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| C UPON B

POLYGAMY.

DissexTarron L.« -
S Polygamy is a do@rine
W daily defended in common

)t converfation, and often’in

Y print, by a great varicty
of plaufible arguments 5 and as thofe
arguments are no where, that I know,
throughly examined and difcuffed ;
and the determining that point, up-

on plain and clear principles, is a

matcer -
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matter of the urmoft cenfequence to
human fociety : This, I hope, will
be a fufficient apology for a man,
who hath confidered this queftion wich
all the care he could, to publifh his
thoughts to the world, with thar can-
dourand freedom, which beft become
a fincere lover of truth, and friend of
mankind.

Aot Iy the firlt place, T have confi-

sketch of . . .

the work. dered how fag this queltion is deter-
minable ‘by the law of mature : and
under this bead; -1 ‘have confidered
Mr. Lock’s bpinion toncerning the na-
ture of the marriage union.

In the next place, I have examined
this practice at large, by the precepts
of the Mofaic law, and the examples
of the patriatchs, Abrabam, Ifaac,

~and Facob.

I then proceeded to the ptophet |
®David, and inquired how far he was
: blame-
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blameable or excufeable in the bulinefs
of Polygamy, from the laws of God -
thet in being ; and have ventuied to
differ from all the commentators I
ever met with, in the fenfé .of every
text relateing to this point.

. I the next place, I carefully ¢on-
fidered the condition and confequences
of Polygarhy in the great empires of
Turkey, China, and Fapan ; and
throughly examined the foundation
of that opinion, which afcribeth the
increafe of mankind in thofe countries
to the advantage of this inftitution.

AxD laftly, T have inquired into
the reafons, why the northern hive
hath ceafed to fwarm for fome centu-
ries paft; and whether this be owing
tc the retardment of the human gene-
ration, by the eftablifhment of Chril-
~ tianity, which abolifhed Polygamy. .

B 2 FIRST
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. FirsT then, Polygamy appeareth
to me plainly repugnant to the law
of nature : 1nafmuch as it 1s found,
by accurate obfervations on the increafe
of mankind. that there are more males
born into the world than females, and
that, in a conftant and eftablifhed
courfe, in the proportion of about
thirteen to twelve nearly 5 and fince
the right of marriage is a right of na-
ture, which all men have equal claim
to, and yet this right cannot be ob-
tained, it any numgi)cr of men be al-
lowed to have many wives at once ;
therefore no fuch allowance thould be
made: becaufe as many wives as they
haveabove their juft number, fo many
muft fuch a number of other men
want. ‘ |

Ir one man, for example, have
twenty wives to his {hare, nineteen
men muft, of neceflity, be robbed,
each of them of their natural righe :

and
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and confequently, if it be agreable to
the law of nature, that nineteen men
fhould have nineteen wives ; then is
it dire@ly contsary to the law of za-
ture, that one man fhould have
twenty wives, or any number above
one at once.

AxD, whereas fome have been fo
weak, as to imagine mankind more
multiplied by permicting a plurality
of wives ; and confequently, that the
ends of Providence, in the increafe of
mankind, were better anfwered by
that permiffion ; the direét contrary
“to this is demonftrably true : foraf-
much as it is evident, that tweaty men
will, ordinarily, have more children
by twenty wives, than one man by
twenty wives ; and of confequence,
any greater or lefs number of men
will have more children by any greater
or lefs number of women, than one
man can have : becaufe variety doth
but excite to luxury and excefs; and
B 3 both
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both thefe enfeeble and enervate ; and
deftroy the main end for which: the
appetite of procreation wasimplaated.
Not to infift, that tagenty men and
twenty women will, ordinarily, be
better able, by their united care, ta
fupport and educate their iffue, than
one man and his twenty wives t.

BUT here it may be objeéted, that
the excefs of one in thirteen will not
be fufficient to an{wer the extraordi-
nary waftes of men above women,
by war, vices, navigation, and
noxious trades of various kinds; con-
fequently, there muft always be an
excefs of women above men in the
world for Polygamy.

I anfwer, that this excefs, confi-
dered 1n reference to the fimple num-

+ Upon this principle Charondas the Thurian
lawgiver excluded all thofe from all offices of
truft and dignity in his commonwealth, who
having chih%tcn by a firfk wife married a fecond.

 bers
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bers of thitteen and twelve, is feem-
mgly fmall; buc confidered in relation
to the aggregate numbers of a whole
nation, is very confiderable : for ex-’
ample, the joint inhabitants of Eng-
land and Ireland may be computed
at about thirceen millions : Suppofe
then, a wafte of half a million of
men, every age, in thefe kingdoms,
above women, by the forementioned
accidents, (which, I believe, will be
thought a confiderable allowance) it
is plain, there can flill be no furpluf-
age of women for Polygamy.

THE cafe will be ftill the fame,
whether we fuppofe the inhabicants of
thefe kingdoms to be more or lefs
numerous.

Iv ever there was a reafon for a plu-
rality of wives, it was at the creation,
and after the deluge ; when the world
wanted moft to be peopled : and ic

B 4 is
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is certain, chat at the deluge, God pre-

ferved only Noab and his -wife, with
his three fons and their three wives s
when he might have preferved any
. greater number of women, had he

thought a greater neceffary for the.

peopling of the world. It is alfo

equally certain, that God might. as:

cafily have created swenty women for
Adan as one 5 and -yet he created Eve
only : altho™ as the prophet Malachs
obferveth, he bad the refidue of the
[pirit ; the famé {pirit that impowered
him to create gze, was equally fuffi-
~ cient for any greater number. A plain

demonftration that he never intended
more than one woman for one man.

