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(1)

R MIRACLES

ERRROCR : . WO RKS Above and Contrary to
‘ ; ' OR,
i ! . An Anfwer toa TRANSLATIO N, &e.

p’ B In 2 TREA T1SE Entituled
i MIR ACLE S m Violations of the
[ 2 LAWS ofxNATURE

* O the Gompiler of this Treatsfe wejare ine T Tetls
- abour  Miracles
. gaged for two things. 1¢ The. Collect1on o tyunfiution
2 of the feveral parts,of this Work out of | fe- e of feveral
veral Authors , and the facking of them ™
together. 2. The Tranflation of ‘each part out of the
Latin : A Method much in ufe of late , to Copy out
the pernicious Authors, as well as Pradices 5| of
former times, and inftead of fitting down and putting
their own Iavention upon the Rack , totakea more
¥ eafie and ~compendious way of doing Mifchief, by
Tranferibing; or Tranflating for the greedy: receptiv
on of the prefent Age , whatever las been formerly
written tending to the fubvetfion cither of Religion
or Civil Authority. The former of thefe is. unguefti-
B onably
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Pare 3. cap37.

LibLcrp
iy

(2)
onably the Defign of this Treatife ; fince the afferts
ing., That theve is o fuch thingas Miracle, i e,
@Waorkabove Nuture " undermines the Foundations
of both Law and Gofpel , overthrows the Creditand
Authority of Divine Revelation » and remits us ej-
ther to abare Religion of Nature and Morality , or
tonone at all.

The Book (to Affign to each Author his fhare in. it)
confifts of Two Parts. The latter, which is the main,
from the middle of the third Pageto the end of the
Book, is wholly (except two or three Authorities in
the laft page) a bare Tranflationof the Sixth Chapter
of the Trattatus TheologreoPolsticus |, writeen by
J‘f”ﬂlzzl- Which Chapter he. feems. to have made
ehoice of out of that Author, as effectual by it felf
to compafs the defign of his whole Treatife : sz,
To inftill the Principles of. Dezfme or Ashei(me  into
the minds of his Readers. The other part 5 which
takes up the two firlt Pages and half of the third 5 is
a Tranflation likewife-of part of-Mr. Hobss's Chap-
ter about Miracles in his Leviathan , from whence
he has taken as much as he thought would make for
his purpofe,, and feem to be of a piece with the other
Tranflation out of $pinoza-, towhich-he has prefixe
1t

Introda@ory to the Book there is a- Premonition
%0 the Reader. And here we might juftly expec
from him to fpeak himfelf , and to give us afreeand
ingenuous Account of  his Authors , his Tranflation y
and the Defign of it.  But the greateft part of this
too is Borrowed (or Tranflated, whether you pleafey
out of Mr. Burnett’s Telluris Theoria Sacra,and the
reftonly fome brief Touches of what he has aften
more at large out of Spineza. Of,

(3)
Of his Three Authors , the Zaff 1 believe, is fiot
very proud of thecompany of “the other two; and <
therefore isnot much obliged to his Tranflator for simie

fo
clapping him and them together as Confederates and ey are pro-

duced,

n in Opinion.  But it is more pertinent to ob-
?erri;::edm utrn ofthe three aréclearly agarmft lmft in
their fenfe about the main point in Controverfie.
Spinoza indeed is the great Patron of his Affertion),
viz. That theve és no [uch thing as a Mivatle, if we
takethe word to fignifie a Work above or befide Na-
ture. But Mr. Burnett and Mt. Hobbs are point blank
of the contrary mind , and rheref?rc ex_rhcr they mt_ll!
fpeak very inconfiftently, nay in effect contradick
themfelves, or what he hcre_ pmduce§ uur_of tIl_En:l
cannot bedrawn to favour his and Spinoza’s Opini-
on; and fo the co-herence of - the feveral parts‘of the
Collection will not appear tobe very gredt, nor the
Harmony very agreeable, to any that fhall firft con-
fider each as they ftand apart in the diftin@d Au-
thors, before he examine them as they are here af-
fociated in the Rhapody of this Treatife.

To begin” with M. Hebbs whom Wwe hqve leaft
reafon'to fufpeé to have any wrong/done him'; we
have no more to do but to read the reft of that Chap-
ter, where the Tranflator Ic:'wcs him ,Aand we fhalt
foon find that he admits and fuppofes'Miracles in that
very fenfe, wherein he is produced ‘to deny them
here.  For; Firft, He defines a Miracle ‘tobe, Yz!
work of God befide bis'Operarion 1_57 t{)e way of Na-
tare ordained in the Creation ; which is flatly contra-
di@ory to that Affertion,That nothsug can fall lm; but
according 1o the order of Nathre. 2. He'infers from
that Dehnition , That o ngarlf ismot the dffelt of ;:J
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Hoo Mr.
Hobbe's Ds-
Ering defirys
she dutbority
of Miracles,

>

(4)
sy VertueimthaProphet whofe Dotrine it c
but of the, iwmuﬂ'mt’; band of God ;. and that 0;0 ﬁ
@ity Angel, or created Spirst can work o Miracle
Which Pofitions (however queftionable if underftood
of a delegated Power, in Men or Angels) are fufficic
(313 w.demonﬂré\:e(hzt it is; his fenfe , that there
arg Miracles or Works above Nature.. For.if there
are Works wrought which no fiuste Spirst ; nothin
but the immediate hand of God can effe& 'thefe cerg
tainly muft furpafs. the force of Namre,, fhe work-
ing by fecond Caufes inallher Operations.

71t is to be-confeffed 5 That Me, Hebbs does. in. his
own way., aswellas Spinoza, deftroy the Authoris
ty. of Miracles by bis Do@rinc : inas much as he does
nok: admir. thew for fufficient Credentials of theDivine
Miffiop.of any Prophet, , when, the, Doitrine, be.re-
weals does mot [quare with the Religion efiablifled
4yhe civil Magifiate. - So that all the Miracles
of our Saviour and his Apoffles were of no force, be-
caufe the Doctrine they taught concradicted the efta.
blifhed Tenets of the fuperftitious Fews,, and the I-
dolatrous Geniles;  Yet, though thefe.two Authors
(equally to. be' honoured for the good Service the:
have done the Chriftian Religion) agree very well xﬁ
the main Defign , they differ notwithftanding very
widely in the way of compafiing-it, asfaras the op-
pofite parts of a contradiction can fet them at odd£~
the one Aflerting chat there are works above Nature ;
the other denying it : So that.the Author of this Col
lection was not very well advifed to think they would
cottenfo well together ; and, ought rather. to_have
tried firt howfar the Work might bedoneby. onc of
them’ (ingly, and to have referved the other for 2 new
expedientif the former had failed. > Mr.

)

Mt. Hobbs then, we fee; aflerts there are Miracles-
And fodoes Me. Burnett in Words moft expre(s, and
in the very fame Paragraph,part whereof he has quo-
ted outof h'm in the Latine in his laft Page , and at
very little diftance from the very Words, there quoted
t6 reprefent him asanabettor of thecontrary opinion,
Certsfimum ¢ft ( fayshe) a Divini Providents.
( pendere res ommes enjufcungs ordinis © ab eidem)’
veramiracula editacffe.

Itis, I think, a fufficient prejudice againtt the opini-
on which he produces thefe Authors to infiraate and
patronize , orat leaft his judgment in the choice of
his Authors , that two out of three declare flatly a-
gainft him in that Point. Yet 'tis poffible that, ashe
produces them here ,  they. may both better cqufift
with him and Spinoze than with themfelves. Fhis
therefore-comes tobe examined , and will lead us
gradually to give a particular Anfwer to cach part of
the whole Work. - Webegin thercfore with the Pre-

monition to the Reader, he there with Mr. Burnett.

What he takes from Mr. Burnett , is out of the c-
leventh and laftchapter of the firft book of his Theory. o
Mr. Burnetts Words are thefe,In ¢&fum equsdens [en- -
sentsd, Authores Sacros ciom devebus Naturalibus e
smones babent,&e. Upon thefe the Tranflator thus v
riesin the firft Words of his Premonition, It is the
judgment of moft of the Ancient Fathers of the Chri-
“tian Faithy. and o the moft learned Theologues of the

‘Moderns , “that the Authors of the Holy Scriptures
when they fpeak of Natural things,8c.And o goes on
with thereft of thatPage ,  which he tranflates more
faithfully : - what hedefigned in thisamplification,
whether to amuze his Reader,oblige Mr.Burnet,or to
make
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make a fair thew of his own great reading, I'thall hot
eaquire.

Tie Summ of i {‘he Summ of what he has out of Mr. Barnett is
this , That the Authors of the Holy Scriptures where
they [peak of Natural things,defign only to excite Pre.
ty and Devotion in us, not 1o improve us in the kuow-
ledg of Nuture. That agreeably to this Defign, they
expliin the wifible Works of Godin a manner [ussably
1o the received opintons of the vulgar: they wreft the
geneval cavfes and ends of the whols Creat oy n fa
wour of the Peoples prejudsces , as if alithings were
ordasiicd only for the good and benefis of minksnd s
they donot make mention of -the -ordinary 1ram of Jes
condcaufes in the produitions of Noturebut recur im-
medzately to God bumfelf, the frft Canfe, Autbor and
Prefident of it , and compendionfly refer all things to

f bis smmedsate Power,, and 1o by srvefiflible Will and
Command,
T dignof  All Mr. Burnett's defign in this, is to excufe him-
Mr. Burncr

! felf for giving a Philofophical and Mechanical account
Joks o, of the Deluge and other grand Effe@s in the Sublunary
World ; as the Original of the Mountains, Rocks 4
Iﬂmds,Occ.m,Rivers,d-f. in the Terrnqucous Globe.

The produion of all thefe the Scripture immediate-

ly refers to God:and Divines ordinarily fpeak of them

as Effes fupernatural and miraculous; wiz. That

God by the fame powerful Word, whereby he created

Heaven and Earth, caft up the Mountains, and cut

out the Channels for the Rivers, and that vaft cavity

Geni.ws forthe immenfe Ocean s commanded the waters into
oneplace , and made the dry land appear.  And by

G 6.5, the like command , wben the witkedre[s of man was
| s reat upon the Earthyandhe end of all fie fhevas come
| before

.

)

bim , opened the Catarrbats of Heaven , dnd e . .
::{Zerytb.: )‘{Hm‘.um’ of theDzep, and deltr oyedall
mankind, except eight perfons,by a deluge o g
To this Mr. Burnetis Anfwer is, That itisin no wife
necelfary that thefe effects fhould be conceived to have
been wrought by miracle. For the Scriptare, that sz
does ot appear ihat they are recorded for Miracles
there, becaufe the Scripture immediately vefers of-
fects purely Naturalto God, andmakes o mention of
“the ivain of (ecord caufes [ubfervient to God in their
production’: the defign of the facredWriters , when
they [peak of naturakthungs , beingnot to inflrutt us
i the knowledg of Nature by giving us a Philofophi-
cal account of their mediate caufes, but to excite iy
us Piety and Devotion,by working in our mindsatrue
fenfe of the Power and Pr?V{denge_oflAllnnght)' God,
ich all things owe. their original. L
m"[“lsllsc isihe inlgnr, fcope, and drift of Mr. Bursett's L7
Words, as they ftand at home in their proper place ; i
but here they areapplied to far different purpofes, Jy‘wx/:nm'-ti’:
as appears by the Conclufion the Zranflator draws :;I:n“ s p
fromthem , when he comes to fpeak himfelf : viz.
That the(e things confidered, ;
1. We arenot to admire , ifwflﬁm{li inthe FI;IJ
cripiure many memorable things related as miraches,
ibxf/) mlw:t‘%ﬁ.mdiqz proceeded from the fixt and
immutable order of Nature, &. :
2.(Which s but the application of the former) e
ought not ¥afblyto accufe any Man of Iufidelity , only
becaufe be vefules to believe,that thole Miracles were
effected by the simmediate Power of God, S
Which conclufion of his p
1, Is juft the quite contrary to Mr. Buruett’s. )
2. De-
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(8)

2. ‘Deftroys the authority of Scripture, and leaves
us tllcc to disbelieve any Miracle recorded in it for
fuch.

1, Itis quite contrary to Mr Burnett's. Mr., Bure
netl’s way of Arguing is this, The Scripture immedis
ately refers to God things which are purely the ef-
fects of Nature. Ergo, we cannot juftly concludes
that what cfiects the Scripture immediartely refers to
fiod > thofe it records for:miracles. ' Yes ( fays the
Tyanflator upon the fame grounds) we may conclude
that it records them for Miracles , - and this too we
may conclude over and above " that the Scripture re-
cords fuch effecs for Miracles which really are the Ef-
fects of Nature.

2. Irdeftroys the authority of Scripture,and leaves
us free to disbelieve any Miracle recorded in it for
fuch. “For firft it makes the'Holy Scripture guilty of
Impofture , and that not ina fmallmatter ,; but fuch
whereupon depends the authority of all the revelati-
ons made therein by God tomankind: _ for upon the
truth of thofe relations in Scripture, wherein thefe
Mm;lts are recorded asmatter of Fact, depends the
certainty of the Divine Myffion , of Mofes and s e
Propbets , our Bleffed Saviour and his Apoftles, and
confequently - the authority of the Do&rine Jvhich
they revealed. 2dly , It takes away the only wemipwr
~which we have,to difcern whether the effe it relates

bea Miracle or not. The only thing whereby wecan
know it is from the Scriptures manner of relating it :
ifit relates one thing for a Miracle which is not , all
::ayl })e',_ for quEl\thcknow, of the fame Nat’ur&
And fo farewel both the belief i

Sircacot ot of Miracles and the

1

(9)

th usin amat-

I prefume that he does
does not mean

ter of thisimportance, Z:e.
by the Scriptures relating (i Muracles,
onely that it relates the ucion of them in fuch
Terms, as Idiots and illiterate Perfons may from
thence conceive that they  are fuper-natural Effects
(for then all he fays will be ‘very .trae , but! withal
very impgrtineat) but thatic fets them down for Ef-
fes Miracolousand Supernatural as much as any in
thewhole Bible. And if he means - thus, 1 have al-
ready hinted the ill Confequences of his Dodtrine ,
and how difagreeable his Conclufion. from Mt Baur- 7 o oo
aett’s Principles is to.that which Mr, Burnztt himfelf Burocie
draws from them, and fhall proceed now to fliew how
unnatraully it is drawn from fuch premifes.

