-order and clear-
nefs, let us defcend into fome detail of the effential differences
between hiftory and tradition. Let us confider what thofe
attributes are which the latter wants, and for the want of which
this teftimony cannot produce hiftorical probability : for if we
find that there is not the fame neceflity of relation between
thefe attributes and the general fadls, fpoken of here, as there
is between thefe attributes and every hiftorical account of paft
events ; in fhort, if we find that fuch general faés are not in
the cafe of thofe, in order to judge of which the rules of
hiftorical criticifm have been eftablithed, it will follow, that
thefe facts may be received for true, as well as any, and much
better than feveral of thofe that are contained in hiftory, and to
the truth of which we affent..

A sTory, circumflantially related, ought not to be received.
on the faith of tradition ; fince the leaft refle@ion on human.
nature is {ufhcient to thew, how unfafely a fyftem of facts and
circumftances can be trufted for its prefervation to memory:
alone, and for its conveyance, to oral report alone ; how liable
it muft be to all thofe alterations, which the weaknefs of. the
human mind muft caufc neceffarily, and which the corru ption
of the human heart will be fure to fuggeft. An event that is
not circumftantially, is imperfeétly related, not only with re-
{ipe@ to the communication it thould give, but with refpe@ to
the means we fhould have to judge of it’s probability. The
means I {peak of are thofe of comparing the different parts of
a ftory together, and of examining how well they coincide
and render the whole confiftent. In one cafe, then, different
circumftances are to be compared; in the other, all the tradi-
tions that can be colle@ed on the fame fubjet. Inconfiftent
circum{tances deftroy the credit of the ftory ; repugnant tradi-
tions, that of a general event. But the filence of fome hifto-

ries
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ries or of fome traditions will deftroy the credit of neither,
when all thofe who fpeak of the fame thing agree. =~ The jewilh
hiftory has preferved the memory of a babylonian kingdom,
which we call the fecond empire of the Aflyrians, unknown
to profane hiftory and tradition, which make mention only of
one. 'Thatantient monument too of Ruamszs, which Germa-
NIicus went to {ee in his voyage into Egypt, and the infcription
on it, which contained the names of all the nations whom this
prince had conquered in Afia, makes no mention of the Afly-
rians among thofe who became tributary to the egyptian em-~
pire, as if their very name had not been known a century be-
fore the aera of Nasonassar, tho it mentions the Perfians, the
Ba&rians, and others, who muft have been fuch to the Afly-
rians, if an aflyrian empire had been eftablithed, as we aflume,,
before the aera of Nasonassar. Notwithftanding this filence,
and. the vain efforts of {cholars to reconcile {facred and profane
aflyriacs, it. would be unreafonable to deny that there was an.
aflyrian empire in Afia. Upon the whole matter, that ¢ the
“ world had a beginning,” is a general fa@, even better found-
ed than this, * there has been an affyrian monarchy.” Some:
antient traditions, we have {feen, do not concur with others
about the latter. = But I prefume it would be hard to cite any
body ef antient traditions, wherein the commencement of the
world is not dire&ly affirmed, or conflantly fuppofed. There
is not even the filence of tradition againft it; and as to tradi-
tions that deny the fa&, there neither have been, nor couldi
be, any.

I't may be thought, and it is true, in general, that hiftory
has this advantage over tradition. ‘The authors of authentic
hiftory are known; but thofe of tradition, whether authentic:
or unauthentic, are not known: . The probability of fa&s:muft:

diminifh by length of time, and can be eftimated, at no time,,
. 3 higher:
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higher than the value of that original authority, from which
it is derived. This advantage, then, authentic hiftory has,
which no tradition can have. The degree of affent, which we
give to hiftory, may be fettled, in propomon to the numbcr,
chara&ers, and circumftances of the original witnefies ; thc
degrees of affent to tradition cannot be {o fett]c_d Let us fee,
therefore, how far this difference may be thought to affe&t thc
tradition of the beginning of the world. V‘w thall find, T
think, that we are very liable to be deceived in all thefe u.fnf_us
which fhould conftitute the authenticity of thtory md that
the difference I have obferved cannot aﬂc.ét in any fort, the
true fact I affert.

W e are deceived, grofsly, very often about the number of
witnefles, two ways. Somectimes by applying teftimonies that
have no true relation to the things teﬁlﬁed and fometimes by
taking different repetitions of the fame tcf’cimony, for diffe-
rent teftimonies. Both thefe ways are employed with f{uccefs,
artfully by {fome, habitually by others ; and numerous citations
improperly brought, and carelefsly or ignorantly fet to account,
tosincreafe the confufion and to promote the deception, No-
thing can be more ridiculous, perhaps, than to feea great part
of what we find in profane antiquity applied to confirm what we
find in facred: Numerous and aftonithing examples of this
kind might be brought from all the writers who have endea-
voured to eftablith the authenticity ofjcwufh by a fuppoﬁ.ci
concurrence of profane, traditions. But I pafs thefe over. It
1s full as ridiculous to fee all the antient writers, who have fpoke
of the Afiyrians and Perfians, quoted as fo many diftinét wit-
ncfles, when they did, for the moft part, nothing more than
copy Cresias, firft, and one another, afterwards. Neither
Cresias, nor Moses himfelf, may deferve belicf in all the par-
ticulars related by them ; but Cresias may be reckoned as a

8 wit~
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-
witnefs: the more of fome general fi@s, as Moses may be of
{fome others.

Tuar the world had a begining is a naked fa&, which
neither contains nor implies any thing equivocal. It neither
leans on the authority of one nation, nor of one {yftem of tradi-
tions: which many nations may adopt. Nations, the moft
diftant in place; and - the moft oppofite in opinions, cuftoms, and
manners, concur in afirming it.  All thefe traditions, there-
fore, have had different originals, or they all proceed from one
original tradition. If they had different originals, the truth
of the fa& is eftablifhed by fo great a number of independent
teftimonies. If they all proceed from one original tradition, the
truth of the fa& is eftablifthed juft as well ; fince fuch a tradi-
tion muft have beens that of one firft family or fociety. As
it would' be abfurd to aflume that a tradition, which may be
called that of mankind, could be founded originally in any
thing elfe than the truth of a fa& which concerned all man-
kind, and' of which all mankind had once had a certain affu-
rance ; {o it would be abfurd to fuppofe thata tradition, arifin
in one family or {ociety alone, could fpread: to all the corners
of the earthy .and be received alike by nations even unknown
to one another, unlefs we fuppofe this family or fociety to be
that from which all thefe nations, by whom this tradition was
preferved, proceeded. It does not feem that this argument
can be eluded.