And this is fully confirmed by our

. Porycamy was net eftablifhed,
nor fo much as permitted, by the
law of Mofés. - But however, Mofés
allowed, in cafe of defilement, to
: give
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give a bill of divorce|; but with-

out an cxprefs licenfe to take another
wife. ‘

- : . Tais

|| Mx. Selden tells vs, (uxor Hebr. L 3. c. 18.)
that the learned of the Zews were divided u
on this point, ‘The Hillclians held, that any
diflike conceived of 2 woman juftified a divorce.:
The Sammaans afirmed, that nothing could
juftify it, but fome real a&ual defilemient. Our
Saviour feems to have been applied to as arbi-
trator in this difpute; (Marr. xix.) and to bave’
declared in favqur of the Sammeans, that an.
union, inftituted by God, was not to be dif-
folved upon every trifling. pretence ; that no-
thing, but fuch foul crimes as are.comprehended,
according to the Hebrew idiom, under the word-
fornication, could justify that prattice. _

Thus much is certain ; that whoever will take
the trouble to confider Mofes’s precept :npon

this point, (Deut. xxiv. 1.) will find, that ne-"* -

thing but uncleannefs in the wife juftified a bill: |
of divorce.

What that uncleannefs was is not fo clear;
but I think the moft natural interpretation of
the word is #nchaftity. And therefore, with
great fubmiffion, Mr. Chub is not fufficiently
%uﬁiﬁed, in fuppofing the Mofaic precept in re-

ation to divorces not of divine authority; in-

afmuch as the feparation of man and wife, on
account of unchatftity, is agreeable to the law
of nature ; and the only objetion to Mqéshis,
that
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Tuis allowance the Feavs in pro-
cefs of time greatly abufed ; and far
from confineing themfelves to Mofes’s
limitation, tooig( every {light pretence
of turning away one wife, to take an-
other they liked better ; and by this
means introduced all forts of corrup-
tion and confufion into their families
and at laft they arrived to fuch a de-
gree of iniquity, that it was cuftomary

that this was permitted to be done in a private
way. And this permiffion is what our Saviour
{';emeth to cenfure, as extending beyond zba?

w.
T fhall not take upon me to pronounce, that
God cannot in any cafe or upon any occafion
difpenfe with his own laws; or that he is bound
to give his people, in all circumftances, fuch
as are moft perfe&, and noother.

But the true diftin€tion I take to be here.
Mofes permitced every man, in his private capa-
a’g-, to put awai' his wife for uncleahnefs :
whereas, by the law of reafon, fhe fhould not
have beerf' put away but Pf{ public authority and
a fair hearing. In the firft cafe A%z put them
afunder, in the latter God; for in this cafe the
judgment is his. Deut. 1. 17.

with
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with them to marry a wife for one

day. .

Nor was this corruption confined
to the Feavs ; the whole world was
now over-run with it : and it was
almoft as flagrant in the practice of
the Roman wivest ; as of the Fewifb
busbands.

Tuis was the ftate of things when
the Pharifées came to our Saviour,
and put the queftion to him, whether

11

it were lawful for a man to put awayMac. 1s.

bis wife for every caufe 7 And be an-
Jwered and faid unito them, Have ye

+ Nunquid jam ulla repudio erubefcit, pofi-
quam illuflres quedam & nobiles fmnin;, non
Confulum numero, fed Maritorum, amnos fuos
computant. . Senec. de benef. 1. 3. c. 16.

Sic crefcit numerus, fic fiunt offa mariti
Quinque per autumnos

Juv.

Aut minus, aut certe vix jam vicefrma lux eff,,
Et nubit decimo jam Telefina viro.  Mart.

not
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not read, that be avbo made them at
the beginning, made them male and
female 5 and faid, For thiscaufe fball
a man’ leave father and mother, and
cleave to bis wife, and they twain
Sball be one flefb 2 awherefore, they are
no more twain, but one fiefb.  What
therefore God bath jotned together,
let mo man put aﬁmjer. Why then,

Jay they, did Mofes command to give .

a writing of divorcement, and to put
ber away ? be [aith unto them, Mo-

fes, becaufe of the bardnefs of yowr

bearts, fuffered (not commanded) yox,

to put away your wives, but from the
beginning it was not fo.

From this reafoning of our Saviour's
two things are clearly to be inferred :
firft, That the union of one man with
one ‘woman, is an original law of na-
ture, evidenced in the very creation.
Andfecondly, That this union was, in
the primary intention of God, to laft
for life ; and therefore, it is no matter

‘ what
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what Mofes might have been directed
by Almighty God, to permittoa vi-
- ciousand ﬁuﬁbom generation, to keep
them from greater corruptions.

THE queftion is not, what was
occafionally permitted.; butwhat was
originally intended and enjoined 2 and
that is evidently the permanent union
of one man with one woman.

