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who have obtruded their fpeculatibns on the world

in behalf of infidelity.f
•»

A Genius very different from, and fuperior to,

theirs—.a genius, whofe rays were much brighter

and (Ironger, illuminated the Bacons and Boyles,

the Lockes and Newtons, to whom fcience is really

indebted for its improvements. Thefe, and others

like them, are the men who rightly applied the ex-

cellent talents that were beftowed upon them—

—

thefe, and fuch as they, are the men who enlarged

the fphere of human knowledge, and cultivated

the human underftanding ; and thefe were fincere

and devout Believers. So that if Chriilianity fiood

in need of fuch an argument, (though it certainly

does not) it has unqueflionably the Superiority of

human talents on its tide.* That
f

f Bkvcker, in his Critical Hifiory of Poiio/opAy, has given a

pretty accurate account of thofc perfons who, fmce the revival of

letters, were mftinguifhed by their genius, and contributed to the

improvement of faience. The account is brought down nearly to

the middle of the prefent Century; and I do not recoiled tha?

he mention^ any one Infidel that was eminent for his talents, and

made any ufeful.difc6veries, or added to the ilock of human know-

ledge in any article of importance. Vide B a u c k . Hijf. Critic.

Tbilof. Vol. IV. V, Lipfiae, 1733. 17744. 410. To this pur-

pofe alifQ, the /f/^0r/a univer/alis Atheifmi et Atheorum of Reim,

man, the Ti/e/es Theologica de Atheifmo et ^Huf>erJiitione of&vO'
p£VS« LEiAND*5 VieiM of Dtifical Writters, and others on

the fubje£l> m^y be confvilted ; and the refult will be found the

€uas. . > ''';" >•" '\ '... ;," _•;

• See thllpolnt very ably ftated by thelearaed Dr. Jortin in

a C/^^rj^f he deliverdd, as Archdeacon of London, May ^, 1765,

andprinted in thefeventJ^ voluroe of his fermons. " To the Gofpel,
tt