I fhall riot ftand to make any tedious Refle@ion Foefo
upon cach particular in the fammary Account which iy
1 have given above ofyharhe hras out ofiMr. Burneit; fron Mr. But-
but I fhall apply my felf chiefly to the Cenfideration " " i
of that whereupon he feems wholly to-baild his
Conclufion. All that I fhall fay to the reft is this,
Touching the defign of the Sacred Writers whenthey
fpeakof maruralthings , Lgrant it tobe fuch as is
there fuggefted = And, That in fubordinatiori o that
Defign, they may be conceived to cxplasn the vifible
Works of God in a manner [uitable to the recerved
Opinicns of the Vslgar s i, 6. -To fpeak their Senfe
and Dialec about Nataral Things,  when theydo;oc-
cafionally fpeak of them, and to comply therein with
their common prejudices ; as Mofes {eem to doGem
1. 16, where he ranks the Moon with the Suz asthe
other great Jight, i. e. the next or only one befides
of confiderable magnitude ; fpeaking thereagreeably
. C to
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Gen. 114,15

(10)

to the appearance of fenfe, and the apprehen(is
of the vulgar grounded thereupon. Yet not tha
they are obliged to comply withall their prejudice
neither ; For this isone, Zhat every confidevable Ef-
fect in Nature is miraculoys and [upernatural : And
the Defign of the Sacred Writers does not oblige them
to cond;

d fo far to the appr of the vul-
8ar, as to relate every effec for Miraculous which
they conceive tobe fo.” Their Defign is , Not o in-
[iruct us in the knowledge of Nature, but 10 excite
Piety and Devotion in ws.” The utmoft therefore
that Defign will oblige them to , in this regard ,
is to makeno mention of the Train of fecond Caufes
in the Producions of Nature (which effectually an-
fwers the firft part of theit Defign ) and to afcribe
all Effecs to God as their Author ( which as fully
anfwers the fecond ) and nothing of all this amounts
03 Relutzon of 1he Effects of Nuture for Mivacies,as
will appear immediately,

To the next thing, Thartbey wreft the general
canfes and ends of the whole Creation in favour o
the peoples prejudices, as if all thingswere orduined
only for the goodandbenefii of Mankind : 1 deny that
the Scripture wrefts the ends of the Creation; for this
were to make the parts of the World be Created by
God for other ends and purpofes than he created them
for. Al the Scripture does is , that it mentions og-
ly thofe ends of Nature (out of many for which it is
ordained in the Divine Wifdome) that relate tothe
goodand benefit of Mankind ( as for inftance thofe
ends only of the Heavenly Bodies s That they are for
lights in the Firmament of Heaves 5 and for Signs,
andfor Seafons , and for Days , and for Zears) yer

it

(i)

it does not deny but thatthere may be many other
which to confider is not pertinent to its purpofe. The Principle

But the Principle from whence hedraws his Coniﬁmwbn:.
clufion , is in the laft wordsof what he has out of Zi'l:';"n“
Mr. Burnett : viz. That the Authors of the Holy
Seriptures make nomention of the ordinary Train of
Jecond Caufes in the produttions of Nature , but vecur
immediately 1o God bim[elf , the firft Canfey Author,
and Prefident of it, and compendioufly refer all things
10 bis immediate Power, and to ks irvefiftible Will
and command.  Their recurring immediately to God
himfelf, and referring all things to his immediate
Power, is to be underftood in this fenfe, Not that
the Scripture declares thefe Effeds to proceed from
nething but the immediate hand of Ged ( for this is
to declarethem to be fpernatural, and fuch then they
are unqueftionably.) But, That it afcribes themonly
teGod , and makes no mention of any Train of fe-
cond Caufes fubfervient to him in their production.
For Inftance , the Scripture immediately refers the
Effe@s of Nature to God himfelf, in thofe /\)Iaccs of
the 147th Pfalm where it fays, He giveth [now like prme ;.0
wooll; be [cattereth the bhoar-froft like afbes. Heiiintd
cafteth forth bis ice like morfels.— He [endetly out
bisword and melteth them, be bloweth with bis
wind and the waters flow.  So when God fays to
Noah, 1do [et my bow inthe cloud, and to Ssmu- o , .,
eb, To morvow about this time Iwill [rnd theeaman rsum. 5.5
out of the land of Benjamin. Thefe Inftances are his
and Spinoza’s, as appears p- r7th and 18th belovy
in his Treatife. Aad the Scripture refers thefe Ef-
feé@s immediately to God , asit mentions himonly
as the Authorof them , and no other mediate caufe ;

C: not
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(12)
not that it faysithat healone A&s in the produion:
of them; for this were to relate them for Miracles.
This therefore being ftated , his way of Arguing

ound of

.;,'rf,,,.mwn,)wnll appear to be this , The Authors of the Holy

i Conlafiom, * Scyiptures make no mention of the ordinary Train of
r’}::‘;j:f’,""‘:ﬁmnd Caufes inthe Produitions of Nature , but »e-
oe draw cur emmedsately toGodbim(elf, &c. Ergo , theyre-
late many things as Miracles, which yet wotwith-
Jtanding arethe Effeéts of Nature. The Connexion
of this antecedentand confequent isby Vertue of this
Propofition , That the Authors of the Holy Seripture
muft be conceived torelate thofe Effects as Miracles,
which they immediately aferibe to God, withous
mention of any [econd Caufes [ubfervient to bim in
their production. . The falthood whereof I fhall evi-
dently difcover. 1. By Inflance. 2. Fromthenatural
import of the words. 3. From the veafon of the thing
it [elf. 4. By foewing in fome Infances what it is for
the Holy Sersptureto rebate anything ‘as @ Mivacle.
rad 1. By Inflance. Infinite would be the mumber of
¢ Miracles Recorded in Scripture, if this were the
wemigar Whereby we are to know what Effe@s are
related therein as'fuch. ‘The Scripture teaches us
(from the mouth of our "Bleffed Saviour) to pray to
God immediately for ourdaily Bread, for our Food
and Raiment , for the annual increafe of our Corn
Wine, and Oyle, for the former and latter Rain ig
their hpsfon, It _takes nonotice of the ordinary way-
whereby Nature it (elf fupplies us with thefe Necei-:
faries , how our Corn grows in our Fields, how the
Vine fends forth her Grapes, how the Clowds drop
o Fatne[s : But inayword , refers all 'to God without
any more ado. . Fle, it fays, Vifiteth the Earth and
bleffesh

Pal, 65. 9,

fowr or five thoufand fed by our Saviour int

(13)
bleffeth it = He maketh 3t very plenteo
eth the year with bis goodrefr.” In a wor
eth his band and filleth all 1 7 plente-
oufnefs. Yet, 1 fuppofe, it were very hard to in-
fer that the Scripture fets down all this as fuper-
natural and miraculous :  That it obliges us to con-
ceive (not the Flood only , but even) the former and
Tatter rain to come down by Miracle : That it prompts
us to éxpect as fupernatural a provifion of our daily
bread, asthe Ifrae/ites hadin the Wildernefs, /-
jihin Horeb when the Ravens were his Purveyours,
the Widow with whom he lodged, whofe Barrel of
Mealwas preferved from wafting ; or laftly,

: ke crown:

I

which T fuppofe was a work of Nature, but 7
in ure as 2 Miracle | becaufe it mentions not
Corn grew in the hands and mouths of

them that did eat it
2. The Limport of the Words difpriowes this s tom v
conceit. related as a Miracle, is to be recorded 7

foran cffe of God’s own immediate Hand and fuper-
ral Power. To beimmediately refer’d orafc
tion of a Train of mediate ca
hing, There it fs exprefly or by
¢d, that the Work is above Nat
here it is left in Medso, without any dete
from the manner wherein it is relate
it beanatural or fuperna
Power. For inftance, the Scripture faysinone place,
Thou makefl Darknefs, and it 1 Nighr, in another, He
fent Darkne(s , and made it Dark. lothe formerit o5
fpeaks of the ordinary , inthe latter of the Zgyptian
darknefs; and both it immediately refersto God ,
men-

is quit
feque
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3 From the
veanfinof w
thing.

to relate a

dle,

(14)
‘entioning no natural caufes of the one or the other:
Both of them it may thus afcribe to God, though the
one be the Effect of Nature, and the othera Miracle;
andtherefore to afcribe anyEffe& immediately to God,
is nct to relate it as a Miracle.

- This will farther appear fromthe very reafin of
the thing i The Scripture may juftly aferibe to
God all the Effecs of Nature without mentioning any
train of fuborbordinate caufes , and yet cannot there-
upon be juftly conzluded to relate thefe things
racles. And this becaufe firft God is the Au;
Nature,by his Power, and the Governour and Prefident
of it byhis fuperintending Providence :therefore every
Effect in Nature may be juftly afcribed to him as it's
Author. 2dly, The Seriptures defigns to fpeak of the
Effeés of Nature only with regard to the Power and
Providence of Almighty God ; therefore it may juft
Iyaferibe them to him without of the train of mention
natural Caufes whereby he mediately produces them.
1f then any Effe@ may be in this manner aferibed to
God , and yethe beno farther the Caufe of it, than
as he is the Author and Governour of Nature by his
Powerand Providence: if fo, thenit is no juft Con-
clufion, Zhat the [ucred Writers velate any thing as
a Miracke, becaufe they immediately refer it to God
without mention of the train of natural Caufes [ubfer-
wient 10 bim in the Production of 5t.

4- Butto giveas full fatisfaion as may be in this
Point, (and withal to fhew that, all this notwith.

shing arte. tanding , there are fome Effe@s forelated in the Holy
Scripture , -as that it may be juftly conceived to have

recorded them for Miracles ) { thail ftate » What 1t s
Jor the Scripture to relate any thing as a Miracle, It
s

(15)
is not enough (as we have feen already) that it a**
feribes the Effec to God as its Author : nor that it im-
mediately aferibes it to him, without mention that
it isproduced by the mediation of fecond Caufes,
For every thing proceeds from him » Whether it be
by the courfe of Nature,or aWork of his fupernatural
Power , and therefore is to be aferibed to him: and
the Scriptures afcribing of it to God without mention
any other Caufe , does eceflarily imply , that no
other Caufe had any hand in the Prodution of ir. Bur
torelate a thing asa Miracle, s to relare it for an
Effe@ of Godsownimmediateifan
befide, or contrary to Nature. A, i
Ewowayes : 1. By expre(s Declaraiion : 2. By rel,
ting it in [uch amanner and wish fuch circumflances
as from thence we may rationally concludy the Effect
tobe miraculons. For the firfk, there may feem to be
very few inftances if any, wherein' we can certainly
affureour felves, that the Holy Scripture declares a-
ny Effect to be a Work above Nature. = For though
it may and often does ufe the Word Miracle,yer, tha
being Ambiguous, it may ftill be uncertain whether
it betobe taken for any thing more than an Effec
Wonderful and Surprizing indeed, yer purely Nata-
ral.  All which notwithftanding , in fome places we
may truly vouch the exprefs declarition of the Ho-
lyScripture,that fuch and fuch Effe@s are miraculous,
Job. 2. 11. After the relation of our bleffed Saviour's
wruing the Water into Wine,the Text fays, This be-
ginning of Mivacles drd Jejus. Soalfo Yobu 4. sq.af
ter the Cure of the Nobloman’s Son, Thi s again the
[icond Mivacle thar Jefus did. In thefe two places
the Scripture does in 2 manner refle@ uponthe Works
it
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it had related , and declares them tobe fupernatural.
But by the Word Mir: ay poffibly be meant no
more than an Effe@ Strange and Wonderful , nota
Worlk above Nature: unlefs we can give fome certain
proof of the contrary.  And [think this onc Confide-
ration may be fufficient to evince it. The Defign of
the Seripturt in relating thefe Works of our blefed
Saviour, is topropound them to us as undoubted
Evidences of his Divine Miffion. -Now Evidences. of
that they could not be unlefs they were Works abave
Nrture, becaufe an Effect of Nature cannor prove
Gods immediate power and prefence ,; nor confe-
quently confirm the truth of any Prophets Commfii
from Heaven to reveal his Doctrine. For the 'S
ture therefore to relate thefe Works of our Bleffed Sa-
viour, asundoubted Evidences of his Divine Miffion,
will argue that the Scripture- where. it ftiles thefe
Works Miracles , Signs , and Wonders , muftmean
firictly fuch as exceed the power of Nature: Other-
wife it would impofe upon our belief, and oblige us
under pain of Damnation to embrace a Doctrine as
Divine, upon fuch Evidences, as arg in no wife fuf-
fcient to confirm'the Authority of the Perfon that res
veals'it.  And upon this Ground we might difeover
many more ini\anccscfEﬂ\t‘&s‘, f’)})‘:ﬂ_y declared in

Scripture to proceed from God's immediate e
dinary Power. For itholds as well in the Mirac
the Apofilesas out Blefled Saviowr’s , and in Mofes's
teo, the Scripture relating them as wrought to evi-
dence his Commiffion from Heaven to inftitute the
Law, as wellasthofe of ourSaviour and his Apefties
to cvidenee their Authority to.Preach and Plant the
Gofpel,

()

Gofpel. But if there were o fuch exprofs Declaration
in the Holy Scripture, thereare yet, 2. Many rela-
tions of Matters of Faét couched in fuch Tévms , as
that wemay juftly conclude from thence that the Effeéts
there [poken of arerelated as Miraculons and Super-
natural, As, 1. Where the Effe@ is related asdone
without the ufe of Means. Soin our Saviours curing
Difeafes ( and indeed Working moft-ofhis Miracles )
by the Word of his Mouth, turning the Water into
Wine by the internal tacit A& of his Will,®e. 2, Where
Mention is made of Means ufed , but thofe fuch as
canaot be conceived to be in their own Nature pros
per or fufficient to produce the Effe¢t.  As the Clay
wherewith our Saviour cured the Eyes of the Perfon
born Blind,the Spittle wherewith he Joofed the tongue
of the otherthatwas Dumb,t¢. Thefeeffets may be
juitly affirmed tobe related in Scripture as Miragles :
not upon this account, thatthe Scripture refers tbem
immediately toGod without mention of Ay tvainof Na-
tural Caufes (ubfervient to him in their Produltion
it appears we have fome furer Grounds whereupon to
proceed in examining what Effecs. in Scripture are
relatedas Mivacles, though that which he would
poffefs his Readers with theOpinion thatit is the only
xgmgw we have, be ( as has been fhewed) not on-
Iy falfe, but ridiculous and abfurd,

From-what has been faid;l may ratiopally draw thefe
two confequences.