AND indeed, the good of fociety;
which greatly dependeth upon the good

education of children, is greatly con- -

cerned 5 and evidently requireth, that

4 I fhall not take upon me to fay, why God
?ermitted this praétice at firft ; but this I can
ay, that God himfelf declareth his abhorrence
of this pratice, (asit was then abufed) by the
mouth of his prophet Malachi s::h. ii. v. 16.). 1
am fenfible, that fome men have interpreted
this paflage into quite another fenfe: but who-
ever confidereth the whole chapter, will foon
fee; that this interpretation is utterly abhor-
rent from the whole fcope and purpofe of the
propher, in this place.

meén

]
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men {hould have butone wife at once;
becaufe a variety of children, by a

‘variety of women, (and thofe perhaps

of the fame age, and in the fame ciréum-
ftances) muft multiply the cares of
education to fuch a degree, that it is
impoffible for any father to difcharge
his duty to them all, as he ought.
And it 1s obfervable, that fuch chil-
dren are always regarded or neglected,
according as the mother is c(%ecmed
or defpifed : and this, I think, will

beft explain that paffage in the pro-
phet Malachi, (ii. 15.) where, fpeak- |

g of the creation of one woman at
the beginning, he putteth the queftion,
And wherefore one 2 1. e. Why did
God create but one woman for 4dam ?
to which he immediately anfwereth,
that be might feck a godly féed : 1. e.
That the children of fuch an union
might be carefully educated in the

“knowledge and fear of God, and un-

der the example of continence and
conjugal fidelity. Whereas, had 4dam
, _ been
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been divided between many wives, -

his iffue would have had the curfe of
a loofe and carelefs education ; and
been influenced, by their father’s ex-
ample, to luxury and incontinence
which are the great fountains of im-
morality and irreligion.

AND this obfervation furnifheth us
with a fufficient anfwer to that argu-
ment in favour of Polygamy, which
urgeth, that children by fuccefive
wives create equal contefts and com-
petitions for the father’s favour and
fortune, with thofe born of feveral
wives, fubfifting ac the fame time :
for, fuppofing they did, how doth
this affect the objection in relation to
the duty of education and mainte-
nance? is it equally eafy to maintain
and educate any number of children

- by feveral wives at the fame time ; .as

| to maintain and educate the fame
number by feveral wives in fucceffion ?
Moft certainly it 1s not.

BE-~

15
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BEsIDES, the prefumption is, that
many wives fubfifting at once, will

produce more children than feveral
wives in fucceflion: and confequently,
both the care of education, and ex-
pence of maintenance, will 1n this
cafe be greatly multiplied ; and for
that reafon greatly negle@ed¥. No-
thing is more known, than that the
care of a very few children; nay, of-
tentimes the care of one, is. found rto
exhauft the parents beft hours and
years ; and what then muft become
of him and them, if this care be not
only muleiplied, bur diftracted ? and
therefore, as nothing can more con-
cern the peace and intereft of private
families, or the well-being of the pub-

4 ol .
¥ Afid i St. Paul tighily account him
worfe thap an infidel, who p'_rpfvid)c'tb nat for thefe
of bis own boufe; what are we to think of him,
who alloweth himfelf in fikh methods of mul.
tiplying his family, as willmake it impoffible
tor him to provide for them:? -

‘ ' lic,
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lic, than a careful education of chil-
dren, nothing can be more prejudi-
cial to either, than that pernicious
and unnatural pracice of Polygamy s

- which muft rob them of this advan-

tage ; and inftead of increafing the
parental care towards the children,
render it languid apd indifferent to
fuch a degree, that it is generally feen
to end in an uteer neglect both of the
mothers and their iffue *. o
As

* ‘This point is well illuftrated in that paf-
fage of Salluft, (Bellj.r}ugurth. c. 80) « Etiam
< antea, Fugurtbe, filia Bocchi nupferat; verum
 ea necefftudoy apud Numidas Maurofque, levis
<« ducitur; quod finguliy pro opibus quifque quam
< plurimas uxores, denas aliiy alii plures babent
< fed reges eo amplius. Tta animus multitudine
¢ diftrabiturs nullam pro focia obtinet pariter
¢ ommes wviles [unt. Bocchus’s daughter had al-
« fo*before this been married to Fugurtha,
€¢ but that is accounted but a flight tye amon
¢ the Moors and Numsidians; inafmuch as wit

-¢¢ them every man hath many wives, ac-

« cording to his wealth ; fome ten, fome
¢ more, and kings a yet greater number. By
¢ which means, the mind, diftrated by vari-

C ety,

17
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A's to the other objetion in rela-
tion'to the peace of families, I'defire
'to ask any candid or'reafonabl¢ man,
‘whether fimilies can, in the ordinary

“coutfe of things, be equally diftrated

and difquieted by the competition of

« ety, regardeth none of them with a true' fo-
« cial affe&ion ; and fo all become defpicable
« alike.”

“Alfo by that paflage in Procop. Hift. Vandal.

2. Co I1. € waud'oy usrrorsvener vpay usanass, ots piay
“ g ywrame erayxn, nuas 30, os ¥ xara xeflacols |
“(ardle Tuxor) Evramsa yuraurss, wad'wy ovx av xds
« smaewos yom. It is yours, (fay the Barbari-
« ans) who can have but one wife [at once
¢ to be touched with folicitude for your chil-
« dren ; but as for us who can have gft wives
« if we pleafe, we are under no apprehenfion
« of wanting pofterity.”

And by another of Ammianus Marcellinus,
where fpeaking of the Perfians (1. 23. c. 6.) he
hath thefe words ; < Pro opibus qugque adfcifcens
« matrimoniay plura vel pauca. Unde apud eos,
“ per libidines warias caritas difperfa torpefeit.