A's there is a great difference between circumftantial rela-
tions and general naked fads, fo there is, likewife, between
the tradition I'contend for, and every other of the fame kind.
‘That: there has been an univerfal deluge is a fa&, as general
and as:naked as this, ‘“ the world had a beginning ;” butlap-
prehend, _that the tradition of it is not fupported. like that of

the
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the commencement of the world. Has the memory of this
event been preferved among all the antient nations ? There are
men bold enough to fay fo; but the contrary is true. The
tradition of Noawn’s deluge is vouched by no other authority
than that of Mosgs: for thofe nations, which preferved the
memory of fo many particular deluges, knew nothing of this
univerfal deluge ; and yet it is impoffible to conceive that the
memory of f{uch a cataftrophe fhould have been known only
by one people, and that not the moft antient neither; or being
known to all, fhould have been preferved only in one corner
of the earth. If this tradition then is liable to fufpicion, for
want of a {ufficient number of teftimonies, that of the com-
mencement of the world is liable to no fufpicion ; becaufe it has
as many teftimonies as can be expected on the fuppofition of
it’s truth, Let us proceed now to confider the veracity and
probity of witnefles, and the difference between hiftory and
tradition on this head. Hiftory to be authentic muft give us
not only the means of knowing the number, but of knowing
the chara&ers, of the witnefles who vouch for it. Tradition
in general gives us the means of knowing neither; and the
particular tradition we fpeak of here, which is that of nations,
not of men, doges not ftand in need of the latter.

Trrs condition of hiftorical probability is even more im-
portant than the number of witnefes ; and it is by this that we
are moft liable to be deceived. There are certain follies which
prevail fometimes like epidemical maladies, and infe& whole
mations with their delirium. Such there were, of one {fort,
among the Egyptians ; fuch there were, of another fort, among
the Jews ; and the predeftination to univerfal empire may
pafs for another, among the Romans. But whatever various
cftects different deliriums may produce in different countries,
there is one which they produce alike in all, the fpirit of in-

venting
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venting, believing, and propagating lies, Thefe lies come
foon to have education and authority on their fide. It be-
comes the intereft of particular men, or of particular focieties,
to profit of the public credulity, and when they have once
done f{o, their lies produce fuch effe@s, under the manage-
ment of bold and artful men, as fober truth never could.
Thus ManomeT, to go no higher, inflituted a new religion
in the feventh century of ours, and founded a great empire.
Manomer had intrepidity as well as addrefs, and if a miferable
Jew of Afia minor, feventy or eighty years ago, had not
wanted the former, we might have feen, very poflibly, at this
hour, a new {piritual and temporal empire eftablithed by the
adorers of a new Mefliah. But the courage of SazaTar Sevr,
to whom the Jews reforted from all parts, ina firm perfuafion
that he was their true Mefliah, failed him, and he paffes for
an impoftor, merely becaufe he durft not ftand an impalement.
Thus not only lies, but whole fyftems of lics, get into hiftory ;
pafs for religious truths ; and ferve to fupport, by appeals to
them in after-times, the original fraud. ManomeT was obliged
to fly from Mecca to Medina by the unbelieving Arabs. But
the Arabs now, and all thofe who have been converted to ma=
hometifm, (for it would be falfc to fay, tho we hear it con-
tinually faid, that this religion has been propagated by force
alone and not by perfuafion) go very devoutly in pilgrimage
to the place from which he was driven, and the time of his
flight is become their facred aera.

I pwerr the longer on this point, becaufe it is that which
juftifies hiftorical pyrrhonifm the moft. 'The antient manner
of recording events, made it eafy to practice all thefe frauds.
The priefts in Egypt, in Judaea, and elfewhere, were intruft-
ed to make and to keep thefe records j and they were under a
double obligation, if I may fay fo, for fuch they thought it no

Mor. IIL Ff doubt,
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Feope

doubt, to kccp them with greater regard to the f; ',-mn of re-
]1;1011 whofe minifters they w cre, than to the truth of things.
They were to keep up the credit of antient lies, and to in-
vent as many new ones, as were neceflaty to propagate the
fame fraud. By thefe means, and on thefe motives, the
whole of hlﬁorv was couupted in thofe nations, as we
fhall eafily believe that it could not fail to be, w hcu we con-
fider the connexity between civil and ecclefi: 1ﬁ1c31 affairs, and
their mutual influence on one another. Josceuus, writing
againft Arrion, praifes this manner of preferving the memory
of things, in oldcr to befpeak approbation to the pradice,
which was that of his own country. He boafts much of the
fincerity, and even of the infpiration, if I miftake not, of the
jewifh fcribes, But good fenfe, founded in experience, will
anfwer that they who record matters, concerning which they
are ftrongly biafled by their affe@ions, their paffions, and their
prejudices, and wherein they have, direély, or indlrc“; an
immediate and great private intereft to ferve by inventing
falfhoods, or by dlfgm{mﬂr truth, are never to be received as
good \\1tneﬁ<.s unlefs their Luﬂlmony be confirmed by colla-
teral and diﬁntereﬁed evidence. That they are not to be re-
ceived as fuch, on any other terms, we need go no further than
the Jews thu‘lﬁ,lvcs for CY’lL‘nplLb. Some of their heroes and
heroines may be thought juftly, when we confider the ana-
chronifms and the blunders they commit, as fictitious as Ama-
pis of Gaul, and their traditions no more authentic than thefe

of archbithop Tureix.

Tre uncertainty of hiftory arifes principally from the caufes
here laid down. We are lefs liable to be deceived by the con-
currence of authors, more independent and more indifferent
than thefe, tho thcy may not be all of equal credit: be-
caufc when their motives and defigns are not the {fame, when

2 they
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they had no common principle, and when they cannot be
{ufpeéted to have had any concert together, nothing but the
notoriety of facts can make their relations coincide, In fuch
cafes a nice examination of the veracity and probity of hifto-
rians, when we can make it, is as little neceflary as it is in
matters of tradition, where we cannot make it. We may
{ubfcribe, at leaft as reafonably, to the united teftimony of a
great number of traditions, whofe authors are unknown to us,
as we may to facts reported by a great number of hiftorians,
tho the authority of fome of thefe would be otherwife very
precarious.

Experience fhews fufficiently, that there is no falthood too
orofs to be impofed on any people civilifed or barbarous,
learned or ignorant, but we fhall never conceive that the
fame lie could be impofed on all people: becaufe it is impof-
{ible that the fame lic {hould flatter them all alike, or be
equally well proportioned to the intereft and defigns of a pre-
valent fociety in every nation. What immediate or neceflary
relation has the beginning of the world to the predominant
folly of the Egyptians, for inftance, or the Chinefe, or to the
intereft of the pricfts, among the former, and any of the fe-
veral {ecls, among the latter ? Since they believed the world
to have had a beginning ; it was very conformable to the folly
of thefe two people to infift that they defcended from the firft
men, and were the moift antient nations of the world ; but
what need had they to afflume the commencement of it? Would
they not have flattered their vanity more to fay, that it was
eternal, and that their race was coeternal with it ? ——Once
more. What neceflary relation had the beginning of the world
to the favorite principle of the Jews, who belicved themfelves
a people chofen by God, out of all the people of the earth #
Could the eternity of the world ~make it lefs likely that they