1. That for theScripture to refer any Effeft imme- cooliary 1.

diately to God, isnotforit to relate the Effect asMi-
raculows : and therefore fromits refercing the Effects
of Nature immediately to God, we cannotnfer (as he
does ). that she. Seripture velates many memorable

D things
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things as Mirvacles; wbich yet notwithfianding pro-
ceeded from the fixt and immitable Order of Na-
ture.

2. That there are yet many Effecs plainly related
inSeripture for Miracles ; by it's exprefs Declaration,
and it’s relating of them in fuch Terms,from whence
we may-by ufideniable Confequence gatheras much.
And fo({uppofing-that the Scriptureis a true Hiftory,
for which we have infinitely more evidence than for
the World) it follows evidently
(againft his main Affertion )from the relations of thefe
miraculous Effe@sin Scripture, that bere really have
beenMivacles in the fenfe wherein he'denies them,
ivcecWorks befide;above,avd contrary to Nature,

But this Corollary- (though very pertinent to our
purpofe ) isex abundants : Allthat we were obliged
to;-wiis to fhew, that the Conclufion which he draws
from'the Principleshe takes out of Mr.Burnett is falfe

find-illogical. Since therefore Mr. Burnett aflerts po--

atively that-there are Miracles,~as. is fhewed above ,
and nothing here produced outof him can infer or in-
finaate the contrary : - we may juftly demand both
his N'tme, and'in bébaljboth of Religion , Reafon
andgood Logigue , that this part of the Premonition
bereturned into the Place fromwhence it came,where
it may ftand with more Truth and Coherence ; and
the Conclufion-of the Zran/lator left toftand apart by
it felf , asabold and (Imay fay) kmpious Affertion

without any Proof.
¢ But, not to wrong him; he has fome Succedaneons
Arguments in the clofe of the Premonition; butthefe’
as | before hinted, are only fome-brief Touches of
what we haveafter more at!arge, out ofJ‘[inaza.;;:,iz.
a5

(19)

That for Godto work by a power immediate (or fupe-
natural)is sconfiftent with andPoint-blankrepuguans
the Fundamental Laws and Confliftutions of Nature,
(It founds fomewhat like to the King’s Prerogative
being inconfittent With the FundamentalLaws of Pro-
perty and Priviledge.) That thefe Laws are the Aéts
of theDivinelVi[dom,S extend themfelves sowhatever
events be bath Willed and Decreed - that the power,
of Natureis isfinite, as being one andthe fame with
he Powey of God. He has one thing which he afferts
befides,that among all the Miracles related to be doniec
in favonr of the Ifrackites, theve is nat one that cay: be
ically Demonftratedto be repugnant to the eft-
ablifhed Order of Nature. Now here I am not bound
to Demontftrateic for his fake, for two Reafons: r.
Becaufe it wercto provea Negative , 2. Becaufe his
main Ground (or Spinoza’sxather.) why. he denies
all fupernatural Effieds , . is not upen-account of his
own great reach in Natural Philofophy , whereby he
could undertake to folve Mechanically all the effets
related in Scripture for Miraculous ; but from Argu-
ments purely Metaphy/ical proving in his Opinion,
the impoffibility of any fuch thing as a Work above
Nature. . For to this he holds and not the other , as
appears from p. 2 1.of the Treatife where he conciudes
abolutely (from his Arguments againft the poffibili-
ty of Miracles.) That all the Fuvents that are truly re-
lated in Sevipture to have come to pafs,proceeded ne-
coffarily accordiugto the smmutable Laws of Nature:
Andibat if any thing'be foundwhich can be apodicti-
cally Demonfirated to be repugnant so. thofe Laws,
oraot to have follwed fromthem, wemay ufely and
pioufly believe the [ame notto have been dictaied by

Da Di-
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The Sum of
whathe basfrom

Mr. Hobbsin
thebegining of
b

Treat. . 2.

(20)

Divine infpiration , but impiovfly added to the Su.
credVolumes by [acrilegions Mes, So that unlefs the
Scripture Miracles will fubmit to his. Touch-ftone s
unlefs they will comeand lay open their Occult Qua-
lities , and the. whole plot an confederacy of thofe
natural Caufes that combined to Effe them, he has
sadwdex Expurgatorins to blot their Names out of
the holy Scripture,and a Courz cjlrgfmﬁmm for thofe
thatrelate them , to arraign them for Sacriledge and
Torpiety: ButI pafs on toconfider each part of the
Treatife in order.

The Treatife is divided between Mr. Hobbs and
Spéuoza.  Mr. Hobos fpeaks as far as to the middle of
the third page , out of the -Chapter about Miracles,
inthe third Part of ftis Leviathan. He firtt explains
the fignification of the Word , from its Etymology ,
and other words in facred and. profane Writers of
like ‘import -withit. From its Etymology he
deduces that it fignifics , A4 Work of God which men
admive or wonder at. 'Then propofes to enquire
what works are fuch , and reduces them to two
kinds. x. Such as.are rare , andthe like thereof fe-
dom or wever feen. 2. Surh as wecannot conceive to
be produced by natural Cayfes , but only by Gods im.
mediate hand. He gives fome Inftances of both :
An Oxe or an Horfefpeaking , preter-patural Births,
the Converfion of a man into. Stone, and the firft
Rainbow that appeared.  That fiich Effe@s as thefe
feem Miraculous, becauferare, ofno patural caufe
of them conceivable. On the contrary, the Works of
Art , however wonderful , not reputed to be Mira~
eles , becaufe their Caufes knowa.

Upon

: (2%)

Upon the fame ground he obferves, That the fame
thing may feem to be'w Miracle to one Man, and not
to another , inproportion to thez different degrees
of Knowledge and Experience. 3o, Ec/ipfes Miracles
to the yulgar, not to Philofophers : Simple Men
made to believe that others can know their moft fe-
cret Actions by Infpiration, when the more wary
and prudent perceive the juggle. Sofar Mr. Hobbs
here, inhis Zewiathan he proeeeds to affign another
property of aMiracle, viz. That it be wronght to
confirmthe Divine Miffion of [ome Prophet or other ;
and then to give a definition of it : but there his Tvaz-
Slator leaves him , and pafles on'to Spimoza-

Before we follow him thither , we may reflect &

litele. 1. Upon Mr. Fobbs's Dodrine. 2. Upon the 7.

ufe whereto he applies it.  Mr. Hobbs informs us,
What Works are by Men -wondered at and reputed
miraculous : He thews by Inftafices—That they are
fuch asare rare and vnufnal,, or fuch as we cannot
conceive to proceed from Natural Caufes,

He does not fay , That this is all that goes to the
making ofa Miracle , nor that this is the only Rule
we have whereby to difcern what Effe@s are fuch :
but that this is enough tomake things feem to men
to be miraculous, and that a true Miracle is indeed
an Effect rare and inexplicable , and fomewhat more.
if he mean otherwife, he contradicts himfe!f” foon
after, whenhe defines a Miracle to be a JFork of God
(not conceived only, butreally) befide bis Operatie
on by the way. of Nature ordained in the Creation :
and infers from thence , Zhat st cannot be 1he Effect
of any thing but the immediate band of God. Yet,

toclearall ; Thata man cannot conceive fuch anflg

Refldtion upi
bat Mr
Habb's s,
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fectto proceed from Natural Caufes, may beat a dou-
blefenfe. 1. Thathe is not capableof afligning the
Natural Caufeof i, or farther, of apprehending how
it can be effected.y any. 2. That he clearly and di~
({enitly percerves thatit isimpofiibleto be produced
by the Courfe of Nature. I grant that this is enough
toaflurea man that it isa Miracle ; but if he con-
cludes it to be fo inthe other cafe, he is guilty of
prefumption in meafuring the exrent of the force of
Nature by the narrow reach of his own knowledge
or capacity.

This may prepareusto confider. the ufe .whereto
Mr. Hobbs's Doctrine is applied by his Zvanflator. His
Defignis, beforehecome to Spinoza’s Arguments
againft the beliefof Miracles, to makea difcovery of
the Caufes that introduced this grand Miftake intothe
World, :And thefirft; as a Corollary from Mr. Hobd’s
Dod&rine, he-makesto be, Admiration,and that pro-
ceeding fromthefe two Gaufes,Rarity and Ignorance.
Thatis, alltheeffecswhich the deluded World has
en for Miracles, are fch as are only rareand

unufual, andinexplicrable : and the Caufes which
make mankind fo prone toadmit them for Miraculous,
are our ignorance of the Caufes, and want of experi-

ence and obfervation of the Effe@s of Nature.
Whoe hetskes  The fecond caufe which he Affigns ‘of the belicfof
» *Miracles , “is Superftition, viz. Thatit is our hopes
and fears which make us conceive every unufual E-
vent in Nature to be the effect of an extraordinary
Divine Power, fore-bodding to us fome good or evil.
And here he rakes Spsnoza in hand , and we come at
length to the main part of his Work,to which the reft
isonly Preliminary, . and with what Coherence and
ow

kond

( 23)
how much to his purpofe, hath already been fhewed?
Before I joyn Iffue with him about the m int {
Controverly, I fhall premife only thisfho
on, inregard to what fays of the Caufes of the
belief of Miracles. It may very well be granted him,
that the generality of Mankind, who are the Ignorant
and unthinking Sort, are very prone to admire and
wonder at every confiderable Effec of Nature,and to
look upon it as proceeding from an_extraordinary
Power ; and the immediate hand of God : And that
the Caufes of this may be their want of knowledg and
experience , and their fuperftitious Hopes and Fears.
But to infinuate thercupon the fame to be the only
ground of the belief of any Miracles, is very Prefump-
tuous aswell as Irrational: unlefs it could be evident-
Iy:made out that all Miracles are impoffible ; and to
fee how effectually thatmay be donc is our nexe
Work, viz. to examine the Method wherein Spinoza,
and from him the Author of 1hs ColleEFion s atremprs
to demonftrate it.

Spimoza begins with a brief Account of the chief Tr.p.5. ¢ 5
Heads of this (as heealls it) popular miftake, and the
firfk Authors of it.  Thefe he makes to be the People
of the fews, who to magnify their own Nation , as
under a.more peculiar care of the Divine Providence
than any other , and tofet forth the greatnefs of the
God they adored above the Gods of the Heathen, re.
counted to.them what mighry Works he had done for
them o and howall the parts of Nature, which the
Heathens Worfhipped,were under his Command and
Controul. The particulars of this Error which he re-
oounts are thefc, That the ordinary fort of Men think
that God's Power and Providence does then mofi-e-

. minently
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minently appear , when any thing bappens contrary
1o what they. conceive to be the Canrﬁ of Nature.
That they think Nature's [werving from ber own
Laws, 10 be the beft. drgument for the exiftence of a
Deity. That they take thofe perfons for Atheifts, who
attempt to deduce a Mivacle from Natural Caufes.
That 1hey think God fits tdle when nature atts in ber
ufual way, ard Nature is [ufpended, whenever
God pleafes to. interpofe.  That they form in their
brain a Notson of two Powers numerically diftinit

the one of God , 18he other of Nature , underflanding,

ot what they mean by either. And that all 1his
they do partly out of [uperfstion, partly out of a defive
to ajpyu[grbfmﬂlw{{f;\lﬁt of mu{r ife /ma’f‘I’/uI{ﬁ;-
phical beads.

1 need not ftand to examine the Truth of this Ac~
count : it appears to be purely Declamatory,and not
(which might have been more juftly exped@ed) a
fair opening uf che ftate of the Queftion,and a Decla-
ration what #hofe of his Adverfaries hold concerning
it, who take up the belief of Miracles upon better

rounds than vulgar Prejudice and Superftition. I

all haye. Occafion to do that for him in what fol-
lows.
He proceeds therefore, and propofes to do four
things.

1. Toprove, that nothing inthe World happens cons

o lsiddvenly trary to Nature, but that Nature keeps an ciernal,

Sfixt, and immutable Order.

2. Toprove , that by Miracles we cannot know the
Efencenor the Exiftenice,nor confequentlythe Provi.
dence of God: but that all thefe may bebetter uown by
the fixs andimmut able Order of Nature,

34

(25)
3. To Joew by inflances out of the Scripture , that
bythe Decrees and Volitions,” and confiquenily the
Providence of God, it underflands nothing elfe bnt the
'y Qrder.of Nature , which neceffaily follozws from
eternal Luws.

4. To treat of the manner of interpreting the Serip-
ture Mivacles , and whit is chiefly to be obferved in
the Relations about them; or ( as the Traflator ) to
focw that moft Men have erved in the manner of ina
serpreting the Miracles vecorded inthe boly Scrip-
tures.

OF thefe Four,the firft onely tendsdire&ly to prove
his Affertion : the fecond Obliquely ftrikes atthe be-
ing of Miracles , as it makes them no Evidences of
the immediate Power and Prefence of God, and fo
wholely ufelefs and infignificant, as no Proofs of what
they are defigned for. The other two tend only ei-
ther to draw the Scripture to his fide, or to elude
the force of the Arguments brought from thence a-
gainft him.

1. He is to prove, hat nothing in the World'hap- 1 Peopsison.

pens contraryto Nature, but that Nature keeps an
eternal, fixt', and immutable Ovder. Before I come
to examine his‘Arguments , Tfhall 1. State whatis
meant by Nature, andthe Laws of it , in this Con-
troverfy. 2. Lay down the main Grounds whereupon
the poflibility of Miracles depends.