.% according to his wealth; by which means,

¢ their affe&ions being diffipated thro’ vari

« of lufts, become numbed and infenfible.” ~ |
feveral |

|
fl

|




POLYGAMY.
‘feveral meothers and their children, in
“fueceflion, as by the competitions of
-many mothers and cheir children, at
‘once? furely no candid -man will fay
-they'can ; till it can be demonftrated,
-that a fire fhall burn as fiercely, -wafte
as-much, and laft as long, :with ‘half
the quantity-of air and fuel ; as it will
'witha deuble, atriple, -or any greater
quanticy of both. And therefore, the
‘good-education'( I might add too the
health) of’ children, and the-peace and
well-being of families, and in confe-
quenice of thefe, the -peace and well-
being of the public, is greatly-con-
cerned in driving out this evil practice
-of Polygamy from the fociety of man-
kind ; and introducing in its ftead the

‘facred union of one ‘man with one .

woman,

AND, that this- union of one man
‘wvith one woman {hould be for life,
is evident from eur Saviour’s exprefs
words ;- What God bath joined, let-no

' C2 man

J)9
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man put afunder. And therefore, if
man cannot, muft not, put them afun-

der ; they muft continue togecher il
it pleafeth God to part them, cither

‘by death, or the fentence of public

jultice. And fo far was God from
intending to part them before, that he
plainly intended they {hould fooner
part with every thing elfe: even cheir -
neareft and deareft friends 5 for this
caufe (ball a man leave father and

mother, and cleave to bis awife. |

AxD indeed, if this union were to

"continue only at the difcretion of

cither party, or for any term lefs than
life; the evils which would devolve
upon fociety from fuch a limitation,
would be infinite : the great engage-
ment to peace and mutual love would
be diffolved ; all the truft and confi-
dence of the moft perfe& friendfhip

~would be intirely deftroyed ; the af-

furance of confolation in diftrefs, of
fupport in ficknefs, and fociety in age,
- would
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would be taken away from the earth ;
and the interefts of families would be
torn into ten thoufand diftractions.
In (hort, the evils of life would be
infinitely multiplied by it, and its
greateft bleffings infinitely impaired.

AxD, on the other hand, the mif-
chiefs that would arife from allowing
one man many wives at once, would
be full as great as thofe that would
arile from a temporary union ; becaufe
they would in a great meafure be the
very fame; fince that alfo would of
neceflity produce contention, difquiet,
and diftruft, and a diftracion of in-
terefts ; and would of neceffity de-
ftroy the ‘Pcacc and confolation of life,
and caufe great neglet and endlefs
mifchief in the education of children :
And the evils of unbounded appetite,
which are now in a great meafute re-
ftrained by marriage, and banifhed to
the beftial herd, would return with
tenfold violence into the fociety of

C3 men:

21t
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men- : and therefore, the permiffion
cither of a plurality of wives, or of
arbitrary divorces; would be of infi-
nite ill confequence to mankind.

ANOTHER argument againft Poly~
gamy 1s, that miferable ftate of fer-
vicude to which the whole female
world are reduced, where-ever it ob-
paineth. Fhis is notorieufly true ail
over the Eaft; and perhaps, more re-
markably fo in China ; in Africa
they are as very flaves as the Ne-
groes in the plantations; and in
Pevfa, they are levelled with the
beafts that perith. In CBins T they
are without inheritance ; in Pere
fea || without Souls. So- that, M
there were no other ebjeétion to
this pratice, than the debafement and,

¥ No females inherit in China. Navarette
B. ii. ch. 3. ‘ ‘
|| In Perfia, the profoundeft divimes teach,
that women have no fouls. ' Fryar’s Travels,
P 239 Co
the




-l

POL YGAMY.
the mifery to which it reduceth one
half of, the human.fpecies, whererever
it prevaileth,; this alope were abun:
dantly fufficient, to demonftrate it a
moft glaring and grievous violation
of the law. of nature £

To.

N

+ To all this may be added mifchiefs of

many other kinds ; fuch as parting, lending,
and pawning wives at pleafure ; pratices fre-
quent in Chira. And what is yet worfe, Lam
affured, it is a common pra&ice in Zurkey, to
murder and make away with thefe fervile affp-
ciates, upon.the flighteft fufpicion of jealoufy

and without the lgaft aRprehcn{ion of a le'gai,‘

rofecution upon that account

ow is it poﬂggle it fhould be otherwife ? inaf-
much as moft of them are their flaves, bought
in their markets, over whom they are as abfo-
lute lords, as over their mules, or other beafts
of burden; and “fgy, whom they are only ac-
countable to prydenge, or felfeintereft. ‘This
I vouch upon thg? edif, df a merchant of great
integrity, who tefided,pany yeirs at Smyraa,
and%na himfelf thé mortification to be prefent
at one of thefe executions; where, in the midft
of mirth, in a party of pleafure, he beheld one

of thefe unha}twgy wives tied up in a fack, and

thrown into the fea, with aslittle precaution
or concern, as ufually attends the drowning
of tixe meaneft brute, in this part of the world.

C4 "~ And

ount : ‘and, in trutch,’

23
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T o this it may be obje&ed, that
women are doomed to fnb]cétlon by
God himfelf, :

I anfwer, To fubjeion, but not
to flavery. And God forbid, this di-
flin&ion fhould ever ceafe, any more
in the married, than in the civil foci-

cy.

And Olearius tells us, that both voluntary
and violent deaths of wives, ‘occafioned by i!ea-

Joufy, are frequent in Perfia.  Ambaf.