Ff 3 de-
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defcended from Sem, or the vocation of Asramam more im-
probable, or deftroy the credibility of any faét that flattered
their vanity ? I confefs, I think not. If it be faid, that this
nation had nobler ideas of the fupreme Being than any other;
and that it was more conformable to thefe ideas to believe that
the world was made by God, than that it is eternal as well as
he; I might deny the firft propofition, and fhew that no na-
tion had fuch mean ideas of the Divinity in many refpe@s as
this. But if I admitted it, for arpument fake, T might afk
how this philofophical opinion could be paffed for a matter of
fa&t on the Egyptians, who boafted fo much of their own an=
tiquity, by a people, who had grown up among them, and
who had been fo long their flaves ? If this tradition of the be-
ginning of the world had prevailed among the Jews firft, who
were known to few people, and defpifed by thofe that knew
them, how came it to fpread far and wide to the utmoft ex-
tremities of the eaft and weft >—Since I have named the weft,
let me mention the Peruvians, and afk how the beginning of
the world can be faid to have flattered the general folly of this.
people, or the particular intereft of their incas ? They thought
their incas the children of the fun. To what purpofe was it
to make them believe that Pacra Camac was a being fuperior
to the {un, and that he created the world ? Would it not have
been more agreeable to the prejudices of the Peruvians, and to
the interefts of the incas, to have fuppofed the world eternal,
and themfelves the offspring of an eternal father ? '

Ligs, that are produced by the predominant paflions of
people, and by the policy of thofe who lead them, carry for
the moft part on their fronts, if I may fay fo, the marks of
their original : and this obfervation will hold in a multitude of
inftances that may be brought from hiftory and tradition, both
from fadts circumftantially related, and from thofe that are

naked
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naked, or almoft naked of circumftances, But the tradition
that affirms the beginning of the world is not in this cafe. It
is relative no more to the particular character of one people
than of another. It favors no more one general principle of
religion or policy than another. Ina word, force your imagi-
nation as much as you pleafe, you will find infurmountable
difficulties in your way, if you fuppofe the faét invented : but
all thefe difficulties vanith when you fuppofe it true. The
univerfal confent of mankind follows naturally and neceffarily the
truth of the fa&. The antiquity of the tradition isa confequence
of the antiquity of the world, and the great variety of fables,
which have been invented about it, is a circumftance that ac-
companies every event that has defcended long in oral tradition,
and that has not been afcertained by cotemporary hiftory, nay,.
even fome that feem to have been fo afcertained..

Trere remains, to be fpoken of, another condition of hifte-
rical probability, which it may be fuppofed that tradition can-
not have, and which we have feen, in the cafe of numbers, and
veracity or probity of witnefles, that hiftory itfelf does not al-
ways furnith, and for want of which we are often impofed up-
on by it. This condition is {o effential, that neither the num-.
bers nor characters of witneffes will conftitute probability with-
out it. +The condition T mean is this: that the original authors
were not only cotemporary but competent witnefles. The ex-
amination whether they were fuch or no may be reckoned fer
another advantage, which hiftory has, or muft have, to be deem--
ed authentic, over tradition, by what paffes every day, under our
eyes, when we feealmoft every public fa&t related, and even tranf-
mitted to pofterity, not according to truth, but according to the
wrong judgments which are made by prejudice or by paffion..
What happens now, happened formerly, and no ftronger proof
of it can be required than that which we find in Arrrax.  Hex

Had!
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had before him the memorials of ArisTorurus and of ProLk-
My, two principal captains that accompanied ALexanDER in
all his expeditions ; and yet the hiftorian was puzzled, fome-
times, by the inconfiftency of their relations.

Onx this head, the competency of original witnefies, it may
be faid, that if hiftory wants it fometimes, tradition muft
want it always, and that tradition, efpecially, which I de-
fend, Imay be told, and I was told, that if every thing elfe,
which I have advanced, was admitted, the objetion, arifing
from the incompetency of witnefles, would be fufficient to
refute me. It was urged, that whoever were the firft to fay
there had been a monarchy of the Afiyrians, might know the
truth of what they faid, but that they, who were the firft to
afhrm the beginning of the world, could not know the truth
of what they faid, not even on the fuppofition that they were
the firlt of men. This tradition, therefore, is that of an opinion,
not of fa&. The exiftence of God is a tradition too ; and
theifts, very often, appeal to the univerfality of this tradition
to prove the truth of an opinion, juft as you appeal to the
fame univerfality to prove a fa@. Had you proved the fa&,
you might have drawn from it all the arguments that can be
drawn to eftablifh, in belief, the exiftence of a fupreme Be-
ing. But you have amufed yourfelf with nothing better than
proving, the truth of one opinion, by the tradition of ano-
ther, which is a proceeding that cannot be juftified ; becaufe
we are as able, and probably more able Judges of the opinion,
than any of the antient nations could be witnefles of the fac.
As different nations have their different follies, there are fome
common to all mankind. As there are fiGtions which favor
the interefts and promote the defigns of thofe who govern in,
all the countries of the world, the exiftence of one {fupreme
Being has been acknowledged in all ages, and if you pleafe

o
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to fay {o, by all people. Superftition took hold, and policy
profited of this opinion, under onc form or other. Super-
ftition abounds wherever there are men, and fome kind of
policy ‘wherever there are focieties. Metaphyfical reafonings
on the nature and attributes of a fupreme Being, may perfuade
philofophers that this Being, whom they affume to exift by the
neceflity of his nature, created the world, which does not feem
fotoexift, Naturalifts, in particular, may have adopted eafily
an opinion which faves them much pains and ufelefs refearch.
A firft caufe of infinite wildom and power, cutsall the gordian
knots that embarrals them; and a fingle fuppofition furnifhes
the folution of a thoufand difhiculties.——All this was urged
with much vehemence, by Dawmon, and he concluded, by
sutting this dilemma.  If the opinion of the commencement
of the world is conformable to the knowledge we have of
things, and proportioned to the human underftanding, as you
affert, there refults from thence no proof that the faét is true,
but great reafon to believe that men might affume it, without
knowing any thing of the matter. On the other fide, if this
be not true, vour univerfal tradition wants the firft and prin-
cipal foundation of probability which you have laid down.

I rave put thefe objedions, fuch as were made, and fuch
as might have been made to me, in their full force. ~ They
feem plaufible ; letus fee if they are unanfwerable. They
will not appear fo, if 1 can fhew firft, that the atheift begs
the queftion when ‘he affumes that, fuppofing the world to
have had a beginning, even the firlt of men could not be com-
petent witnefles, becaufe they could not be competent judges,
of the truth of the fa& ; fecondly, if I can ftate fo clear-
ly, the diftin@ion to be made between the tradition of an
opiniony and the: tradition of a fac, in our judgments about
them, as to reduce to an ablurdity the {uppofition, th{:t

the
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the tradition we {peak of, is of the firft fort 5 and thirdly, i1
can prove, by reafons drawn from the human nature and from
gencral experience, that unlefs the world had really had a be-
ginning, the opinion of it's eternity would have been the opi-
nion of all antiquity, and the commencement of it would not
have been eftablithed in tradition.