1. What s the meaning of the Word Nuture, and
the Laws of st imthis Controver(y. . A Miracle inthe /¢
common acceptation of the Word, which Spinoza op- Ls
pofes, istaken for a Work befide, above, or contrary
to Nature , befide the order, above the force, and con-
trary to theLaws of it. Nogr theWord Nature may b

taki
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taken in many Significations. Either r. For the Ef
fenceof any , but properly of Material and Corrupti-
ble Beings. Or 2. For the Aggregate of them,the Ma-
terial World. Or 3. For the Author of Narure, God
himfelf, called thence Natura Naturans. Or Laftly,
For the Orderof the feveral Bodies, as they act a-
mongit onearother, according to their innate Powers
and Difpofitions.

Now the acceptation of the Word here,is for th
gregate of Bodiesin the World, and the Order
in they aé& amongft one another : And fo the Laws
of Nature muft be, fuch as determine the Manner
wherein Natural bodies aéamong themfelves ; whe-
ther they be the gemeral Laws of Motion ,- which' de-
termine how each part-of Matter’ muft be moved
upon the occurrence of other Bodies , or particular
Laws impretledupon their feveral Natures, determi-
ning each to advinfucher fuch a particular manner.
The queflion therefore-about the pofiibility of Mira-
cles,muft bethis,Whether there can be any fuch Effects
ine theMaterialWorldas ave Befide,pbove,or cowtrary
t0 theOrder wherein Notural Bodies are detevmmed.
10 alt dmong themfeluweszo i e. fuch Effes as tran-
feend their Power and Efficacy’; and deviate from or
arerepugnant to' the: general or particular Laws of
motion determining them to act.

2. The Queftion therefore thus flated,Iam to fhew,
wha: are themain Grounds wherenponthePoffibility
of Mivacles depends.  And Ithink it may be rational-
ly deduced fromithefe Principles. God is able to-éfs
fecrany thing which neither does , r. Imply a Con-
tradiction in the Nature of the thing ‘it felf'; nor 2.
Is repugnant to the Nature of . God and‘his infinite

Per-

o Ag-
|

(27)
Perfection. Omnipotence , is properly a Power to
bring any thing te Effect which docs not imply a Con-
tradiction : and the Contradiction muft lic in one or
the other ofthefe two. 1am to fhew therefore that
a Miracle, or a Work above Natare, isnot impoffible
upon either Account.

1. A Miracle does not imply a Contradition in,

1he Nature of the Thing.Every Miraculous effect is
ther a Produ@ion of fomething by aSupernaturalPow-
cr or a Sufpenfion or utter Abolition of its Being. The
thing produced or deftroyed by Miracle, is either
Matter it felf, or aForm, Quality, Motion, or any o-
ther Accident of it. 1. Matter ; as fuppofe anew
Portion of it created,beyond the extent of this World;
or the Matter of this World;or any determinate Porti-
on of it reduced to nothing. 2. A Form, Quality,Mo-
tion,or any other Accident of Matter ; as fuppofe,, 1.
God fhould endue any part of Matter with aForm,
Quality, or any other Accident, above or contrary
to what it otherwife might or fhould have, by the
courfeof Nature. 2. God fhould deveft any part of
Matter of any Form, Quality, Motion, &c. whicho-
therwife it muft haye by the courfe of Nature. Two
kinds of Miracles therefore we have here : 1. Whena
portion of Matter is created anew, or reduced
to nothing. 2. When a Form,Quality,or Motion,ora-
any other Accident of Matter,is produced, {ufpended,
or deftoyed in a Supernatural Manner. And to thefe
two are redacible all Eff:@s above or contrary tothz
Order of Nature ; as the whole Frame and Order of
Nature, is made up of Matter, and the Forms, Qua-
lities, Motions, and other Accidents thercof.
Now neither of thefe implies a Contradiction in
E 2 the
v
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ww the Nature of The thing ; 1. It does not imply a
f Contradiion for a Portion of Matterto be created a-
new , or to be reduced to nothing.

Matter in its own Nature is a Being poffible and con-
tingent : Poffible,becaufe its Jdea or Conception is not
amere (himzra anda Notion that deftroys it f¢!f: con-
tingent , becaufe it's dea or Conception does not in-
clude necefiity of Exiftence. If matter therefore be in
its own Natare a thing poffible, then (unlefs the Mat-
ter of the prefent World be extended in znfiuitum
(which is a Contradiction) there is ftill room and pof-
fibility for more to be created : - but this maft be by
Miracle, guia exnibilo nibil it matuvaliter. Again ,
if macter be in its own Nature a contingent being,the
Matter of the World, or any déterminate Portion of

it may ceafetobe , or be reduced to nothing, but
this too muftbe by Miracle, guia in nibilum nibil

revertitur narurehiter: Poflibile therefore it is in
the Nature of the thing for a Portion of Marter to
be created a-new, or reduced to nothing
2. Itdoes not imply a Contradiction for a Form ,
forthe - Quality, Motion, or other Accident of Matter to be
tir produced, fufpended, or deftroyed in a Supernatural
« manner.  For inftance , the Form of a Serpentto be
> produced , and again deftroyed, in Aarons Rod: the
form and qualitics of Blood.,in the Waters of the Nile;
of Lice,in the Dustof the Exrth; of Wine, inthe Wa-
ter at the Maryiage Feaft at Camaof Galilee, The qua.
lities and powers of Sight inthe Blind,Hearinginthe

Deaf, Speech in the Dumb, Strengh inthe Lame.

Healih intheSick, Lsfein the Deadlattly the form of

Bread, - or the very Humane  Nature it {elf in the

matter ofa Syoner  The motion of Zen degrees buck-
" wards

Supernat

: (29)
ward, in the Suw, for a 8ign 1o Hezekiah , and the - ki
Sufpenfion of his Natural Motion' for ‘a confiderable '™
time , at.therequet of Fofiua. the production or jot. o v
determination of Fire from Heaven, atthe Word and
Prayer of £/jah, upon his Sacrifice, and the Captains
¢, fent to apprehend him: and che fufpenfion of ithe * "¢
adion of Firc in Nebuchadunezzar's Fiirnace. - The: x
production or determination of the' Wind to bring the 1.
Locufts ,-and drive them back ,and to force backthe
waters of the Red-Sea i at the. @retching forth
Mofes’s Rod:- And the ceafing of the Wind and Starm '
at our Savsorrs command:

In all thefe Inftances there is nothing:done; - but
only a Form, Quality, Motion , or the like, produ-
ced; fufpended, or deftroyed in the parts of Matter ,
by a Power above Nature. ‘And-that nothing of. all
this implies any Contradiction in'theNature of :the
thing » may bethus made to appear. “Matter il its
own Nature is indifferently fufceptible ofany Féfm or
Qualities imaginable , and thercforeisin it felf c
bleatany time of being without thofe Formsand
Qualities whichi¥ has,or of having any others inftead
thereof. Capable itis of being without any paricular
Forms & Qualities which it has,becaufe they are each
of them contingent & accidental to Matter confidered
in.its ownNature:For inftance,that it fhould have fuch
Magnitude, Figure, Texture,Order and Sciruation,Mo-
tion.or Reft of its fenfible or infenfible parts, and con-
ftitute a Body of fuch a particular Nature, endowed
with fuch and fuch Qualities peculiar toir. - Capable
likewife it is at any time of having anyForms or Qa-
lities indifferently ; becaufe in its own Nature confi-
dered it is fufceptible of any , and in it’s own*Nature
confidered , not determined to receive any onc more

. than
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than another, Now if this:be/fos, it is then pofiible
for any Form or Quality to be produced', in any part
of Matter ; ‘at any time ; or to be fufpended ,. or de-
froyed usterly, in that Body which is endued with it:
and confequentiy for any part of Matter to be endued
with fucha Form or Quality , |\ which otherwife it
could erought not to have by the Courfe'of Nature ;
or,on the orher hand to be devefted of that “Form‘or
Quality, whichotherwife by the Courfe of Nature it
muft have had and kept.For inftance,the wazer at the
Marriage Feaft in Cana of Galilee, could not at the
bare Word or Will of Chrift;by the Courfe of Nature
have its Form changed into theForm of e ; and
yet.the Matter iniit’s own Nature was capable of 're-
ceiving the Form of Wine ,and capable too of being
without the Form of Water , though left to it felf and
the Order of Nature it mufbhave keptiit.- - If capable
of lofing theone:and receiving the other, then it was
poflible for it to be turned from the one into the o-
ther : if poffible, then within the Sphere of Omnipo-
tence to cffet it : by a Mivacte though,Q1a quid li-
libet nonfic ex quolibet A'.ztm'/thﬂ.

The like may befaid of Motion in Matter: it is
wholely contingent and accidentabto it. It mighe
init’s own Natureconfidered have for ever been with-

“out it, and fo have continued one great unwieldy

Mafs : now it has {o great a quantity of Motion im-
preffed, yet allit’s parts may beiagain reduced to reft,
not by the Courfe of ‘Nature indeed, but yet by ;
Power working above and contrary to Natare, To
prefs this further home, Thewhole order of Nature,
ever fince the Producion of it, has depended upm':
the Motion firft imprefied upon the parts ‘of Matter,
and

(31)

and the Power given them to transfer their Motions
from oneto another': for hereupon depends all the
Variety of Forms and Qualities, all the various Pro-
duionsin the World , wherein the Order of Na
confifts. Now this Motion, and this Power of
ferring and communicating it, Was at fir(t contingent,
and fo might not have been impre.
is contingent fill , and fomay be now de
then what becomes of the Order of Naturc

There are therefore things poffible which jt
bovethe power of Nature to effect, as the creation
of Matter, 8¢, Other things which 2
Nature and ic’s eftablifhed Ordgr. » as, the a
on of the Matter of the whole,World, the fuf}
of that Motion in the'parts of Malter ,  where-
upon the whole Order of Nature depends,  ther
Production - of any  Form o Qualities in) Matter,
howfoever in the Order o Na'wrc unqualificd 1o ey
ceive them, ¢, Ina Word, The Matter of the wholt,
World, and every Form, Quality , and Motion of Box
dies therein are things.contingent, and fo capable ci.
ther not tobe, or to be othewile. | And confeq 3
the whole Framg and Order of Nature may bealtered,
fufpended, or reduced-into nothing, A Miracie there-
fore ,. which is fome of thefe Effects, does wot imply &
Contradsition in the Nature of the Thing-

2. A Miracle is not repagnant 1o the Nature f God, %
3

and bis infinite Revfcitrons, ~Not o his Power ,
caufeit is the Effed ofit 5, and pot.of a Principle op
pofing it felf t him. Not to his, Fuflice, becaufe all
Nature is his own ;. nor his Goodzefs , becaufe never
made ufe of but to the beft purpoles. But rather high-

of

Ly, Servicgable toboth, as it pleafes him to make ule
i f

ot epugnans ¢

God,

=
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to execute Judgment upon notorious Sin
n an exemiplary manner, or to defend and protect
ocent and Pious Man by the moft fignal. in-
of Providence and mercy. Not to his /1% [dom,
secauife the frame and order of Nature is admirably
ficted ro theendsof it : but Miracles are ordained
for higher purpofes and fpecial and emergent occafi-
ons.

For inltance, if God be pleafed o reveal himfelf
to Man in an extraordinary, manner, to cnterintoa
new-Covenant with us,” and to propound to us new
Terms of favour and reconciliation; to authorize
fome holy and infpired Perfons to be his Meffengers
and Embaffadors from Heaven, and to atteft their
Commiflion by his Letters of Credence ; nay te cloath
himfelf with Humane Nature, and yet to dart forth
the Rays of his Divinity through the vail of Flefh.
Upon thefe grand and important occafions , what fare
and infallible Evidenice can we have that God himfelf
fpeaks to us cither by his Prophets or his Son , but by
aMiracke2but by Nature's fitting down and being fu-
fpended a while, to fhew that one greater than Na-
ture # there , that God himfelf is then prefent by his
immiediate extraordinary Power as well as Revelation?
It is not therefore (as Spinoza below profancly fug-
gefts) that God has created Nature [o impotent, and
grven ber Laws and Rules [o barren™, ‘as that be is
compelled [ometimesto belp bev by new Ordinances and
Supplies of Verrue,in orderto ber Support and Confer-
valzon , and that things may [ucceed accordimg to bis
intentention and defign : It is not,l fay, upon this Ac-
count that God has obliged himfelf to Work a Msracle
upon fpecial occafions ; but becaufe Nature was only
ficted to the ends of Narure, and fupernatyfal and ex-

o 7 traordinary

(33)

traordinary means provided for Ends extraordinary
and fupernataral. Nor laftly,Isthe Working of a Mi-
facle inany wife repugnant tothe immntability of the
Divine Nature or Counfel, as if he Aéed therein de
nowo, ex tempore, and upon the fudden : becaufe he
has by onc cternal immutable A of his Will, fettled
the Order of all events Natural or above Nature. But
this will appear more clearlyinthe Anfwer 1 fhall give
to his Arguments, to which I now come.

His Propofition to be proved is; Thar nothing bap-
pens contrary to Nature, but Nature keeps an eternal,
fixt , andimmutable Order.

His Arguments for the proof of this Propofition are Tv. p.s.
two.
1. Becaufe the Laws of Nature arethe Decrees spinows ar-
of God , and therefore involve eiernal neceffity andﬁzfzf'{";}’:}
rath. Propofcion.

2.Becaufe the Power of Nature is the Power. of God,
and therefore as infinite as God bim[elf.

1. Becaufe the Laws of Nature are the Decrees of
God, &e.

In the profecution of this Argument ; it will ap- 4rs-«
pear:
£ 1. That he takes the Word Nature in another fenfe
than this Queftion properly admits.

2. That his Argument as it proceeds upon his own
Principles, terminates dire@ly in flar Ath:ifme or
Idotatry. b

3. That, fetting afide his own: Principles , his Ar-
gumentmay in fome fenfe be true, and yet not infer
the truth of his Conclufion.