B. vi. p. 239, 245.
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DisserTAaTION IL

Aving in the precedent dif-

fertation fufficiently thewn

Polygamy to be deftruc-

—— tive of the natural rights
of mankind, . and the peace of fociety ;
I cannot begin a further profecution
of this fubje more propetly, than
by obferving upon the united igno-
rance
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rance and effrontery of modern free-
thinkers : who, at the fame time thar
they, ape infulting chriftians with. the
fufhicigncy and: E:lf.-cvidencc\ of the
law of nature, are demonftrateing
their own utter ignorance of one of
its moft.imporrant branches; by plead-
ing fo loudly and fo importunately,
as they have done for fome years paft,
for Polygamy t; 4.e. pleading f%r a
licenfe to violate-one o}) the moft im-

rtant of all the laws of natyre : a
gow guarded with as many and as
ftrong fanétions, and demonftrated

+ Witnefs the Polygamia Triumphatrix, pub-
lifhed in Landpa, under the name of Theophilys
A%{/aa;:; apd. anorher, differtation on the fame
fubje&t, faid to be written by'a Lord Chancel-
lor of Englandr. a.man of as much fagacity and
ap fing parts, perhaps, asany that.ever prefided
ina court of equity. To,fay nothing otP the de-
cifion of a chriftian béﬂ]og of ho, mean talents

on thig poipt; and, thg kppwn, outery of
geiﬁ;s andfgge-;hi nkers, ugolr}_ tgl))is:l‘ueag ;(wyhigh
nobody who hath, been any” way converfant
with. them, ¢an.be a firangerto. ©

with
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with as much,, perhaps more evidence,
from the reafon, and nature: of, things,
than any. other whatfoever. Nay, mores
complaining of the abridgment of
theix natural rights by the prohibiriom
of Polygamy, ar the fame time-that
they were ftretching them beyond all.

the bounds of fi¢ and guf, to the in= -

finite prejudice and difadvantage of
fociety, and the notorieus violation
of the natural, rights of mankind.

AND. hese 1 mufh beg leave to; pue.

a plain queftion. to thefe mea of fup

slor talents, as a late¢ wniter had fee~
quent occafion to.do in gnother work [,
(and [ hope will foon have agein ).
Do they know that Polygemy is 2
notorious violation of the law of na-
tuse 2 if they do know this, and yer
plead fos that vielation, how fhock-

Il ngel-a;iom Examined, £3.

ing

X7
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ing muft this condu@ be to every
man of candour and honefty 2 if they
do not know it, can the laws of na-
ture be felf-evident? and in confe-
quence of that felf-evidence, be fuffi-
cient rules to all mankind, to dire&t
them (at all times, ia all places, and
in all circumftances), in all the duties
they owe to God and Man ? Can thofe
laws be felf-evident, which have hi-
therto been a fecret to men of fo much
fagacity 2CanPolygamy be a notorious
violation of the law of nature, and
yet all mankind be ignorant of that
violation, till the coming of Fefus
Chrift 2 How came it to pafs, that

{

fo young'and fo uneducated a man as

Fefus Chraft {hould fee the 1niquity of
this prattice, and condemn it, when
fo great a genius as Socrates was ut-

terly ignorant of it 2 for otherwife, [

am confident, he never would have
committed it himfelf, as he un-

doubtedly did : And when fo
: wife
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wife a people as the Chinefé, uni-

verfally allow and practife it ac chis
day? |

. Now that Fefus Chrift condemned
it, is evident, from that exprefs decla-
ration in the xixth of St. Matthew,
that Whofoever putteth away bis wife,
and marrieth another , committeth
adultery. " Now [ prefume, that no
man will fay, that the adultery here
committed, confifteth in putting a-
.away, but in marrying another.

- AND will thefe gentlemen flill in-
fift, that the laws of nature are felf-
evident, and obvious to the meaneft
capacity 2 and that Fefus Chrift
brought no light into the world? This
I am fure of, the credit of their can-
dour, as well as that of their {uperior
abilities, is greatly concerned that
they fhould not. |

But

29
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BuT:Polygamy will be found fill
more contrary to the law of nature, .
from another ar%umcnt; and that is,

the natural equality of defire, which

it hath pleafed God to eftablifh be-
tween the fexes of the human fpecies,
in order to continue and endear their

-commerce || in a-focial union of affec-
‘tion and interefts, and in a manner
very different from that-of all other
‘ereatures s -whofe commerce is limit-

ed and regulated by times and fea-
fons. Now, if this defire be rightly
and -wifely appointed 'by Almighty

God, it-certainly hath a righe to be

Eratiﬁcd_; in'Polygamy it can only

‘be -gratified in one fex, and confe-

|| Grotiusafligneth this reafon, ameng others,
for the receprion of fingle marriages among
chriftians; that the wife, beftowing herfelfin-
tirely on the husband, may receive the equal
return of his whole heart and affeétion.,

quently,
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quently, the other fex is injured in
“its rfataral righe. |

I'fhould ‘be:glad ito fee all the in-

‘fidel fagacity of Afia and Europe

united in one hardy attempr to an-
{wer this argument. It is indeed 4n
-argument which will give fome room
‘for idle wit, and loofe ribaldty 5 but
then, it is wic very remote from apif-
dom, as well as virtue 5 and: confe-
quently, fuch as muft-for ever be-ut-
‘terly defpicable, in all rational dif-
quifitions and determinations |.