Tue atheift begs the queftion, and by begging it he ad-
vances a foolifth and arrogant propofition: fince to be fure
that the firft men could not be witnefles of the beginning of
the world, he muft affume that he knows, very exactly, how
the world we inhabit was framed, if it was framed at all.
Such inconveniencies happen frequently to thofe who combat
truth. They call temerity to their aid ; and they aflirm,
boldly, on precarious conje@ures; and when they have heated
their own imagination, they hope, and not always in vain, to

feduce thole of other men. In the defence of the truth, we
" fhall never be reduced to any fuch extremity. Tho the atheift
muft pretend to know how the material world was made, and
in what manner the human race began, in order to deny that
the firft men were competent judges and witneffes of both.
We pretend to no fuch knowledge : but nothing lefs than fuch
knowledge can juftify his denial ; whereas the univerfality of
the tradition juftifies abundantly our affirmation. We may af-
firm, on the faith of all mankind, that the world began, much |
better than it can be affirmed, on the faith of a few precarious
partial and inconfiftent traditions, that there was an empire of

the Aifyrians,

To build a world is not fo ealy a thing as many a fpe-
culative archite@ has imagined. The author of the book
of Genefis begins his hiftory by it 3 and tho we do not fet to
his account the ufe which has been made of paflages in his nar-
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ration, yet is it impoflible to excufe all the puerile, romantic,
and abfurd circumftances, which nothing could produce
but the habit of dealing in trifling traditions, and a moft pro-
found ignorance. Itis impofiible to read; what he writ on
this fubje&, without feeling contempt for him, as a philofo-
pher, and horror as a divine; for he is to be confidered
under both thefe chara&ers.

Naturar philofophy made little progrefs among the Greeks
and the Romans, and a fyftem of the univerfe was very little
known by them. The eaftern nations knew it better; but
among thefe we muft not reckon that of the Jews. It has
been faid, that Pyruacoras was a difciple of the prophet
Ezexies, or had fome other jewith mafters, If this idle con=
jeéture were truc in fa&, it would not be true, however, that
he took from them his mundane fyftem. Puiroraus, who
publifhed his do&rines, had very different notions of it from thofe
of the Jews, and from thofe of the other Greeks. One would
think too, that fome modern aftronomer had dictated the hy-
pothefis which Prurarcr and Diocenes LarrTivus attribute to
Creantues, the famian. This true {yftem, which accords fo
little with that of Moszs, after having been long loft, was re-
newed in the fixteenth century by Copernicus, confirmed
and improved by GaviLerand KeprLer, and fince demonftrated
by Newron. How magnificent a fcene of the univerfe have
thefe new difcoveries opened | how much more worthy of the
wifdom, the power, and the immenfity of God, than all the
paultry confined {yftems of antient philofophers, and of Moszs
among the reft !

Tro we know much more than they did of the works of
God, yet we know as little as they did concerning the pro-:
duéion of them: Antiquity had other makers of worlds be-
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fides Moses. Prato was one of thofe ; and if his hypothefis
be no more probable than that of the jewilh legiflator, itis,
at leaft, a little more reverential to the fupreme Being. The
fame prefumptuous confidence has been feen in thefe ages,
wherein philofophers, having greater knowledge, fhould have
had more modefty, and have been more fenfible how ignorant
we remain, after all the improvements we are capable of mak-
ing. Dgzs Cartes, for inftance, who had much of this pre-
fumption, and employed a great deal of artifice to make his
hypothefes pafs for real difcoveries, acknowledged a little more
need of a God than 8traTo avowed. He wanted a God to.
create matter and to imprefs motion on it.  But-when he had;
afflumed thus much, he thought himfelf able to proceed with-
out this help, and to fthew, how the world was formed; or
how an univerfe might be formed, by the laws of matter and
motion. I told Damon, that I thought this philofopher’s ill
fuccefs would hinder him from any enterprife of the fame kind ;
that I thould, therefore, have ftill a right to conclude, that
he begged the queftion, when he afferted that it implied con-.
tradidtion to fuppofe the firfk men capable of knowing that the:
world began ; and. I defired him further to confider with me,
whether laying this prefumption afide, we may not aflume,
without any, that there might have been certain marks, by
which the firft- men muft neceflarily know: that they were the
firft men, and that the fyftem of the world began.. If we find:
fuch marks, and find them probable, by their analogy to what:
we know, it will follow, I think, that the beginning of the-
world has fome. proof  a pofteriori ;”° whereas the eternity of:
it can have nonc of this kind, any more than * & priori.”

However this. planet of ours- was formed, the firft men
could not poffibly be {pectators of the formation of it. Both
men and all other animals required an earth to walk on, food,

to
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to nourith them, and an atmofphere to breathe in, and the
light of the fun to condu& them. The prior exiftence of the
fan might be neceffary too, on another account, antecedently
to their creation. - This great luminary might be neceffary to the
formation, as we know that it is to the prefervation, of our
planet, whether that of the moon were {o or not, and whether
the Arcadians were in the right or not, when they faid, that

they were older than this fecondary planet,

Bur now, tho there could be no human witnefies of the
vorld arifing out of a chaos, and growing into that form and
order wherein we fee it, yet the firft men might know, very
certainly, that this fyftem of things began toexift. As it would
be ridiculous to affert, like the thufcan author, whom Surpas
mentions but does not name, that God employed twelve thou-
fand years in creating the univerfe ; fo is there no neceflity of
believing that the folar fyftem, or even this one planet was the
work of fixdays. Such precipitation feems not lefs repugnant
to that general order of nature, which God eftablifhed and
which he obferves in her produdions, than the day of reft,
which Moses fuppofes God to have taken, or which the Jews
invented to make one of their inftitutions more refpe@able, is
repugnant to all the ideas we are able to frame of the Divinity.
Tho it be conformable to our notions of wifdom, that every
thing neceffary to man was created, when he began to exift ;
vet is there nothing which obliges us to believe, that mankind
beoan to exift in'all the parts of the world at once.

We need put our imagination to no great efforts, to believe
that all this might be : and if it might be, we may fuppofe that
it was. We do not, like reafoners ¢ a priori,” imagine what
may have been according to our abftract reafonings, and fo
conclude from poflibility to actuality. We ‘proceed much more
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reafonably from actuality to poffibility, in a method fo often,
and fo. abfurdly reverfed by philofophers. A more able na-
turalift would {ucceed better in finding thofe marks by which.
the firft men might know the commencement of this fyftem..
T will mention three or four, which are obvious enough, and:
‘may ferve to explain a matter that feemed paradoxical and is not,,
perhaps, abfolutely effential to my argument.

Tue general opinion of all thofe who have reafoned about-
the creation or formation of the world, and that which Mosgs.
himfelf follows, aflumes that there was originally a chaos or
confufed mafs of matter wherein all the elements or firft prin-
ciples of things, which exift in the material {yftem, were con-
tained. Whether this mafs was created or no, they thought it
{o neceflary to be fuppofed, that they could not go on one ftep,.
in building a world, without it. As foon as it is fuppofed,
¢ inftant ardentes'T'yrii,” they all go to work.. Every one fe~
parates and difpofes thefe materials in his own way ;- the laws:
of mechanifm are employed, according to the different plans
of thefe archite@s, and a world is foon made.—In one of thefe
philofophical romances, publithed at the end.of the laft cen-.
tury, the ingenious author affumes that our planet was, till the
deluge, in a dire¢t fituation to the fun ; that is to fay, that
it’s axis was parallel to the axis of the ecliptic, or, in other
words, that the ecliptic was confounded with the equator.
Among feveral advantages which he pretends to draw from this.
hypothefis, the great facility of peopling the world with inha-
bitants is one. He thinks that animals could not have been
brought forth, nor have grown up, if there had been any va-
riety in the feafons by the obliquity of the ecliptic, and if thefe.
children of the earth, hatched, as we may fay, by the fun,
had been expofed, at firft, to the injuries of the air, and to the
cold of a winter.—Had this author been oppofed by his own