1o He takes the Word Nsture in another fenfe than ki 4-
this Qyeftion properly admits, By Nature (as'Hhewed&men ke ke

F above) rwe in amtker
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fofe shan e above) is meanthere , the whole aggregate and com-
Sufios s- pages of Bodies in the World, and the Order where-
ik in they a& amongft one another. In this fenfe
therefore fpinoza muft be prefumed to prove, That
nothing happens contrary to Nature, which whether
he does or no will immediately appear. In the Con-
clufion of this firft Argument , to thefe Words, Nibi/
. 4gitur in Naturd contangit , quodipfius Legibus yi-
" werfalibus repugnat,&e,  He fubjoyns this Marginal
Note, N. B. me hic per Natuvam non sntelligere folam
materiam ¢julg; affeiones, [:dpreter materiamalia
infinita. The Tranflator, 1 confefs, has it not (whether
omittedas impertinent only , or as that which would
too openly difcover the weaknefs of his reafoning , I
donot determine ) but 1 fhall take lcave to confider
5 ~ what he has as §psnoza’s and not his owm
o bpfii- ~ Now it Spinoza take the Word Nature in fo great
ifke rake ke @ Latitude as to underftand by it an infinite number
weordinthis  of other things befides Matter, he may fiad it pretey
fits: deapin. cafie toreduceall things withini fs : and if
to ke Quefton. uce all things withinits compafs : and if he
make the Zaws of Nature in his fenfe of fo great ex-
tent , it may be hard for any thing not to fall within
their Circuit and Jurifdi®ion : but then the Philofo-
pher’s way of Arguing will be as much befide the
Quettion, as a Miracle is befide Nature.

The Schoolmen where they treat of Laws, make the
farft divifion of them into the Eternal Law , and thofe
that are derived from it. The Erernal two-fold. 1. The
Order whercby God cternally decreed to doallthings.
2. The Order which he decreed to preferibe to his
Creatures, to be obferved by them according to. their
feyeral Natures and Conditions. The latter is branch-

ed outin thefe particulars,the Law of Natural Agents,
of

(35)

of Angels.and Men ;and this,either the Law of Natural
Reafon, Divine Revelation, or Humane Inftitution-
This fecond Eternal Law , and the branches of it , are
fuch as that the feveral Agents to whom they were
given, may {werve from and not A¢tin a conftant and
uniform obedience to them.  So the Angels firft vio-
lated their Law.5 .then Mankind theirs, as they daily
do all Laws Natural and Pofitive,Divine and Humane.
The natural Agents indeed , as not endued with free-
dom of Will, obferve one conftant Order and Tenor if
left to themfelves : yet may either ceafe to A&, or
A& otherwife, if God in his eternal purpofe think
fit toincerpofe , who can thea either fufpend their O-
perationis, or determine them toact beyond their
Sphere, befide their ufual courfe, and contrary to their
natural tendencies and the Laws of their Motion. But
the firft Eternal Laws is of univerfal extent, and holds
inviolably. Nothing can fall out befide,above,or con-
trary to it It direcs to its own grand purpofes what-
ever ftrayes from the particular Laws of its Creation,
draws good out of evil, and makes all Events confpire
to the fetting forth ot the Glory of God. It ordains
the fins of lapfed Angels and Men, 1o, the irrevoka:
ble Damnation of the firft, and the Redemption of
the latter , by the moft furprizing and myfterious
Methods of love and mercy. It provides for a
fuppliment to the loft or decayed light of Nature, the
Revelations of Law and Gofpel by Mofesand the Pro-
phets ;- our bleffed Saviour and his Jpofties ; and o
atteft their Divine Authority and Miflion, ordains Na-
ture to act above or contrary fo her felf by an obedsens
tial Power. The fame eternal A& of the Diyine
Counfeldecreeing the produ@ion of miraculous Effccts

E 2 up-
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upon emergent occafions, which firft determined
into A& the whole Frame and Order of Nature.

We fee here an Umverfal Law from whence all
things follow,and contrary to which nothing does or
can fall out. An Order eternal, fixt and immutable ,

s v et down .with himfelf by that Supream being,

who worketh all things wew W oir 5% Sier@ i,
That by this he hath appointed times for' Mira-
culous and Supernatural Effects, as wellas this lafting
Period for the conftant and fettled operations of Nature.
¥ this be Spinoza’s Law of Nature,where he extends
the Signification of that Word infinitely beyond the
compafs of the material World, and'the order where-
by Natural Bodies aét therein ; his Propofition may
be trae, That nothing falls o contraryto Nature,
but Nature keeps an eternal,fixt,and immutable Order.
Bui then, 1. He takes the Word Nature in a different
fenfe from all the World befides ; 2. Wholely leaves
the Queftion about the poffibility of Miracles,that be-
ing confiftent with the Truth of his Propofition if taken
in that fenfe.

e e~ And Lwifh his fenfe were fo Orthodox as this I have
o &% rg hinted, and that all his fault were only that he has

miftaken the ftate of the Queftion , and the meaning

of the Terms of it. But it will appear far otherwife

<7 when wecome to examine upon what Principles his
Argument proceeds.

His Argument is this, The Laws of Nature are the
Decrees of Godyand therefore involuve eternal neceffity
and truth, Ergo, nothing canfall out contraryto Na-
ture, but Natuve keeps an erernal, fixt, and immuta-
ble Order. The ground of the Argument liesin this,
That whatever God Wills orDecrees,involves eternal

neceffity.

(37)

neceffity and truth. For the proof whereof Spfnoza
referrs usto his Fourth Chapter. The Argument,
which he brings for itthere,, is drawn from the Iden-c.
tity of the Divine Will and Underflandsng , and it
proceeds thus, All the difference between the Uader-
ftanding and Will of God is , he fays, onely in our
conception , and that in this manner , e conceive
God tounderfland any thing , a5, for inftance, 1be Na-
tureof a Triangle, when we rvegardonly this, Thas the
Narare(y. c.)of aTriangless contained eternally in the
Divine Nature as an esernal TruthWe conceive God to
will the fume thing,when we vegard this farther,That
the Natwre (v.c.)of @ Triangle is [o contained in theDi-
wine,not upon account of the necefiry of the natureof a
Triangle it [elf,but upon account of the neceflity of the
Divine Nuture : and that all the nece[fity of the na~
ture of a Triangle and 115 properties, as they ave con-
ceived as eternal Truths , depends not “upon 1he me-
ceffisy of its own Narure,” but tbe Divine.  So that
for Godto Will or Decree any thing, is forthe fame re
becontained neceffarily in the Divine Nature , by
reafonof the neceffityof it , as an eternal truth: And
therefore’, Whatever Godwills or decreesinvolvese-
sernaltruilyand neceffity.

This is his Principle, which he' borrows from his
Fourth Chapter | and we fee it is grounded upon a
particular Notion which he had formed in his Brain
of the Divine Will and Underftanding.  This conceit
he does not farther explain or make out in his Trata-
tus Theologico-Politicus 5 and therefore, to run up
his Argument to the head , I'thall confult his Opera
Pofibuma for a Scheme of his Principles from whence
to deduceit. There, inthe Firft Part of bis Ethicks,

which
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" That Godis a Subflance abfolutely infiviic, i.e. a

at ther®
¢ God

)
dz Deoy hz has this Dot

which trea r
ubflance in the Vorld o and

Subftance endued “with an infnste number of Attria
butes , each infinite , each & fphiying bis infi Ef-
fence : two whereof are kn 1o 28 nand
Extenfion.. That from the neceffity of 1e B[
[enée and Attributes of God do proceed. (as properties,

from_an emanative caufe) infinite Modss wherein
the Divine Nature and Attributes do [ubfift and aff,
That Nature and all created Beings are only thefe
warions Modes wherein the Divine Effence and Ai-
tributes doneceffarily difplay themfetves . In parti-
cular that all Bodses and finite Spivits are only varia
otts Modes of thofe two infinite Aiivibutes in God, Ex-

tenjton and Cogitation. x
And from thefe Principles weé may indeed deduce
not only his conception of what it isin God to un-
derftand and towill : but many other Confequences
admirably agreeable to Rekigron and Right Reafon.
As, 1. That God is an éxtended Subftance , and cx-
tenfion infinite. 2. That God is the emanative caufe
of all finite Beings, and they therefore really
and identically contained in the Divine Nature,. and
the fame with him. 3. That God fubfifls in all Bo-
dies and finite Spirits , asa Subftance underits necef-
fary Modes flowing ftom its Eilence : jand thercfore
both he himfelf material and bodily , as being extend-
ed, andevery body in Nature a part of him. .~ So thag
now weclearly feethe ground whereupon Spinoza
afferts, That nothing can happen comtrary to Nature:
viz. becaufe God and Nature are oneand the fame,
God Nature [wbfiftent , and Natwre God med:ficd.
And

3

And why he fays, That for Gad to will or decree-a-
ny thing , isfor the thing tobe contained in bis Nature
as an eternal truth flowing from the neceffity of it, viz.
becaufe his Willis only that of an emanative caufe,
and every thing which weconceive produced by the
Divine Will, is foonly in regard that it flows nece
farily from his Effence , as lightintheSun , and he:
in the Fire from their very nature.  And fo likewife
hisunderftanding of the {fame thing , isonly that he

fees its necellary Exiftence proceeding from. the ne-

ceffity of his own Nature,

Here we have a full difcovery of his Senfe and
Scope in this Argument ; and ic plainly terminates
inoneof thefetwo, Atheifin or Idolatry, Forto
make God and Nature the fame thing, 'is either to
adyance a Creature into the plice of God, or (whas
Zully fays of Epicurus ) Oratione velinguere Deurs,
ve tollere. 1fhallnot therefore profecute his Argu- p. Nuw
ment , {ofar, astoconfute him through the whole Beorum/. 1.
Set of his Principles : nor take my felf to be obliged,
in order to prove the poffibility of a Foré above Na-
ture, togo fo far aboutas 16 prove firt the Being.of
a God above it. - But his Argument may deferve a lit. Hi: 4z
tle Confideration , fetting afide his Principles, and’s,
that only in order to flate how far the Laws of
Nature may be granted to be the Decrees and Voliti- |
ons of God,, and whether and how far thercupon they o
involve eterual neceffity and truth,

His Argument therefore isin form this, Whatever
God Wilis or Decrees , imvolves eternal neceffity and
truth.  The Laws of Nature arethe Decrees and Vo-
litions of God. E. They involve. eternal neceffity and
truth. E. Nothing can full out cantrary to them,

The

ont,
bis

Koy
fon
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(40)
The Laws of Nature may be confidered as in Nature
it felf, or asin the Authorof it. In Nature'ir felf
they{ignific the dererminations of Bodies toactinfuch
ot fucha manner. In the Aathor of it they fignifie
thofe Decrees whereby the Order of Nature is efta-
blified , and particular Bodies determined'to. a& in
fuch a particular maoner. ~In.thisSenfe, I'éfanc that
the Lawsof Natureare the Decrees and Vo Y
God. And how they are fo, and how far ther
they may be conceived to involve eternal neceffity
and truth , may appear from thefe Confiderations
1. Thar there is one grand Uaiverfal Law , De-

o wanwesrs _cree , and Purpofe of the Divine Will, whereby he

#he D

9 eternally fet down with himfelf the Order wherein

to work all things.This Conception is moft agreeable
to the fimplicity and immutability of the Divine Na-
ture. - To his implicity, that as his Nature , 'fo the
A&-of his Will, fhould be perfectly one, and not
multiplied ## infinstamin proportiontothe variety of
Effects ordained and regulated by it. To his immuta-
bility , that we fhould not fuppofe him to. be daily
enacting new Laws and Decrees, but thathe works
all things by a Decree co-cternal to himfelf.  Andthis
Conception is cleared by our parallel apprehenfions a-
bout the Divine Underftanding, The Objects there~
of are temporary, yet the Act of his Knowledg where:
by he fees them eternal :ithey are manifold and vari-
ous, yet that fimple and uniform.  Therefore as by
one Act of his Underftanding he fees a6 aterno all
things future in their feveral times, foby one Act of

his Will he ordains them all.
2, That in this univerfal Law are included, Secux-
dim woftrum concipiendi modum, many particular
Laws

(adla)
Laws and Decrees eftablithing the Order of particu.
lar Events, neceffary and contingent, natural and
above Nature , intheir particular times and places.

3. That thefe particular Laws and Decrees have
each (in fubordination to the univerfal) a limited and
determinate compafs of times , places, andevents,
wherein they take effect.

4. Thatyet each of them does certainly take effeG
within-that determinate compafs to which it is limit-
ed. And therefore

5. Thata Propofition declaring that fuch'a Law
and Decree will certainly take effe, is true ; and the
truth of it neceffary and aé eterno by vertue of that
Law and Decree.

6. That yet as the Law it felf and the Decree is,
fo is the neceffary and eternal Truth-of that Propofi-
tion : viz. Itis neceflary, and trag abeterno. that this
Law and Decree fhall take cffe@. within that determi-
nate compafs of times, places, and events, whereto it
is limited, and no further.