AN-

|| If the predominance of defire in iﬁmh: men
be urged, in oppofition to this way of" reafon-
ing, I'muft defire thofe tharurge it, to reflett,
how eafily that pretence is overthrown, by re-

33!1

torting the ?redorhinance of defire in fome wo- °

men ; and if that never was, or can be, a rea-
fon, why one woman thould be allowed the
ufe of feveral men ; it never can be a reafon,
why one man fhould be indulged in a com-
merce with many women. Efpecially, fince
shis cannot be done in the ordinary coutfe of

things,
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ANOTHER argument againft che

abominable practice of Polygamy is

taken from the deteftable evils of So-

i
j
|

domy and Eviration ; one, or both

which, it never faileth to draw after
it, where-ever it cometh.

A number of females, reftrained
in their natural rights, are not to be
kept within the bounds prefcribed by
their tyrants, otherwife than by keep-
ers envious of others, and incapable
themfelves of offending in the cﬁargc
committed to them : From hence

things, without manifeft injury to fome other.
Nam uxor contenta eff, que bowa eft, uno viro;

qui minus vir und uxore comrentus fict ¢ A wife,

if the is a good woman, is content with one
man; and why fhould a man [if heisa good
man’| not be content with one woman? Plast,
Mercat. A& 5. Sc. 1. v. 8. It is plain then,
that nothing can be inferred from this acciden-

- tal predominance of defire in fome individuals

of either fex, but this; that the defires of both
are, in the main, equal.
' ptoceed
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proceed thofe - monftrous mutilations
of great numbers of unhappy mot-
tals, in the manner which.is moft
fhocking, and moft injurious to hue
man nature. Nor will it, F believe,
be pretended, - that this infamous prac-
tice deriv’d - its origin from any other
fource, thart that of Polygamy.s -tho’
othier caufes (as one vice begetteth an-
other) have continued to fupport and
propagate it in the world. ;-

LAND, as a number of females, re-
ftrained and injured in their natural
rights, introduced the infaifious .prac-
tice of Eviration 5 2 number of males,
reftrained and injured in their natural
rights, by the fame infamous prac-
tice of Polygamy, turned the inftin&s
of nature out of their propértourfe,
and, introduced all that train. of men-
ftrous and deteftable defites ‘and: bru-
talities, which is ‘dreadful even to
think of, much:more to’ mention :
and whoever abhorreth thefet vile,

s D thele
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thefe hellith practices, muft at the ‘
fame time abominate Polygamy, che
parent of them ||.

. Burt here we are immediately up-
braided with the facred writeings, and
“ the practice of the patriarchs and pro-
phets.  And I am-forry to fee one
gentleman, whofe talents I have long
“honoured, roundly affert, in his let-
ter to Dr. Waterland, (p. 8.) « Thar
“ we muft allow, not only a plura-
-¢ lity of wives, but a number of
«“ concubines into the bargain ; unlefs
« we will give up fome part, at leaft,
< of the fcripture, and condemn

L g How prodigioufly the deteftable. vice of
‘Sodomy (1 ml%ht add too Brutality ) reVai{s,

¢ where-ever Polygamy is allowed, is fufficiently
knowri toall who have been any way cenver-
fant in the ac¢ounts we haye of the great em-
pires of 4fa.: nay, we are told, that there are
public ftews for thid abomination in the great
empire of China, at this day ; and,that thofe
of Fapan are yet more corrypt,

« the
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“ the holy patriarchs, Abrabam, I-

¢ faac, and Facob ; and, above all,
“ ‘David, the man after God’s own
“ heart ; who had at leaft feven
 wives and ten concubines, without
“ ever being admonifhed for it by
“ any of the prophets ; or cenfured
‘“ by any. of the facred writers ; fo
““ that here he (4. e. the author of
““ Chriftianity as old as the creation)
“ will probably turn your own rea-
“ foning upon youj; that it is a weak
“ thing of you, to charge the law of
“ nature as not ftrict enough ; when
““ your own Scripture appears to be
¢ loofer.”
/
BuT here this gentleman, with
great fubmiffion, confoundeth two
very different things : he faith, That
we muft allow a plurality of wives,
&’c. or give up fome pait of Scrip-
ture, and condemn the patriarchs, .
Pray, may we not condemn the pa-
triarchs, withour giving, up fcripture 2
D2 Muft
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Muft we condemn theScriptures, either
as untrue or, unholy, becaufe they re-
late the condué of the patriarchs, in
all the fimplicity of plain, honeft
eruth ; withour concealing their leaft
failure or infirmity 2 What if the patri-
archs did violate the law of nature, in
the bufinef(s of Polygamy; muft we,
for that reafon, give up the Scriptures,

“which tell us they did fo 2 Was ever

fo abfurd a doé@rine as this advanced,

_1n an age, and to a people, of un-

common leafning and penetration !
the Scriptures then are furely not to
be given up as untrue, or uninfpired,
on account of the veracity and inte-
grity of the writers ; and therefore,
condemning the patriarchs, and give-
ng up the Scriptures, with great fub-
miffion, are two very different things.

Bur fill, it fhould feem, we muft
give up the Scriptures ; becaufe, as

“this gentleman faith, they are -loofex
.than the law of nature. .Is then the

-

/ la w
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law of nature loofe 2 and doth it allow
Polygamy, Concubinage, or any o-
ther commerce of the fexes, than
-fuch as is founded upon a facred and
infeparable union of one man with
one woman ? and will this learned
gentleman take upon him to prove it
doth ? if ever he undertaketh to do
this, and publifheth his actempt,
(which I hope he will not for his own
fake) I am commiffioned to promife
him a fpeedy and a full confutation.