tribe
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tribe alone, and in a theological way, he might have efcaped.
pretty well 5 but the natural philofophers and. the mathema-
ticians rofe up againft him, and battered down his hypothefis. L
enter not into particulars. The conclufion drawn from all
their arguments was this, that the prefent fituation being more
advantageous to the ecarth, in general, than any other, we
ought to be perfuaded that it is now the fame wherein God:
placed it originally. ~ But I doubt very much whether this con--
clufion be undeniable. The fupreme Being proportions always-
his means to his ends, and may therefore employ different:
means when different ends are to be attained. Let it be that
the prefent obliquity: of the ecliptic, which is of twenty-three.
degrees and twenty-nine minutes, may be in the prefent ftate of
the world: the moft advantageous. Nothing hinders us from.
affuming, that another obliquity, or no abliquity at all, might
be more advantageous when: the prefent fyftem of things began.
If that of the chevalicr de LouvitLe be true, this obliquity was
of about forty-five degrees one hundred and thirty thoufand.
years ago.. On the comparifon of which two obliquities, I {hall.
leave philofophers and mathematicians to difpute as long as
they pleafe.

Waar it is to my purpofe to obferve is, that no: proof wilk
arife, from all they can fay, to convince us that the prefent wes
the original fituation of the world to the fun. Infinite wif-
dom does not change the means, as divines would fometimes
make us believe that he does, at leaft, in the oeconomy of the
moral fyftem, when the ends are the fame. Nay, the fame
means ferve often to accomplith different ends. But when the
ends are fo different, that the means of accomplifhing one im=
ply contradiction with the means of accomplithing another,
we may fay, very affuredly, that infinite wifdom changes the
means ; and, therefore, if the means of preferving the materia%:
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and animal world are different from thofe which were neceffary
to the beginning of both, the prefent pofition of the earth may
very well be thought not to have been the firft. If alternate
corruptions and generations are become neceflary, and if the
former produce the latter, it could not be fo from the firft.
The firft was certainly very different from thofe which we ob-
{erve. Corruption could not then be neceflary to generation.
If a greater degree of heat was fo for fome productions, that
greater degree is to be found in Burnet’s hypothefis. If lef,
and very different degrees were neceflary, thefe different de-
grees are to be found in the fame hypothefis gradually leffen=
ing from the equator, and this gradation, by which different
climates are formed, might be neceffary for different produc-
tions to a certain diftance from that climate where the fun was
always in the zenith. ~As there were no variations in thefe
different climates, but each enjoyed a particular and uniform
{eafon, the animals and plants, of cach, were nourifhed and
carried to the perfe&ion of their growth, by the fame principle
by which they had been produced, and in a manner fuitable
to their nature, and to that of their climate.

WiiLst it fared thus with one part of the world, the other
parts were in a very different ftate according to this hypothefis.
But far from finding any thing here, that may feem repugnant
to the wifdom of the archite®, this wifdom feems more tully dif-
played than in the hypothefis of Mosks or of PraTo, and this
order to have much morc analogy with the order of nature which

" we fee eftablithed. Thefe different climates appear like fo many
different matricesor wombs, impregnated with the original feeds
of things, and wherein the firft produ@ions were formed by the
inconceivable energy of divine power. In other climates, more
diftant from the equator, where the influence of the fun, the
irlt of fecond caufes employed in thefe generations, was gra-

3 dually
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dually lefs felt, the great work of the creation might advance-
more flowly. In climates ftill more diftant, this influence
might become too weak to produce any confiderable effes,.
and the great work might proceed ftill more flowly, or not at all..
Then, perhaps, the obliquity of the ecliptic might begin, by
flow degrees, without caufing any diforder in the climates al-
ready inhabited. The firft fituation of the world to the funr
having had it's effe&; another fituation might become neceffary-
for two purpofes, to render thofe climates, where the fun was-
always in the zenith, more temperate ; to carry the generations:
of animals and of the fruits of the earth forward on both
fides to the north.and to the fouth ; to give a greater degree of’
heat, where a greater was ftill wanted, and to give fome, where:
there was none at alk

Wre may believe, that this obliquity of the ecliptic arofe:
much fafter than the chevalier De Louviire afflumed it to-
decreafe: A minute in one hundred years is too little. Let
us fuppofe, on the prerogative of hypotheles, a degree, and
even more, if you think fit. In this manner, thofe parts of
the world, which were exceflively heated, cooled; and’ thofe
which were frozen by cold, heated gradually. Thus a fyftem-
of final caufes became, it may be, complete, and the earth-
having paffed thro the pofitions which were, of all poflible:
pofitions, the moft proper to create, might ftop at that which
15 faid to be, of all others, the moft proper to preferve.

Ir the learned mafter of the charter-houfe, and the able
fcotch mathematician, who writ againft him, were ftill alive,
I thould expeét that they would think themfelves under fome
obligation: to me for having endeavoured to compromife mat--
ters between them, and to unite, in one {cheme, their con=-

trary opinions. But fince. I cannot have this advantage, It
mufk
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muft content myfelf with the inward fatisfa&ion I feel, in con-
templating this plaufible notion, which I have advanced on
grounds as good as many of thofe, that are not deemed para-
doxical either by divines or philofophers, have been eftablithed.
They are poflible, no doubt ; and, I prefume, they will never
be demonttrated falfe, nor any other ways of accounting for the
fame things, true. Itis not however quite neceflary to m
purpole 5 for whatever circle our planet deferibed, when her
courfe round the fun began, we muft be perfuaded that the fur-
face of it was warmed and cherifhed enough by the rays of the
central fun to promote generation and vegetation, for which it
was.already prepared.—If the prefent obliquity of the ecliptic
prevailed then, the torrid, the temperate, and the frozen
.zones, as we call them, might be capable of the various pro-
ductions proper to them ; or we may affume, very confiftent-
ly, that countries more diftant received, from thofe that were
nearer the fun, fuch animals and fuch plants as their climates
‘were fit to preferve; tho not fit to generate.—In fhort, we need
not apprehend the want of heat, even on the received hypo-
thefis. The fun, much older probably than our world, and
who has, certainly, grown older ever fince, may have loft
much of the force and efficacy which he had in thofe primaeval
days. Nay more ; aftronomers and natural philofophers agree,
I think, about that perpetual expence, which all the funs of the
univerfe are at, to enlighten, to warm, and nourith their fe-
veral {yftems ; of which expence, we muft believe, that our
fun has his thare. They aflume indeed, that the atmofpheres
of thefe funs comprefs fo ftrongly the exhalations that rife
from them, and drive them back with fo much force and fo
much oeconomy, not fuffering any more than are abfolutely
neceflary to pafs, that thefe {prings of light and heat cannot
be exhaulted, nor fuffer any great diminution in thoufands of
years.  But thoufands of years, and God alone knows how
3 many,
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many, are elapfed fince our fun was firft lighted up, and he
may have therefore {uffered fome diminution.

Tuese hypothetical reafonings, and -others to the fame
purpofe, may be, I think, maintained, whether we fuppofe
this obliquity of the ecliptic to have been decreafing or in-
creafing : for the decreafe of {fome minutes in a century, du-
ring a {pace of time, even as long as that which the Egyptians
imagined, will not be found inconfiftent with our hypothefis.
Our hypothefis wants to affume little more than this, that na-
ture, who acs with much fimplicity and uniformity, aded
much in the fame manner after her firft produéions, in thofe
of animals for inflance ; and if this be granted, it will follow,
evidently, that the firft men were competent witneffes of the
firft propagations of the animal kind; which would be of it-
felf a fufficient proof that they were fuch of the beginning of
the world.

