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fcntious, as in the former cafe ; but that You may

be able to guard Your flocks againft the inroads

of Infidelity. It is often attended with one un-

phappy confequence, even where people have not

a,dopted its pernicious tenets—which is, to abate

their ardour in the purfuit of falvation. For whilft

-they fee the condu^ of fome, who, with deliberate

malice, oppofe the caufe of religion ; they allow

themfelves to remain in a ftate of indifference and

.neutrality i and even think it highly meritorious.

This is one fource of that deplorable Ittk^warmnefs

which fo generally prevails in every thing tha^ re-

lates to God, to Religion^ and its Ordinances.*

.

-- To

', • The laft writer of any note that has figured on the fide o^

infidelity is Mr. Gibbon in his Hiftory of the Decline and ^all of

'ike Roman En,pire. This Gentleman has difgraced his, otherwifc

valuable, Hiftory with difmgenuous infinuations againft Revcla.

tion, and raifrep refentations of theprimitive Chriftians. Or to ufe

the words of Mr. Tra'vis, addreffed to this author-'* You have,

*« artfully enough, fuggertcd ambiguous infinuations, where You

** durft not h^izard an accufation—You have laboured^ to raifea

*» fneer, where You du ft not rifle an argument." This mode of

Itttacking Chriftianity, has been often praaifed j but all lovers of

truth ana candour maft hold it in abhorrence. It argues a bad

caufe, which carmot be fupportcd by fair argument ; it implies

unmanlinefs in the aflailant, who fitulks, as it were, under covert,

that he may annoy, with more fafcty This method is become

ftale—it ftiouldbe changed, if it were only for the fake of variety.

I Ihall make two remarks on this attempt to injure Chriftianity,

One is, that fo far as the author expofcs Intolerance or Bigotry,

Perfccution or Hypocrify, Chriftianity is obliged to him ; for the

Gofpel utterly difclaims them—light and darkaef* arc not more

_^ ^ oppoftte