AT the fame time that I fay this, -

I muft do this learned letter-writer
the juftice to own, that Mr. Locke
and fome others have thought fo far
with him, as to declare their opinion,
that there was nothing in the marriage
upion that fhould make it laft longer
than till the ends of it, @viz. the pro-
creation and education of children
- were fully anfwered.

D3 But
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Bur they forget, that the neceflary
confequence of this opinion is, that it
would then be diffoluble almoft at

leafure : firft, When there were no

children : fecondly,” When the child,
or children, were dead: and thirdly,
Whenever a proper provifion of fu-
ftenance and education was made, or
believed to be made, for the child,
or children in being : and laftly,
When conceptions were ecither pre-
vented by medicines, or fecretly de-
ftroyed by forced abortions, (a Frac-
tice common in many parts of the
Eaft) to leave one of the parties at li-
berty : in one word, the neceflary
confequence of this principle muft be
the introduion of infinite murders,
and univerfal licentioufnefs among
mankind. -

BurT to proceed —— I fhould be
glad to know what this learned gen-

tleman meaneth, by calling the Scrip--

turcs

4
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tures’ boofer than the law of mature,

Do they give any countenance or en-

couragement to Polygamy, or incon-
tinence of any kind ? are there any
precepts or licenfes upon this head, to
be found in them 2 if there be, {hew
them to us; and we are fatisfied : if

there be not, how groundlefs, how

unjuft, is chis cenfure!

ALL then that can be inferred

from this practice of the patriarchs and -

prophets, to the difadvantage of the
{criptures, 1s this; that God Almigh-
ty did not think fit to reveal his will,
as clearly and fully ‘upon this head,

either before, or under the difpenfation -

of the Old teftament, as under that of
the New 3 or, having revealed it, fuf-
fered thac revelation to beloft, or ob-
feured, either by the negligence, or
by the corrupt gloffes and comments
of idle and wicked men. And will
any man of candour and confidera-
tion fay, that God is obliged to pre-

: D 4 vent
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vent fuch corruptions? or, that he is
obliged to reveal his will equally ac
all times, and in all places, to all
mankind? This evil do¢trine is now,
I hope, fufficiently exploded; at leaft,
I am fure, it is {ufficiently || confuted.
Or, if others can have aright to an
exprefs revelation from God, on this
head; yet furely they, of all mankind,
will make no fuch claim, who pretend,
that God Almighty hath already re-
vealed all that he could reveal to
mankind ; by the fole light of nature :
and therefore, ifthe filence or obfcurity
of the law of nature upon this head,
till the coming of Fefus Chrift, be na
proof that it did not come from God;
neither can the filence or obfeurity of
the Mofaic law, be any proof that
Mofes was not divinely infpired.

r— v .

|| See this peynicious do&rine, togéther with

~ many others oflike tendency, clearly and fully

onfuted in Leland’s learned and’ excellert
aafwer 10 Chriftianity as old as the creaticn.

It
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* Ir is undoubtedly too arduous and
prefumptuous a province, to take up-
on us, to pronounce upon the reafons
of the divine condud, in any particu-
lar inftance ; and yer, one reafon,

- why God left the bufinefs of Polyga-

 my in obfcurity, feemeth fo very

plain, in the cafe before us, that I will
venture to appeal even to our adver-
faries themfelves, (if they be true De-
ifts) for the evidence of it; '

Ir they be trueDeifts, they will
not deny the divine prefcience ; but
muft admit, that the condition and
circumftances of all times are equally
prefent to infinite wifdom : and if fo,
then God certainly forefaw, that there
would be a time, wherein the Scrip-
tures would be exploded by a certain
fec of men, and the fufficiency and
{elf-evidence of the law of nature fer
up and afferted, in oppofition ta
them; and that this vaunt could ne-

ver
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ver be more effeGually confuted,
than by demonftrating, that the ve-
ry aflertors of the fufficiency and felf-
evidence of the law of wature, were
grofly ignorant of one of its moft im-
portant branches 5 and proved them-
felves to be fo, by arguing and write-
ing profefledly and zealoufly againft
it: and that chis is exa&ly the cafe of
the defenders and afferters of Polyga-

‘my, is, I hope, by this time paft all

doubt.

Bur this is not all: God Almigh-
ty forefaw, that thefe very men would
affert the obfcurity, the uncertainty,
the infufficiency, and even the im-
poflibility, of a written revelation
and that the fure and only way of in-
ftructing mankind, was, from the rea-
fon and nature of things, laid plainly
before them. Now, this, God Al-
mighty had done as plainly, as clear~
ly, and as fully, in the bufinefs of

Polygamy, as it is poflible; and yer,

almoft
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-~ almoft all mankind, the very wifeft
- and beft of them, in almoft all ages

. and countries, have miftaken this in-"

- ftruction ; and a&ted directly againft
- 1t for four thoufand years ; and were
never corrected in this errour, but by
a new and exprefs revelation. Is not
the confequence then clear and co-
gent, that inftruction by the nature
and conftitution of things, is not fuffi-
cient ; and chat a new and exprefs
revelation from God may, on fome
occafions, be abfolutely neceffary to
the guidance of his creatures?

RE-
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DisserTAaTION IIIL

AHE evidence arifing from
the nature of things, t
prove Polygamy a v:ola-
tion of the law of nature,

Ex
hath already been fufficiently fer forth:

the difcountenance given to it in the
fcr:pturcs of theOld teftament, cometh
next to be confidered.  For that it is

ftrongly,
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ftrongly, - varioufly, and repeatedly
difcountenanced in them, I hope, I
{hall foon evince. :

FirsT then, I lay down this as a
oftulatum, or plain propofition of
undoubted truth; that all thofé parts
of the Scripture awbich .recommend, or
enjoin, the infeparable union of ome
man with one woman, do (o far dif-
countenance, and probibit Polygamy.