Narure has every where fixed certain feafons, at which all,
or the greateft part of them, propagate their feveral fpecies,
whilft man enjoys the noble prerogative of doing the {ame all
the year round, “ Homini maxime coitus temporibus omnibus
< opportunus eft.” It is AristoTLE who fays this.  But then
this prerogative extends no further: and a term is fixed to
man, as it is to the (pecies of all other animals for the bear-
ing their fruit. The philofopher, I have cited, defcends into
a particular account of thefe different terms, in the fifth book
of his hiftory of animals, and as we know that men are nine
months in their mothers bellies, he aflures us that the camel is
twelve, Thefe animals, then, and all thofe who require a
longer term than that of nine months, appeared later even
than the fecond generation of human creatures, in the ordi-
nary manner that it has been carried on from the firft genera-

Vor, IIIL H h tian
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tion downwards. Men were by confequence witneffes of the
firft propagations of animals.  The fame propofition will hold,
if we {uppofe them generated fafter and fooner in the courfe
of thefe generations, or even primaevally ; for, if man, for-
example, was but three days, or three hours, in forming out
of the earth, and in receiving the breath of life, it will follow,
by a very fair analogy, that the fame operations took up four
days or four hours for the formation of a camel, and eight
for that of an elephant.

I m1guT exped to hear, upon this occafion, many common-
place notions advanced, to fhew more time required, in the
rocefs of nature, to form this animal after the image of
God, than all the others, fo vaftly inferior to him in figure
and compofition. But thefe perfons ought to reflec, that
how diftant foever ,animal may be from animal, relatively to -
our notion of perfe@ion and imperfe&ion, there can be no
difference in the diftance between any of them and God, who
ordered this procefs of nature for reafons that we do not know,
but certainly without regard to that dignity of nature which
we imagine, The creation of a man or of an angel, in the
works of God, is not more confiderable than the creation of
the meaneft infe&, nor requires that the divine energy {hould be
exerted in a longer and moare operofe procefs of nature,

Bur if it is probable that the firft men might fee the com-
mencement of thofe {peeies of animals, whofe formation re-
quire longer time than their own, it is not impofiible, neither,
that they might fee the commencement of thofe fpecies, whofe
formation required a lefs time. We may very eafily imagine,
that the creation had two forts of progreflion, as the world
has two forts of motion. Nature might follow fuch an order,
as we have mentioned, in every climate; but fhe might

follow
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follow a certain general order likewife, in all climates alike.
As more time was neceffary for the produion of one animal
than another, in the fame climate, fo more time might be ne-
ceflary to bring the fame animal up to the perfetion of his
nature in one climate than in another.  Asthe hare might be-
gin to run and the fheep to feed before either man, or camel,
or elephant was fufficiently formed to anfwer the ends of it’s
creation ; fo the creation, in general, might be far advanced,
or even completed, in fome climates, before it was fo in others.
The feeds, or firft principles of animal life, might have
more or lefs force and vigor, according to the different influ~
ences of the fun, tho they were fcattered every where alike.
‘The firft men, therefore, who might fee no more than the laft
adts, if I may fay fo, of this great drama in the countries
where they themfelves arofe, might fee the very firft adts,
wherein animals were brought on the ftage, in other countries.
They might be {pecators at twice, and in a reverfed order, of
the whole piece.

Creartion finifhed, propagation began, and the fame in-
ftin& wurged the two fexes to the fame a&. Inftin@ urged
them to it firft ; a fenfe of pleafure recalled them to it after-
wards ; and the multiplication of their. fpecies was not a mo-
tive, probably, to thefe conjun&ions. The revolution of fome
months fhewed them the confequences of it ; and the revolu-
tion of {ome years fhewed them, that they and their offspring
were born to die.  Let us put ourfelves, fora moment, in the
place of the firft men. Could they doubt: that they were
fuch? Could they doubt that all the other animals they faw,
were the firft of their kinds likewife ? Could they fail to trani-
mit to their pofterity this tradition, ¢ the world had a be-
“¢ ginning ?”” He who has a great mind to cavil, may fay,
that they did not know, by thefe marks, that the material

Hh 2 world
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world began, they only knew, that the animal inhabitants of
it began then to exift. But if the firft men could not be wit-
nefles of their own creation, they might be fuch of the crea-
tion of other animals, as much as of the propagation of their
ewn, and of every other fpecies: fo that, if they knew cer-
tainly, that the animal world began, I 'do not fee what the
atheift will gain by affuming that they were ignorant of the
beginning of the material world. A God was neceflary for
onc as much as for the other, and if tradition afirmed no-
thing more than the firft, it would ferve equally well to re-
fute the atheift, who denies the exiftence of any fuch Being,
Was it neceffary to difcover this great truth that they fhould
reafon logically, and tranfmit to pofterity an opinion only ?
But in all cafes they might know, by other marks {ufficient to
awaken the attention of a Samojede, or to inform an Hot-
tentot, that the whole fyftem then began. The lives of thefe
men were, probably, much longer than ours; and if you
compare what they muft have feen in their youth, with what
they muft have obferved in their old age, you will find that
the experience of their whole lives, was one continued proof
to them, that they lived in the firft age of the material
world. Obferve it in one inftance. The earth, out of which
they had been created, furnifhed what was neceffary for their
{fubfiftence.

¢ per fe dabat omnia tellus ;
¢ Contentique cibis nullo cogente creatis,
“ Arbuteos foetus, montanaque fraga, legebant, &c.”

Thefe were the {pontancous gifts of nature, and men had no
thare, at firft, in the production or improvement of them,
They learned, in time, to do both, to fow corn, and to make
bread. Trees grew up, and as they grew, they furnifhed a

better
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better retreat to birds, and a better fhade to men. An old
oak became at length, to them, a new phaenomenon.

Ir it was not time to finifh this article, I might eafily thew,
in a multitude of other inftances, that the firft men muft ne-
ceflarily know that they were cotemporaries with the material
world, and faw the beginning of a new order of things. But
after wandering, in complaifance to the atheift, in the fpaces
of imagination, and to fhew him that, altho ncither the firft
nor the laft of men were able to difcover how the world was.
made, yet the firft might know by fufficient experience, and
the laff by fufficient teftimony, that it had a beginning, let
us return into the clofer precinés of reafon and finith this ar-
ticle, as Mr. Huvcens finifhes his conjectures about the plane-
tary world.  After fpeaking of the abfurdities contained in the:
phyfics of Des Cartes, he adds, ¢ mihi magnum quid con-
¢ fecuti videbimur fi, quemadmodum f{efe habeant res quae
“ in naturd exiftunt, intellexerimus, 4 quo longiflime¢ etiam.
“ nunc abfumus. Quomodo autem quaeque effectae fuerint,,
“ quodque fint efle coeperint, id nequaquam humano ingenio
¢ gxcogitari, aut conjeturis attingi, pofle,” this philofopher
afferts with great reafon. Experimental philofophy has ma
great progrefs already, in difcovering to us the things and the
order of nature. - Where it continues to be cultivated it will
continue, doubtlefs, to difcover more, and after all, human
knowledge will ftop far fhort of human curiofity ; for this

oes beyond our means of knowledge, nay, even beyond the:
boldeft conjectures we can make,