Now the Laws and Deerees by which the Order of
Nature is-eftablifhed , are fuch particular Laws and
Decrees; and fuch is-their eternal Truth and Neceffi-
ty. ForInftance, The motion of the'Sun is an Ordi-
nance in Nature, proceeding from Gods Will and
Decree : Yet fo limited (in fubordination to his uni-
verfal Law and Purpofe) to a determinate compafs ,
as nat to takecfiect at fome points of time within
that period for which Mature is eftablifaed: I mean
at that time, when the Sunftood flill at Fo/bua's
word , and when it went back fomany degrees for a
fign to King Hezcksab, So that the fame univerfal

Purpofe and Decrees of God might fettle the ordc;lof
G the
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the Sups motiom), and thereupon it be nec

true abatenno that the Sun lelall move in ﬂfi[sragrcalrgrl'
and yet withal ordain, that at fuch times nmwith-7
ftanding the Sun fhould ‘ftand flill-or go back, and
thereupon it be as neceflary andtrue ab wterno ; that
at thofelpoints.ofstime the the:Sun flould go backor
fland ftill: The Laws thercforé of Natural:Agcrivs
aftinthis feafebe theDesrers of God, and okoe

eternil 1}3’?’[‘{)’ and:trathpand. yevivmay be poffie

ble for forfic certain effeds to fall out contrary to
thea ,» wiz! without that: compafs within ‘which
theytare limited to'take effect, and no farcher. B:t
ifsdprmoza will haveir ;' That wharever God 'wills to
come to pafs infuclia time , maft therefore be al-
waysoyory ithat Whatever Order God fettles for fach
a determindte compafs ,' muft, . becaufe lie wills and
fettles it , holdeternaliy'= § deny chat in this fenfe e-
very-Lidwwand Decree of God inebives etérwal Ne-
cofficy-and Trath - br i
It is cternally neceffary and" frue', T 9

God Decreesto be, fhnl)l be: f he,dccfcac[ :;hﬂ:l?:/r\c:
torbe and endure toperpetuity ,. it is eiernal!);' mw:
and neceffary that'it fhall be’perpetually; if e den
creefit to fuch 2 compafs, itis 26 gm-na’ necellary
andtrae that it fhail hold fo long , and his Decrcc or
thetruth and neceflity of the Effect, confequent xhcz'emw
upon, isnot violated if it hold no longet.

aisoimuch therefore may e’ faid i Anfwer to his
firfoirgument {6 prove that Norbiug'can bappen con-
wiry to Nature, 8.~ The Sum is, That ke miftakes
the meaning of the! Terms of the Queftion-  That he
smakes Nature the famewith God, and fo (befides
Bis raking ‘the word in a: fenfe of his 6wnj hé in of.
foct

(43)
fe@ rejectsthe Exiftence of a Deity in Otder to over-
throw theé belfefof ‘Miracles.  Laftly, ' That 'in ‘the
fenfe wherein I have confidered his Argument, it
may be true, and yet his Conclufion not follow
from ir,
His S
ur
bimfelfe B Nothing cont fall out withont its ¢
or-contrary to 4.
His ground whereupon he proceeds in this Argu-
ment is to be fure the very fame conception ‘of the
e Nature, 772 t Nature is‘fothing but §n
it varicty of Modifications of the Divine Effénce,
and the power of it ‘confeqtiently nothing ‘but “the
infinite fecundity of the Divine Effence determining
it neceffarily to exert it felf in all the infinite variety
of 'thé ‘modes.of its being, I fhall therefore onely
Arsument fo much confideration as i
ing afidé'his Principles.’ "THE” power
force that natural caufes have to a&
each in their feveral mannets, and: the verrue and
efficacy ofithe whole arififigfrom ‘the® joynt ‘concur-
rence of the feveral’ parts o their diftindt Op
T to fpeals properly i all refolved i
+{fed 'upon matter, bled'to 2t by Gods
mined to doit by his Will. ° This
y muftbs differérit™ from” the' power
i¥'Author, in 3s m the powers maft be” dif-
ferent 1f ‘the Subjedds to “Which they belong.
stanting thatthe power of Naturé is mrt;m/%y
rigionally (. thoughnot formally) the Divine
Poy erting it felf” in Nature 48 1es Inftrament :
Yetivno mote follows thereapott; that the power
G 2 of

cond Argumentis, Becaufe the Powér of

give this
require
Nature is

refore cert

the power of God, undtherefore as infiuite

Hobbes | 40695995
Nagoya University Library, Hobbes I, 40695995



n 2

of Niture muk be infinite , then it follows that be-
caafe the motion of the Sun is the motion of Na-
ture , therefore it isof as great extent as the motion
of the whole frame of Nature befides. Or becaufe
the Power that moves the hand is the power of the
Soul , that thereforethe whole Sphere-of the Souls
Power in the Body is.no larger than the hand. The
Argument is from.a partscular to anuniverfuh Gods
power, though fimple and indivifible , is yet unli-
mited. It may a& far, beyond that compafs wherein
it does, and therefore infinitly beyond the limits of
Natare. It exerts it felf borh ina natural and fuper-
natural way ; aand both kinds of effecks. proceed from
one and the fame indivifille omnipotence : which
is no.more multiplied by the variety of. effects that
flow from it, than the power of the Soul as it moves
the hands , and the feet, the eye, and the
tongue. -

Thefe are all the Arguments he brings for the
proof of his firft Propofitien.. The reft is the Con-
clufion he draws from the whole , viz. What a M;-
racle s : That (it being proved that all Supernatural
Effes are impoflible) @ Miracle can be only an effet
inexplicable by our ownobfervation, or the Princi-
ple of Nature known to us.” Having therefora proved
that fupernatural Effe@s are not impoffible, and
anfwered his Arguments for the contrary, = I ma:
take leave to draw a Conclufion contradiGtary to his,
That a Miracle is not only what he fays, butan Ef-
fedt befide, above, or.contrary to.the Order of Na-
tyre.

The fecond thing heundertakesis, 70 prove that
by Miracles we cannot know the Effence , Exiftence,

or

45

or Providencecf God: but that all thefe may be bet-
ter known by the fixt and immutable Order of Naw
ture. His Defign in this feems to be to deftroy the e
Authority and Credit of Miracles, by fhewing that ps e
they are not proofs fufficient of what they: are de. miate
figaed for. But in the framing ofthis Propofition, he 7 x
miftakes the end, for which they are defign'd. For dggra.
1. The defign of Miracles is not to make-a difcove-
very (at leaft immediately and by themfelves) ofithe
Effence of God.. They are: proper and mect evi-
dences of the truth of any Revelation, and if .in
that Revelation it pleafe God to make any fupernatu-
ral difplay ofhis own Nature , then Miracles may
be faid mediately to difcover to usthe Effence of
God; otherways they demonftrate no other Attris
bute of God but his pewer, viz. as it is able to fu-
fpend the Operations of Nature, or to a& above it.

2. Neither do they tend in any peculiar mannerto -
prove the Exifence of a Deity , but rather fuppofe
it : viz, Thatthere isa Suprcam Being whois the
Author of Nature , who gave it fuch a Power and fet
it fuch Laws whereby to a& ; . which Power and
which Laws, a Miracle being either above or contra-
1y to, praves thereupon (not that God is, but) that
itis he who then acs by his own immediate hand,
andnot Nature. But , far any proof it gives us of
the Being of e God, it is onely in the fame way
that every natural Efe& demontirates it, by leading .
us toa firft Caufe.

3.-Mixacles are-indeed fuffictent Evidences: of. the
Divine Providence ; that God does take upon.him
and a&ually exercife the Government of the World ;
that lig does not leave Nature to her felf, but fqme»

times. »
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times interpofes and fets her afide: Mhat he does
not-fir an unconeerned Spectator of the Actions of
Mén., burfometimes in a moft fiznal manner re-
wards'or punithes them here in this life. = Yet the
demonttration of ‘Gods Providence is not the pro-
per and primary endof fupernatural Effe

4. AMifacleis properly intended to
diately , theimmedi;
A&ing himfelf in an ex
working ofit. 2. (By Vertue of
firatiort of Gods immediate ex

in the effecting ‘of it ; at whofe word
Order of Nature is fufpended, which
pofe God would permit either for no ¢
for one fo-repugnant to his Sancti
a§'to affift anImpofture:

Thus muchtherefore we may kn 8
whatGod s in his Natare,nor his n r
than we may kaow it by any Effeé of Nature : but
his Providence;his extraordinary prefence” and o
and the Authority of that perfon whofe Divine M
fion it-attefts. ‘We arenext’to enquire wlhethér his
Arguments are more fufficient to difprove the au.
thority of Miracles in this regard.

His arguments for the Truth -of’ His Tecond Pro.
poﬁrmn are from Reafonand Seriptuire. ' From Rea.
fon heattempts to prove it three wayes, :

1. Becaufe the belief of the poflibility ofa Mivacle
does vertually introducemter Scepticifme | and con-
fequently is fo far from proving the Efence, Exi-
ftence, “or Providence of God ,  that it zakes awdy

the

(47)
the:certainty both.of the exiflence of a Deityanden
very thing elfe.

2. Becaule aMirvacle is a workthativanfcends oy
Capacity to underftasd it , and sherefore what we
underfland wot, it [elf cannot Jead us totheunder-
fanding of any 1hing elfe,

3 Becaufe g Maracle is a thing fiuite, and theves
Sfore cannot, beafinMedinm to prove the being of ands
gent of infinite Power,

1. Tl belicf of the poffié ility of a Miracle virtnaj-
ly smtroduces meer Sceptics{me |~ and [o takes awmay

ihe certainty both of whe being of God and everd

thing el This  Argument firikes as :much at thg
belief of Miracles themfelves as.of any thing €lfe up-
ontheir Credit and Authority : for there can be no
Reafon to believe any thing, which to believe ob-
liges me to doubt of every thing elfeas impoffible to
be certainly koown. Thelground wheréa
afferts that the belief of Miracles Jeads nstv
csfine, is 5 becaufe it takes away the certain Truth of
thofe Notionsfrom whence we conclude the bring of @
God.or any thing-elfe that weknow 5/ and that thi it
does in as mucl as.it (Bppofes a Pawer in, God-akle 16
alter he Trutbof thefeNotions,for 1 his two he mufl
ableto doy 1f able to change the courfe of Nature.
By thelc Notions may be underftood two things;
r. The:Principles of Trath wher
our knowledge. 2. Our own Iew's'and apprehenfion
of things The formerare either the common Prin-
ciples of Natural Light,viz.Axioms evident uponthe
fieft apprehenfionof-the Terms, as Zhat a thrug can-
nolfibe and mot at ahe [ame time , the whole is
greatenihan anypart, &eow Qi zithe definitions of
things,

pon we build all 5
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things, and propofitions afcribing to them their Na-

ture and Properties : as Hom eff ansm il ratimale |
Triangubum babet tres angulos equales duobus vectis,
&e. Or 3. Propofitions containing the mutual re-
fpe@s of things, as that Cruelty and Injuflice are re-
pugnant tothe.Nuture of God, " Theft and Murder to
she Nature of a [ociable Creature,&c. Now'thefe prin-

ciples of Trath areall neceffary, and immutable , and

the Truth of them does not depend upon the being or

order of Nature : apoffibility therefore of change

inthe order.of Nature does not imply that by the

fame Power the truth of thefe Notions may be altered.

They are, firft, necellary and immutable’, becaufe it

implies a contradicion for them to be falfe, v.c. for

the whole to be no greater than any part, Man not to

be arational creature, God to be cruel or unjuff, 8.

2, They are true independently upon the being or

orderof Nature. ' If God fhould deftroy the whole

frame of Nature, yet it were true notwithfanding ,

that the whole Body were bigger than any part. I

he fhould reduce Mankind into nothing , “it were ftill

trae notwith®anding , Thss the nature of Man con-
Jifis inthe Union of arationalSoul,and aBody endued
with life and fenfe.  God may turn one thing into a
nother , and mike the fam= Macter appear under a
Form aboveor contrary to what it fhould have by the
courfe of Natare , but he cannot m ket be and sor
be, be of this Nuture and of another | at the
Jame. time.  He can fufpend the A&ions of his Crea-
tures , but yer cannot make them A# and wot At
boths togeiber.  In thort, however God by his Power
may alter or (ulpead the Ocder of Generations inNa-
ture, yet chis Principle’ will hold true , that in an
order

(49)
order of fucceflive generations of Men there muft be
fome firft Man , and this firft Man muft have a Caufe
thatis not Man, and this Cag(; muft either bp it
felf, orlead us at laft to, an infinite Supream Being,
So that the exiftence of a Godmay be dednucedfrom cer-
tain and necefJary Pranciples , “though the Order of
Nature be capableof being changed by his Almighty
wer.,

P“'lfhc altering thercfore of the courfe of Nature,
makes no alteration in the principles of Knowledg.
Bat does it not infer a Power in God to change ourNo-
tions and Apprelicafions of them and of every thing
elfe ? A Phyfical Powerindeed it does, as it proves
him Omnipotestbut this will not drive us to Jeep-
victfine ; while weare certain that it is as much re-
pugnant to his Veracity and. Goodnefs as compatible
to his Power bately confidered. ~Foritis impofiible
thata Being infinitely Good and ‘Holy fhould impofe
upon his Creatures,and unplau}t fuch Notions in their
Minds as would necef(farily induce them to believea
Lye, or foalter their apprehenfions of things, asto
make it impoffible for them to make a true Judgment
by the ufe of theirown reafon.

“The belief of Miracles therefore does not Jead us
unto Scepticifme , and fo docs not take away the cer-
tainty of the Being of a God, but yet perhaps if may
wat be a fit Mediom to prove either bis Exifience , or
bis Proovidenceyr todeclare b
this upon two Accounts. 1. Becaufe a Miracle is
a Work that tran(cends our capacity to under-
pand it and therefore what we underfland not

3t [of , camnot Jead us to the wunderflanding .., .
of lamy thing elfe. 2. Becapfe a Miracle s atee
H

thing

Nature taus. And ,
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thing finite , and thevefore cannot be 4 it Medi
prove the being of an Agent. of in ﬁmliﬁ;PzI:’:;i‘-um’lzﬂ
the Firff, a Miracle is a Work that tranfeends our co.
pacity to underftandit ; i.e, it is beyond the cofr?.
pafs of our Knowledge to deduce it from n;ltl)m;
Caufes , and good reafon , becaufe it is beyond their
powerand cflicacy to Effedt it. But yet fo far it is
withinour Capacity, that it is poffiblé for us to knos
whether it be an effect fupernatural or not, and whw
1th|s known to be fuch it is fufficient to d’emonﬂmctlc1
:;idcelr?c]g.mdmc operation of God’s Power and Pro-
To the Second , nothing is more falfe of
Iefs than that Affertion. Itis fo far frigrrr: S;grogrlxjd-
that a finite Effect cannot be a Proof of an i%ﬁnitec:
Caufe, that every finite Effect is fo; cither immedic
ately, as when the Effe@ though finite exceeds the
force and efficacy of any finite being in the Order
and Sphere wherein itads, . or mediately when the
Effet is produced by a train of finite Caufes,which yer
muft havehad their own being and their firft mot?on
or power toa& from an infinite Agent. The argument
for an Infinite from the exiftence of finite beings ro.
ceeds thus, every finite being is contingent 5 :;n% ﬁ;
might not have been ; therefore the reafon of its
bc_mg muft not bein it felf, but in fomething clfe
ZiZ, the C_sufe that produced it, Again, every ﬁm’rc’
being has limits of Perfection ; thefe cannot bg fet by
it felf, but by fomething elfe which gave it fuch 21
degree of Perfection and no greater ; and this muft be
the caufe that produced it. 1f this Caufe be finite too,
it muft proceed from another , and the Queftion will
;ric;l\:; till we ftop,at Jaft in aCaufe felf.exiftent and in.
So

(51)

So much therefore may be faid inanfwer to his Ar-
guments from reafon for the former part of his fecond
Propofition,, iz. That by Miracles we cannor know
the Effence, Exiftence or Providence of God. To what
he fays for the other part, viz.Tbat all thefe may be
better known by the fixs andimmutable Order of Na-
ture, the Anfwer may be fhorter.His reafonis,becanfe
the Laws of Natwre are infinite, eterpal, andimmu-
table , and therefore in fome meafure mdicate to us
the infinsty, eternity, and immuiabilityof God : or
rather (to make him {peak more plainly out of his
Opera Pofi huma) becaufe God and Nature are all
one,and the more 1 know of Nature the move I under
Sfrand of the madsfications of the Tivine Effence. Bur
if he tells us that the belief of Miracles lcads us to
Scepticifme , we may reply, that this Dilcovery of
the Divine Effence which he pretends tomake from
Nature, willrather carry us either to 4¢heifme or
Tdolatry.