But now, having fhewn the atheift, © ex abundantid,””
how the firft men might have certainty of knowledge con-
cerning the beginning of the world, and were, therefore, au-
thentic witnefles of the truth of this fa¢ and authentic authors of

the
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the tradition, it is time to fhew that, without entering into
fuch confiderations, we muft allow this tradition to be a tra-
dition of fa&, and not of opinion. This is the fecond of
thofe articles that we propofed to examine in anfver to the
atheift’s objetions.—There muft be fome certain principles
and fome certain rule to diftinguith between thefe two forts of
tradition, as the atheift feems to allow, when he diftinguifhes
one from the other. Now thefe principles are not, I think,

hard to find, and the rule that refults from them, is fimple
and plain,

Comuon fenle requires that every thing propofed to the un-
derftanding, fhould be accompanied with fuch proofs as the
nature of it can furnith., He who requires more, is guilty of
abfurdity. He who requires lefs, of rathnefs. As the nature
cof the propofition decides, what proofs are exigible and what
not, {o the kind of proof determines the clafs into which the
propofition is to be ranged. He, for inftance, who affirms,
that there is a God, advances a propofition which is an obje&
of demonftrative knowledge alone, and a demonftration is re-
quired from him. If he makes the demonftration, we are
obliged to own that we know there is a God, and the propo-
fition becomes a judgment of nature, not merely an opinion,
according to the diftinétion made fomewhere in TuLLy ; tho
demontftrations are fometimes called opinions, as opinions are
often called demonftrations. If, by his fault or by ours, we
have not a clear perception of the ideas or of the conneétion
of them which form this demonftration, or if, without troub-
ling ourfelves to follow it, we receive the propofition for true
on the authority of others, it is, indeed, opinion, not know-
ledge in us. But whether we receive it, or whether we re-
jeét it, we can neither require nor employ, with propriety,
any other proofs than thofe which are conformable to the na-
3 ture
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ture of the propofition. Tradition is not one of them. It
may prove that men have generally believed a God, but it
cannot prove that fuch a Being exifts. Nothing can be more
trifling, therefore, than to infift, as theifts are apt to do, on
this proof, as if the opinion proved the fa& ; asif all men had
been alike capable of the demonftration; or, as if the de-
monftration was not neceflary to eftablith the truth of the opi-
nion. Demonftration, indeed, is not neceffary on the hypo-
thefis, that all men have an innate idea of God. But this
hypothefis has been, I think, long exploded. I do not re-
member, at leaft, to have heard it maintained by more than one
archbithop, two or three ignorant monks, and as many devout:

ladies.

As much as T am convinced of the exiftence of a fupreme,
all-perfe& Being, as ferioufly as I adore his majefty, blefs his
goodnefs, and refign myfelf chearfully to his providence, I
fhould be forry to reft my conviction on the authority of any
man, or of all mankind: fince authority cannot be, and de-
monftration is, the fole proper proof in this cafe. Should F
quote to the atheift, a Supnis, an AmeNornis, an ORrus, or
any of thofe pretended contemplators of divinity; he would:
laugh at me with reafon; tho he might allow, at the fame
time, that thefe feers, who acknowledged inferior beings, be-
ings little raifed ahove humanity, were infinitely lefs abfurd
than thofe who had the front to affert, that they {aw the invi-
fible God, and converfed familiarly with him. The demon-
ftration of his exiftence arifes from fenfitive knowledge ; fince:
it is ¢ & pofteriori”” only that we can prove the firft caufe to:
be an intelligent caufe : but he is not for that-an-object of. fen-
fitive knowledge. This propofition, thercfore, ¢ there is a
“ God,” which becomes a judgment of nature, an objeét off
demonftrative knowledge to every one who can make the de-

monftration,,
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monftration, or underftand it when it is made, comes down as
an opinion only, in tradition, and can pafs for nothing better
on that authority.

Is this now the cafe of that propofition which affirms the
beginning of the world ? Reafon alone can authorife the firft,
and when I fubfcribe to the truth of it, I do this without any
regard to tradition. All that tradition tells me, is that men
made the fame judgment four or five thoufand years ago. If
it told me, that they made a contrary judgment, and believed
the world eternal, I thould make ftill the fame on a fubje&
concerning which, we of this age, are as competent judges as
the men who lived at any time before us.—This propofition,
¢ the world had a beginning,” affirms a fact long ago paft,
and which can, therefore, be received for true on no other
authority than that of men who lived long ago, and at, or
near the time when this event happened. I confult my reafon,
indeed, to examine whether the fa& iniplies contradiétion, no
more, and when I find that it does not, I receive it for true,
on the faith of human teftimony, which is the proper proof,
to me, of every fa& whereof I have not been, myfelf, a witnefs,
and without any regard to the fuppofed conformity of it to the
general ideas of mankind. This {fuppofed conformity, if it be
real, will add nothing to the probability of the fa&, asa non-
conformity will take none away. Nothing, therefore, can be
more trifling than the cavil made by the atheift, when he ob-
je&s that the more probable this tradition is, the more reafon
we have to take it for an univerfal tradition of opinion, not of
fatt. The cavil is not only trifling, but to the laft degree ab-
furd ; for on this principle it will follow, that the more pro-
bable a fact is, the lefs reafon we have to receive it, asa true
fact, on hiftorical or traditional authority. I confult my reafon
and my experience to difcover whether the fat, I am told,

3 may
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may have happened poffibly, and then I confult hiftory and
tradition to difcover whether it has happened actually.,  But,
according to Damon’s logic, the more my reafon and my
experience thew me the firft, the more reafon I have to be-
lieve that hiftory and tradition record, in every fuch cafe, an
antient opinion, not an antient fad,

Bur it is time that T thould haften to a conclufion, by thew-
ing, in the laft place, that if the world had not really had a
beginning, the opinion of it’s eternity would have been the
general opinion of antiquity, and the commencement of it
would not have been tranfmitted by tradition, either as a fact,
or, perhaps, as an opinion. Tho men might, in all ages,
demeonftrate the exiftence of God, they could not demon=
ftrate alike, in any age, the commencement of the world
and, accordingly, we fee that fome philofophers, who be-
licved there was a firft principle, a firft intelligent caufe; a
fupreme Being, held, at the fame time, that the world was
eternal, far from being induced by their theifm, to believe it
had a commencement. Others were, I doubt not, confirmed
in the opinion that there was a God, or even led to believe it,
and to feek the demonftration of it, by the proofs they had
of this fa&, the world had a beginning in time. It is much
more probable, that the received fa& gave occafion to or forti-
fied the opinion, than that the opinion determined them to
aflume the fa&.