1 proceed to his Arguments from Scripture , which
are two.

1. Heargues from Deyt 13.v. 1,2,3. Becanfea
Miracle (as is plainfrom that place) may be wrought
by & Perfon that defigns to introduce the worbip of
afalfe God.

2. He argues from the corvupt notions the Ilraclites
bad of God and his Providence, notwithflanding fo
many Miracles wrought among thew.

The words in Deut, 13.% 1,2,3. are thefe.
there arife among you a Prophet , or a Dreamer of f
Dreams, andgiverh thee & Sign or alWondey andthe A
Sign or Wonder come 20pals 5 whereof be [pake unto
thee, faying » et 45 goﬁzﬁ‘:r other Gods (whichthou

bafp
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baft not known) and let us [erve them ; thou falt not work 2 Miracle meerly to try the ftedfaftnefs of their
bearken unto the words of that Prophet,or Dreamer Faith and Adherence’to hisWorfhip. This is the Cafe
of Dreams; for the Lovd your God proverh you, to wherein thofe Words (Deuz. 13.)muft be underftood
know whether you love the Lovd your God with all to be fpoken ; and this is all that can be rationally
Nour Heart and with all sour Soul. And thar “Pro- drawn from them, that God may permit a Miracle
phet or thatDreamer of Dreams /;'mllbr;ur todeath, to be wrought by a falfe Prophet after he has eftabli-
&e. From hence be argues, a Miracle may be wronght fhed the true Religion, and fore-warned his people
Ly onethat defigns tosntroduce the Wor/hip of afalfe not to Lelieve a Miracle againft it. We areto enquire
God. Ergo,by Miracles wemay be.as eafily induced therefore whether if this 6e pofible, Miracles can

10 embrace the Worfbip of afalfe God, as” of the true. be fufficient evidences of atrue Prophet.
E. God cannot be made known to us by Miracles. “The Argument is in form this, If God after he bas
Thisis a difficulty commorily propounded for thefe eftablsfbed the true Religion , and fore-warned bis
s Words'in Deat. viz.  How Miracles can be an un- people mot 10 belyeve a Miracle againft 18, may per-
Hiracle, yes Mi--donbted evidence of the authority of a Prophet and mit a falfe Prophet to worka Miracle totry the fled-
xﬁw/:/f’;':"’ the truth of bis Doctrine, & yet it be poffible for a faftne(s of their faith s then Mivacles are not fufficient
irue Propher,  Mavacle 1o be wrought by a falle Prophet 1n the high- Evidences of atrue Propbet. But God may inthis cafe
eff degree=viz. aPreacher of Ido;ttr} And ‘the permit a Miracle tobe wrought by a falfe Prophet,
beft'way to give a clear “and fatisfaGory Anfwer to {Ergo. If theconfequence is , That Miraclesare not
it, will be to confider the utmoft force of it asit is always fufficient Evidences , or not in this particalar
urged from this place. The Ifraclitesto whom thefe Cafe,l readily grant it : 1f,That they zever arc inany
Words were fpoken had already a Law given them, cale(which -muft be theConclufion if to the purpofe. )
and the Authority of itattefted by unqueftionable ¥ deny it : and the reafon of my denial of it is this,
Miracles ; the fame Law repeated again in rhis book beeaufe notwith@tanding an Tmpollor may: work a
of Deut. with a repetition likewife of the Hiftory of £ Miracle in this cafe » and fo the Miracle he works be
thofe mighty Works which had been wrought for it's no evidenceof a true Prophet : yet inany other cafe
confirmation. Their Religion therefore being thus (notwithftanding the force of thefe words) it may
fettled, to fortifie them againft all Temptations that be (and I may pofitively fay is) impofiible for a true
might draw them to the Worfhip'of the Gods of the Miracle to be wrought by an- Impoffor 5 and' there-
Nations round about them , they are fore-warned in fore all other Miracles which are not reducible tothis
this place not to give ear to any Perfon that fhould Cafe may be certain and infallible Evidences of a
entice them to Iﬁl@/rj,though Ire fhould work 2 Mi- truc Prophet.  For Inflance,, two forts of Miracles
racle to confirm the Authority of his falfe Doétrine; are excepted from this Cafe. 1. Thofe Miracles (fup-
for that God might poffibly permit fuch a Perfon to pofc) that were wrought among the Ifrachtes,
work aftex
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bis werning given them siot to believe any per-
fon that would feduce them to Jdolatry though he
fhould work a Miracle, by perfons that did not at-
tempt to feluce them from the Worthip of the true
God. 2. Thofe Miracles which were wrought ac any
time by any perfons whofe Docrine the people be-
fore whom they were wrought had not been fore-
warned by God notto believe. And that neither
of thefe could be wrought by an Impoffor, but
both were fufficient Evidences of a true Propher.,
I fhall demonftrate evidently from thefe Princi.
les.
i 1. In every Miracle or fupernatural Effe, God
multbe prefent (not confenting and affifting only,
but) working it himfelf by his extraordinary
Power.

2. This God cannot do ( v#z. alter the courfe of
Nature) for no end, or for any that is mean and
trivial.

3- Nor can his end be todeceive or impofe upon
thofe perfons before whom it is wrought.

4. If his end cannot be to deceiveus, and yet he
cannot Work a Miracle , but for fome greatend : jt
follows , That every Miracle wrought by any perfon
pretending thereupon a Commiflion to reveal
any Dodtrine, muft cither be ordained by God
to  ratific _and confirm his Commiffion | and
this Miracle cannot be wrought by a fale Pro-
phet : or if it be not ordained by God to con-
firm his Commiffion , but may be done by him
though he be a falfe Prophet, it muft be onely in fuch
a cafe where fufficient warning has been given to
thofe before whom the Miracke is wrought, that they
are

5)

are not tobelieve the Authority or Dodtrine of that
Prophet though he work a Miracle. i
5. Therefore in this one Cafe (wWhere fufficient
warning is given us not to believe fuch a perfon
though he work a Miracle) God may work a Mira-
cle by a falfe Prophet , and'therefore it is no_ fuffici-
ent Evidence of atrue : In any other cafeit is impoffi-
ble hefhould work it by a falfe Prophet , and there-
foreit is not fufficient Evidence of a true,
Allthis neceffarily follows from the Wifdome , Ve-

racity , and Holinefs of God. His Wifdome cannot
permit him to work a Miracle by any man for nothing,
or upon any trivial account: and his Veraciy and Ho-
Zinefs cannot permit him to bear witnels to a Liar
and Seducer ( working a Miracle and pretending
thereupon to a Commiffion from Heaven to Preach
his Doctrine) which he does in working a Miracle by
him , unlefs in fuch a Cafe where he gives uswarning
not to believe him upon the Authority of his Mira-

cle - And in that Cafe he does not bear Witnefs to a
Liar, becaufe he fore-warns us that his Miracle is
not done to atteft the Authority of that Perfon by
whom he does it : And fo though it were the ferting
of bis Seal to his Commiffion (to ufe that expreffion)
yet we are fufficiently fecared from being impofed
upon thereby , becaufe fore-warned that in this cafe
his Seal is to be no Evidence to us, though other-
wife it be thecleereft and moft convincing Evidence
imaginable. A Miracle therefore, where warning
before-hand s given againftit, may be wrought by
aSeducer and Impoftor; but where weare not fore-
warned againit it, it muft be wrought by a true:
Ergo, Though iu that Cafe a Miracle is o I{ru/zm}
0]
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of a true Prophet, yet i1 every other Cafeit certain-
Iy 15, and confequently , Though an Impofior may
work a Miracle , yera Miracle s in moft cafis an
undoubted Evidence of a true Prophet.

Now the warning or notice given us in _this cafe,
may be either expreffed , orimplied. ~ Expr([fed as
inthe place fore mentioned,under the Laws or where
we are forbidden to hearken to falle Prophegs and
[¢ Chrifts, wobich oall do great Signs Won-
ders ; or to an Angel from Heaven that Jhould Preach
Dottrine , then that we bave received un-
Sofpel.  Implied, aswhere the Do&rine and
Inftitution of the Gofpel is declared to be the laft
Will of Almighty God , and a Law to endure with«
out alteration or repeal to the end of the World ; for
if God declare it to be fuch , this implies that no Do-
Grine contrary toit, no other Dodtrine, is to be
embraced , though the perfon preaching it fhould
worlk a Miracle to confirm his Authority.

All other Miracles therefore are Evidences of a true
Prophet , except where fuch warning is given, And
thofe I reduced to two forts :

1. Thofe that were wrought among the Ifrar-
Zites after the warning given them Deur. 13. by a-
ny perfon that did not attempt to feduce them from
zbe Worflip of 1he true God ; for againtt fuch a perfon
working a Miracle they had no warning , and there-
fore his Miracle' was enough tocommand their be-
Tief.

2. Thofe wrought at any time by any perfons a-
gainft whofe Docrine there had been no. warning
cigato the perfons before whom the Miracles were
srought. And under thefe two kinds are placed all

the

Nature, any farthes thanas it is done in the Revela-

(57
the Miracles whofe Authority Spinoza would deftroy
by this Argument.To begin withMofes’s , they were
wrought before the Ifrakiies bad any warning to' re-
je& the Authority of any Miracles whatfoever : and if
after., they were wrought not to fedvce them to Ido-
latpy but with the contrary defign , viz. to fettle
the Worfhip of the true. God among them. So alfo
Elsjib's,, to reclim that'people from Idojatry. And
the Miracles of our blelfed Savionr and his Apfles,
will not 1 fuppofe be faid by any onz to\ be wrought
tofeduce the 7ews from the Worthip of the true God.
Sothat if all thefe Miracles muft beexcepted from the
Cafe wherein a Miracle may be.wrought by a_ falle
Prophbet ., his Argament from the pofibility of it(out
of Deut. 13.)- againft she authorsty of all Miracles,
falls to the grouad. s j
His other ,Argument. from, Scripture is from the rgimnt

corrupt Notionsthe lvaclitcs bad of God and Pruvi-foiwe
dence , notwithftanding all the Miracles wrought a-
mong them. He, inftances in their Worfhipping the
€alf in Mofzs's abfence :- 1 the doubts the Author of
the 73,Pfalm: fays hehad about a Providence ; and
Solomar’s Opinion that all things were governed by
chance , which he confeffes he once held, TolthisI
anfwer , 1. ) havealready intimated -that Miracles
in themfelves do mot difcover.to us. whatGod is in his

don_ which-they confirm. 2. Therefore [;hope he
will not fay: Zhaty the Revelation which the Ifaelstes
bad copeerning God ;7 was fuch as was oot {ufficient
ik’they‘ would have attended (to i, to have taught
them that God was. nos to be Worfhipped .under the at
referblance of a Creatwre, muchylels his-glory 1o be

I turned
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turned into the fimilitnde of a Calf. 3. The mighty
Works that God did for the Children of Ifiael, were
fuch as mighteafily have convinced them , that fuch
a bafe Creature was not the God that Lroughe them
Excd 32 & fopth ont of the land of Egypt. 4. Therefore he ought
rather to impute itto the great ftupidity and blind-
nefs of that People,, there being newly converted
palicsar.from the worthip of the Egyptian Apis'; and their
forgéting of God their Saviour who bad done [o great
thirgs for them , than to any infufficiency either in
the Miraclesto demonftrate God’s Power and Provi.
dence to them, or in the Law+he had newly given
them to inftruck them how he was to be Worflipped,
1 pafs by what he fays of Solomon and the Author of
the 73 Pfalm : their doubts were about fuck things
wherein Miracles were not proper means to inform
them : viz. Why the wicked profper in this life 2
“What he has befides under tgis Head, is, 1. A pro-
Tr.p1s. fane abufe of the Scripture , inftead of an Anfwer
tothofe plain Expreffions therein, where God is faid
to have wrought his Miracles, that be might make
Plil. 106.2.1 DS power to be known , and shat the lraelites might
Exie.2. kyow?hbat hewas God. This, he fays, is not as if
the Scripture meant, that Miracles are in themfelves
convincing Arguments, but onely that the Koly
Spirst makes ufe of them as Arguments ad bominen,
that is (for want of better Evidences) he is fain to
take all the advantage he can of their pre.conceived
Opinions, however irrational and abfurd, and makes
thefe his Topicks , as moft effe@tual to perfwade or
convince them , .and in thisfenfe he interprets what
St. Paulfays , that tothe Jews be became as a Few,
%o the Grecks as a Oreek, that is, argued withboth

not

(59)
not from any true and rational Principles, but by
making the beft ufe he could of their prejudices and
prcpoﬂgefﬁons to gain themto his fide.

2. That it is not confiftent with true Philofophy ,
that God in the Order and Courfe of his Providence
fhould be conceived totake greater care of one per-
{onjorNation than another ; viz.he isnot only bound
to provide for all whatfoever means are neceflary
for their happine(s , burt alfo obliged not te give any
one Man over and above any degree of Grace which
he does not equally impart to all the World.: To
anfwer thefe two Pofitions fully , we fhould b o-
bliged to examine Spinoza’s fecond and third Chap-
ter of Wis Traétatus Theologico-Polit. whereto he
refers us for the demonﬂrationgfbcth.