T atheift, who looks on both to be nothing more than
traditional opinions, will be very indifferent which of them
pafles for the firft. He blends them together, and attributes
that of God’s exiftence, to the fuperftition of mankind, and to
the policy of legiflators. Tt might feem hard to attribute that
of the beginning of the world to the fame principles, fince it

Vo, III. Ii feems
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{eems to have little or no relation to them. He contents him-
If therefore, at leaft Damon did fo with me, to infift that
philofophers might eafily fall into an opinion, which faved
them much trouble in accounting for the original of things,
by the fuppofition of an eternal Being, infinitely wife and
powerful. But the atheift would do well to confider, that this
feeming folution of a difficulty implies a very real abfurdity,
for it implies that there were philofophers as foon as there
were men. He would do well to confider, further, that
when there were philofophers, thofe, who admitted the exiftence
of fuch a Being, were not the lefs curious in their refearches
of the mechanical caufes of all the phaenomena. In fhort, he
would do well to confider, that thefe philofophers would have
cut the gordian knots of all their difficulties, by affluming the
eternity of the world, much more eafily than they could untie
them, by afluming that a Being infinitely wife and powerful
had made it. They might have faid, in this cafe, once for
all, things have been eternally as they are.  To what purpole
fhould we feek the original and effential caufes of that which
never began?

Bur further, if we pafs over the abfurdity of fuppofing that
there were philofophers, as foon as there were men, or the im-
probability of this fuppofition, that the commencement of the
world was not believed till philofophers taught it; I would
ftill afk, and the atheift would be puzzled to tell me, how the
belief of the commencement of the world could be eftablifhed,
not only where philofaphy and fcience florithed ; but even
univerfally, among nations who had no communication with
thefe, and who were, themfelves, the leaft civilifed and the
moft ignorant? 1f it be faid that, uncivilifed and ignorant
as they were, this opinion might arife and {pread among them,
becaufe it was agreeable to their general notions, and analogous

2 to
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to what daily experience fhewed them, in innumerable in-
ftances, as well as to what they themfelves were able to do; I
muft affert, on the contrary, this opinion was repugnant to
the natural chara&er of the human mind; to what we may
feel in ourfelves, and obferve in all other men. All men
are, in one refped, difciples of Proracoras. Uninftruéted
nature teaches them, like him, that man is the meafure of
all things ; that our fenfations communicate certain know-
ledge ; that every thing is what it appears to us to be; and
that the things, which do not appear to us, arc not. He
who fees no inequality between two objects, affirms that they
are equal, and we judge naturally of the reality of all objeéts
by the perceptions we have of them. Antient aftronomers be-
lieved the ftars to be immovably fixed in a folid firmament, and
never {ufpected them to incline to the pole, or to decline from
it.  The fea was thought to have no bounds, becaufe the
bounds of it were unknown, and the celeftial bodies to be in-
corruptible, becaufe no changes were difcerned in them. Phi-
lofophers reafon often, and the vulgar always, like the rofes in
FonrteneLLE. A comparifon taken from thofe infeds, who
live one day only, would have been more to his purpofe ; but
rofes were more worthy than infeés to be offered to the mar-
quis, and fuch a philofopher as FoNTENELLE, might difpenfe
with fome want of precifion in favor of his gallantry. Such
as I have defcribed it, is the natural charader of the human
mind. It infe&@s all our judgments, moral as well as phyfical,
" till we learn to correc it by experience and a long courfe of
refle@ion. This the uncivilifed ignorant people, we {peak
of, could not do, and it was, therefore, agreeable to the ge-
neral difpofition of their minds, to believe that things had been
always, fuch as they faw them to be.

I g Trrs
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Tris muft have been univerfally the cafe, I think, incoun-
tries where the natural, unimproved chara@er of the human
mind prevailed alone. In thofe, which philofophy began to
enlighten, {fome might doubt of this eternity ; but fome other
philofophers, and the people in general, would continue to
believe it. From whence can we imagine that they fhould
derive a contrary opinion ? Their experience fhewed them, in-
deed, generation and corruption ; that particular things be-
gan, and then ceafed to be 5 but they faw, on the whole, an
uniform feries of the fame revolutions of things ;  their ideas
were conformable to the experience which framed them, and
the eternity of the world was conformable to thefe ideas. Such
confiderations may ferve to fthew, what I have advanced, that
the eternity of the world might have been the univerfal tradi-
tion, but that the commencement of it could ‘not have been
fo, if it had not commenced, and men had not known that it
had. On this hypothefis, all the confequences of it follow
naturally. One confequence is, that, fince the world and
mankind began in time, the tradition of this beginning {hould
be a little more or alittlelefs obfcurely, but univerfally known,
and this confequence has followed. = Another confequence is,
that men, who believed the world to have been created, in
the ftri@ fenfe of the word, or that the confufed matter of a
chaos was reduced into a mundane fyftem, muft have believed,
that this ftupendous fyftem was produced by fome principle
unknown to them, and fuperior to itfelf; for they could not
fail to perceive, on the firft notices of fenfe, and the firft
effays of reafon, that the idea of an effe@ included neceffa-
rily, in it, the idea of a caufe, This confequence followed
likewife. - Once more, altho the firft men could doubt no
more that fome caufe of the world, than that the world itfelf,
exifted, yet another confequence of this great event, and of

3 the
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the {urprife, inexperience, and ignorance of mankind muft
have been much doubt and uncertainty concerning the firft
caufe ; and this likewife followed. Cupwort has endea-
voured to prove, many have thought, and T incline to think,

that the unity of a firft intelligent caufe was the original belief
of mankind. But if it was fo, a belief {oon fucceeded that
gods, coadjutors to the firft, in making and governing the
world, as well as inferior gods, and men, and the whole ma-
terial world, proceeded from this eternal fource of all exiftence..
I need not enumerate any of thofe various hypothefes, that aroi&
from fuch abfurd notions. Many of them have continued,

this day, and are held even by chriftians, whom TLH_LIUO!] as
well as reafon cnl:ghtcns The tladltlon of the fa&, that the
world began, and that of the qnmon i Godis, Bk come
down to us, tho not entirely without opy ;oﬁmon from the
moft Ld]]y ages. But the manner of God’s being, and of his
working 1n tht creation, and government of the world, have

been matters of dhput(. in all ages, ever ﬁrcc ;:JrrzlmnptuouL
mortals afe&ed to defcend into mrtlculzrs, to know any tmm
at all of one, or any thing more of the other, than that he is
felf-exiftent and all- pelﬁd and that his wﬂ] relatively to
his human creatures, is revealed to them in the conﬁltmlon of’

their i}-’ﬁer_n.

To conclude. I am far from refting the proof of God’s
exiftence on the authority of this tradition, that the world
began. I know that we are able to demonfirate this funda-
mental truth of all rdioi{m, whether it began or no. But
{fince we cannot reje& this tradition w ithout renouncing al-
moft all we know, and f{ince it leads men to ¢ d\nm"kdgu a
{upreme Being, by a proof levelled to the meaneft underftand-
ing, I think we ought to infift upon it. I am the more

Snhie 0 thinking fo, by the effect it had in the dlfp‘utc
of
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of which I have given you fome account. Damon was em-
barraffed by it {fo much, that he had recourfe at laft to the wild
hypothefis of Democritus and Ericurus, if we really know
what that of the former was. This hypothefis is an abyfs of
abfurdity. In that I left him, pitying from the bottom of my
heart, for I love the man, his blindnefs and his obftinacy ; the
blindnefs of one who fees {o clearly, and the obftinacy of one
who fhews fo much candor, on other occafions.
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