I pafs on therefore to the third thing he propofes prmgin -
0 nﬁke out : viz. That the Scripture ﬁ_g} the %J:lr’ru: Tr-’fl:'
and Co ds 5 and confeq by the P: d 9
God underflands sothing elfe but the fixt and immu-
table Order of Nature. - This he attempts to prove
twoways, 1. By Inftance. 2. Becaufe the Scriptute
relates- {everal Circumflances in the prodution of
thofe Effeéts that are commonly held to. be fuperna-
wural  HisInftances are fome that I mentioned a- 48
bovein my Anfwer to. the Premonition, viz. God 1y, 1.

Te.pe

telling Samuel , H: would [end bim @ Man out of the 1 Samp. 15,

Lind of Benjamin , ~which was onely Sauls coming 19-
to him to enquite about the Affes. God being faid
toturnibe heartsof the Egyptians, [o1hat they hated
the Ifraclites, who yet it appears, were moved to
hate them upon Politique Accounts. -~ Gods faying ,
He would (et his Bow in the Sky , and yetthe Rain- ., , 1.
bow, an undoubted Effect of Nature. So alfo the Tepe
G 5 melting

Pfag.105. 240
Ex1

-
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paL1s8s. melting of the Snow called'Gods Word, and the Wind

and Fire his Minifters.

1 grant that the Scripture in thefe Inftances , by
Gods Decreesor Commands_means no more than the
Laws of Nature : but hisArgumentought to conclude
univerfally, for whicha few inftances in' fuch par-
ticulars wherein it ‘holds, are not fufficient. It is
enough for me to name fome things*which the Scri-
pture relates as the Decrees and Purpofes of God,
which yet could never take effe@ by the mere Courfe
of Nature: ~ As for Inftanee, That a Virgin foould
canceive and bear'a child , That three Men fhould be
caft into Nebuchadnezza’s Furnace','and  the fame
Fire kill thofe perfons that came fo near¥o the
Mouth of the Furnace as to throw them in, and yet
not fo much'as finge a hair of their heads, though
thrown into the midft ofit. ~That the San thould
ftand ftill ac- the word of 2 Man ; Fire come down
from Heaven at the command of another’; the Sea
be filled , the Deadraifed, the Devils caft out, at
the Word, Touch, and Shadow of others. = All thefe
Effecs the Scripture fets down as wrought by the De-
cree and Order of Almighty God , - but not , [ pre-
fume, by the Courfe of Nature. Ina word, the
Anfwer has Been given before : That the Scripturea:
{eribes all Effecs to God , natural or above Natur e
and as , fromit's afcribing the Effeétsof Nuture to
God , without mentioning bow be produces thens, we
cannot juftly conclude that it records them Jor mira-
cubous ; fo on the other hand , from its {peaking of
fupernatural Effects inthe fame manner, we have as
lietle reafon to infer, that it means nothing by them
but the Order of Natur es

His

(42\

/

His fecond Reafon is, 'becaufe the Scripture relates
feveral Circumflances in the production of Miracles ;
which Circumftances , “he fays do fhew -that thefe
Miracles required Natural Caufes. ' Sothe Sprinkling
of Athes required to produce the Plague of Scabs, an
Eaft Wind to bring the Locufts, and a Weft Wind
to drive themaway; an Eaft Wind likewifeto drive

back the Red Sea. ~ Elzjab's laying his Body apon the *°

Body of the Shanamites Child , in order to raife it to
life again.

If he argue to the purpofe , he muft ' grant that
thefe Circumftances , which he makes requifite in
the Order of Nature to produce thefe Efe@s, were
alfo proper and fufficient in the Order of Nature to
produce them either wholely or in part.

{And indced the Wind may'feema very proper  In-
ftrument to bring and carry away the Locufts,- and
to drive back the Sea : but the raifing of the Wind,
and determination of it is aferibed to another Circum-
ftance not very proper tobe the efficient Caufe of it,
wig..the [trétching out of Mofes’s Handand hisRod.
And this ly was the firft' Ci ft in' e
very Miracle which Moles wrought , ' and ‘therefore
though it were not fufficient to produce thofe Ef-
fe@s immediately and by it felf , yetit muft be fup-

pofed proper to fetall the other. fubordinate Caufes 1

on Motion.. . For their »equiring nasuyal Caules) be-
canfe relatedwith [onie Circumflances: concurving to
their produition ; mufb imply  that thefe Circam-
ftances were the Natural Caufes requifite. 'And if fo,
thenMofes’s Rodhad many great,many occult,yet Na-
tural Qualities , very hard indeed to explain or con-
ceive; ‘and very:admirable though not miraculous ;

as

Argox
Te.p. 15
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as of raifing and laying Winds and Storms of Thun- Storm , the very Reflection that his Difciples makeLuk 2. v.2
der and Hash, turmeng the Water into Blood, bring- upon that Miracle , proves that it was wrought by
g Frogs out of the River , producing Luce outof the his bare Word, and not by the Application of any
Diaft, Water ous of the Rock, &e. Means;much lefs, Natural. ‘Before he draws his Con- T po*
To be thort, the Circumftances commonly menti« clufionfrom thefe Arguments, he anfwers an Ob-
oned as concurrent . to the production of Miracles,are jetion from Scripture,, vrz.  That Fomins are faid
{o far from proving that they had Nitural Caufes,chat 20 be caufed by the finsof Men , and the like: “and
they prove the contrary. Forifthey had any: Natus Rain and Plenty reftored by their Prayers, . His An-
ral Caufes, thefe Circumftances muft be all or part % fwer is, that the Scripture does here fpeak ad homi-
of them: but they are fuch asare in no wife qualifi- nem, and with the fame Propriety as when it fays
ed to produce the Effe@s afcribed to them in the Or- that God is angry, forrewful, repents, or the like ; -
der of Nature,: therefore muft be qualified for it by and that it is not true that any of thefe are the
a Supernatural Power, which-can produce gitsd/sé et Caufes of the Effe@s aferibed to them. ~ Here 1. Me-
ex quolsbet , and make any thing infirumental to thinks he is wary in' his Anfwer. He might have
what Parpofes and Effecs it pleafes. granted that Famine is fent for the fins of Men, and
For Inftance, the Cl/zy.and, the Spittle were the Rain and fruitful Seafons for a return to their
immediate Inftruments applied by our Saviour to the Prayers and Repentance, and. yet have denied that
Eyes of the Blind , and Fongue of the Dumb-man, either of thefeis wrought by Miracle.* For Nature is
The mentionwhereofinthe account of thefe Mira- ordered and dire@ed by the Wifdom and Providence
cles, if it. prove that they required ‘Natural Caufes , of Almighty God , aswell as preferved and upheld
then thefe were the Caufes requifite, thefe they had, by his Power ; and therefofe his Wifdom may fo
and thefe immediately produced the Effe@s. . This dire@ it,as often even by theCourfe of Nature to exe-
they could not by the foree of Nature , therefore by cute his divine purpofes whether of Judgment or
Muracle 5 and fo his Argument deftroys it felf. Mercy. Hefees our A&ions and hears our Prayers
But farther,what if many are produced without any from all eternity, and therefore may, as he has
Circumftances at all , but purely at the Word and the whole Order of Nature before his eyes, dire@
“ Wil of the perfon that works them? This he fays and determine the ‘certain and neceffary Events
we eannot be affured of from the Serspture , becaufe of it to their proper Seafons, and make them
there may have been fome though not mentioned fi 1 to the plithing of his purpofes ,
there (he refers to Exod. 14.27. compared with whether of fhewing favour or executing wrath upon
Ex.15.10.) But what if the Scripture does not only the Sons of Men.  Thus therefore he need not be fo
not make mention of anv , but in a manner declares firic as to deny any poffibility of God's punifhing us
there were none ! So in’ our, Saviours flilling the for our fins in‘the order of Nature , for fear left it
Storm, fhould
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uld betray him unawares to the:conceffion of a
racle, , Natural Caufes indeed our fins or ‘Prayers
not,of thefe Effects, nor. yet Supernatural meicher,
butmoral only.and meritorious , | as God upon viéw
ofeither determines to punifh or reward us. But fup-
pofc.it were.not fo, 2. He gives but a very mean So-
lution, of che.difficulty #hat the Scripture fpeaks im-
properly bexess, andin.condefienfion to1be Coparsties
and Opinions of theVulgar,asit does when 1t (ays thar
God is angry,forrowful or repents We grantthe Scrip-
ture may be conceived to be obliged to fpeak in this
manaer, coacerning the incomprehenfibie Nature of
God,and fuch of hisPerfe@tions themodeswhereof it is
not: necellarywe: fhould have:explained to us, how
they are and a& in him+ but yet itis not neceffary
that it fhould fpeak of every thing in the fame man.
ner ; or that every thing that- it fays fhould be fhuf-
fled offihry. ¢his or theilike fuggeftion.Nothing ismore
natural and gafie tobe/conceived;than that God does
punith or, reward our, good or bad Adions, and that
in this life , and that his Jufticeand Wifdom will
oblige him. to do it as hetakes upon him the Govern.
ment of the World :-though it be very hard for the
Vulgar to conceive how:he does it without angerior
difpleafure and the confrary affetions. . Therefore
the Scripture may be: conceived to fpeak of the one
«in condefcention to our-Capacitics , - though yet no
reafon why itifhould be prefumed-to fpeak of the'o-
ther, in like manner.

Lproceedto his fourth and laft undértaking, wiz.
To treat of 1he manner of interpreting the Seriptwre
Mivacles , and: what ithings-are chiefly. 70 be
Qbferved in the Relations about sthem. . Ok (as the

Tran-

(65)

Tranflator)ta fhew tbat mofl Men bave evred intheir
way of interpreting the Miracles recorded in the Ho-
by Sersptuve.” To fet us right he dire@s us in the
reading of the Scripture-narrations about Miracles, to
enquire into two things, 1. Theparticulur Opinions
andPrejudices of the Relator: 2.’ The Idioms Phrafes
and Tropes, of the Hebrew Tongue, The firlt,becaufe
generally all Hiftorians relate the events they fpeak
of fuitable to their own Conjectures, Opinions, and
Prejudices. The orher, becaufe otherwife we may,
from the Scripture-Style, conceive fome things to be
related for Miracles which really are nor. For the
firft he inftances in Jo/bua 10.v- 12,13. where the
Account of the extraordinary length of that Day is
given according to the common opinion of the Sun’s
and not the Earth’s motion. For the Second, in fome,
allegorical places out of the Prophets, Zachariah
14.v. 7. If3. 13. v. 10, 48. v. ult. By thefe two infi-
nuations he would elude the force of all the clear and
plain_narrations about miracles in Scripture. To
the firft , and the inftance he brings for it,
Ianfwer, the truth of the Miracle which Yo/bua re-
Iates is not arall prejudiced though it were true that
the Earth moves, and not the Sun ; for the courfe of
Nature was ttopped,whether in the motion of the Sun
or the Earth , and therein confifts the truth of the Mi-
racle: As to the relation of it , it was not neceffary
either that Jo/bua fhould himfelf be fo great a Phi-
Tofopher or fo farinftru@ed by an extraordinary Re-
velation , as to put up his requelt to God that the
Earth fhould {tand ftill and not the Sun ; or rhat the
Account of it which he gives fhould be otherwife
than according to the appcaKran:o of fenfe, and the

ap-
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apprehenfions of the Vulgar grounded thereup-
on.

To the fecond , the truth of the Scripture-Miracles
depends not upon any allegorical expreffions in the
Prophets , but upon the naked Relations of matters
of Fac in the Hiftorical Writers 5 fo that though in
the former we are to proceed with fome Caution,
and not to take every thing for Miraculous, which
is fpoken of in an high ftrain of expreflion :  Yetin
the latter we find nofuch danger of being impofed ups
on by the Tropesand Figures of the Hebrew Tongue,
all things being delivered in the Hiftorical part of
Scripture wich the greateft plainnefs and fimplici-

ly.

Ihave run through the main of Sprnoza’s Chapter,
which confifts in the proof of his four Propofitions at
firft laid down. What is behind, is, 1. An account of
his different Method in this Chapter from that which
he takes in his firk and fecond Chapters about Pro-
Phecy and Prophets: bt this is proper to his Traita-
tus Theologico Polit. 2. He attempts to prove from
Scripture the Immutability of the Order of Nature ,
repeating alfo fome of his former Arguments for it
3. He clofes all with a palfage out of Jofephus agree-
able to his Opinion. His places of Scripture which he
alledges, are’, Pfal.148.v.6. He bath eflablifred
them for ever - be hath made a decree 5. which fhall
not pafs; Eccl. 1.v. 9. That theve is no new thing un-
der the Sun , and other places parallel to them. ~ To
the firft, the Order of Nature may be faid to be efta-
blifhed for evers, and yet that Term imply no uni
rerrupted or eternal duration of it: fee Exod. 21. 6.

* Sam,

('67°)

1 Sam. 1. 22, Dent. 29.29. Levit. 23, 14, &e. To*

the fecond , it is poffible, notwithftanding that place;
that there may fomething new happen even accord-
ing to the Order of Nature, for Solomon obferves
there no more than this, that ordinarily in Nature
there is a conftant viciffitude, a coming and return-
ing of the feveral Species of Things : for all which, it
is poffible within the Period of Six thoufand ycars that
Nature may produce fomething new and not feen or
heard of before: and if by Nature fomething thus
new may be produced , there is no Reafon from this
place but the like may be done by Miracle too.

To Fofephas’s Authority it is enough to oppofe the
learned Mt. Gregory’ remark of him in his Opera
Pofthuma p. 33- That he makes it his bufinefs to
leffen and detra@ from the greatnefs, of the Miracle
which he relates out of the Seriptare ;. only to gain
amore cafie approbation of his Hiffory among the
Heathen: and this Mr. Gregory makes out by feveral
inftance one whereof is the paffage here quoted by
Spinoza.

To.Spinvza’s Quotation outof 7o
flator adds one or two more out of 7

“ffin, Mr. Burnett , and Dr. Sprat. Mr. B

have thewed above, in the very next Words
thofe which here he quotes out of him, a
fitively that there are Miracles.

felf to examine whether the

Iy againft him, as I
are.

Upon the whole then I have made it appear, that
the whole Trearsfeis only a Colleétion out of other
Authors. That all of them, except Spinoza, are a-

gainft
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gainft the opinion for which they are produced. And
whether I have given a full Anfwerto his Argu-
ments ; I leave to the candid and impartial Reader
to determine.
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