T H1s being taken for granted, I
proceed to enumerate thofe paffages,
which thus afferr, or encourage the
union of one man with one woman.

Anp firft, the Scriptures inform us,
that God in the beginning created one
man and one woman ; and no more.
And if thisa& be not thought a fufhi-
cient document to all mankind, upon
the bufinefs of marriage, as it un-
" doubtedly was, and is; yet, furely
his own declaration, fubfequent to i,

g was
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was fufficiently inftrucive; For this
caufe f(ball a man leave bis father
and mother, and cleave to bis wife
(not to his wives) ; and they, (or as
our Saviour explaineth it, they twain)
Sball be one flefb 5 mot they three,
they four, they five, &c. which
would be a monftrous pofition
but they sawain, {hall be one flefh.

- And this argument with f{everal others,

Tertullian urgeth with great force, in
his treatife de Momogamia. c. iv. ||

|| All the antient Rabbins, and all the learn-
ed men among the Fews, at this day maintain,
that marriage makes man and wife one perfon:
and that fo ftriétly, thatifa woman be divorced
from one husband, and married to another,
the firft husband is prohibited from marrying
the near relations og the fecond. (Asif the
_perfonality with the firft ftill fubfifted, con-

- jointly with the perfonality with the fecond )

Seld. Ux. Hebr. L. 1. c. 3. ksit not a, clear-con-
fequence from hence, that there is_even upon
their principles, fomething fo binding and fo

-facred in this union, that no fubfequent en-

gagement can abfolutely diffolve it ? for other-
wife, How could 1t affe& the ficft husband in
a fecond marriage ? ."

AGAIN;,
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AGAIN ; Mofes took care to tell
" us, that Polygamy began in the ac-
cutfed family of Casn ; and that
- Lamech, the author of it, wasa mur-
derer, anda greater villain even than
Cain : and that the Polygamy of the
fons of Seth, with the daughters of
Cain, introduced univerfal corruption
into the world. (See this matter more
fully difcufled in Rev. Examin’d, &c.
. Vol L. and 3d Edit. p. 167, &)

" And what could more Ellly, ‘ot more
clearly imply the evil and iniquity
of Polygamy, than this account of its
origin, increafe, and effects 2

AGAIN; At the deluge, righteous
Noab and his one wife is faved, and
his -three fons with each. their fingle
wife ; and this at a time, when God
is reprefented as uncommonly folici-
tous to have the race of mankind
" ~muleiplied upon - ¢the earch, and pro-
nouncing - repeated bleflings upon

| them,

\
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gohibition of Polygamy, as a de-

ement 2 And a plain foundation for
that declaration of our Saviour’s,
above-cited ; that he shat putteth
away bisavife, and marrieth anatber,
committetb adultery ?

B u T what putteth this matter, to

" my apprehenfion, paft all manner of

doubt, is, the fprcccpt in relation to
the marriage of a flave betrothed by

‘a father to his fon; whilft he is yet

in his father’s houfe : as you may
read it in the 211t chapter of Exodus,
at the gth and 1oth verfes ; And if
be bave betrothed ber unto bis fon,

- be fball deal awith ber after the man-

ner of daughters ; if be take bim an-
otber avife, ber food, ber raiment,
and ber duty of marriage [ball be not
diminifb. Here it is evident, that a
fecond wife is to be taken, only upon
conditions ( in the ordinary coutfe of
things, and by the generality of men)

impoffible to be fulfilled : and con-

- fequently,
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fequently, chis conditional permiffion
(if the words could amount to a pex-
miffion, which they certainly do not)
is equal to an abfolute prohibition ;
according to that undoubted axiom
of the {chools, Si conditio fis impoffi-
~ bihs, &c. s.e. If the condition be .

impoffible, an hypothetic propofition
15 equivalent to a plain, categoric,

unconditional negative.

Ir it be objected, that an impof=
fible fuppofition is nugatory ; I an«
fwer, thac it is not; but frequently
ufed in che Scriptures, with- great
beauty and energy. For example,-
If you can break. my covenant of the
day, and my covenant of the mights
them may alfo my covenant be brokeny,, ,,
awith David, - (0. 20, 31.

A 8D if this be the treatment due
I !
to a betrothed bond-woman ; no

man will fay, that any thing worfe
E 2 than
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than this, was due to a betrothed free-
woman.

Bur if this comment be objeéted
to, in this light, let it be confidered
in another 5 it is evident, from thefe
words of Mofes, that chere is a duty
of marriage to which the firft wife
hath a right 5 and it 1sas plain, that
fhe may be wronged of this duty, by
her husband’s taking a fecond wife;
What thén is the intention of this
ptecept, but to prohibic that wrong ?
Her duty of marriage, faith Mofes, |
fhall not be diminifhed by a fecond

- marriage.  But, in fa&, it is dimi-

ni(bed by a fecond marriage ; and
more by a third, and more yet by a
fourth, and fo on : Is it not plain
then, that Mofes’s view in this pre-
cept was,- to prohibit fecond, third,
and fourth marriages, in conjunction

with the firft 2

-

Now,
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Now, the Rabbinical decifion up-
on the point ftandeth thus. It a man
‘have but one wife, he is indeed
bound to have marital commerce
with her, ar leaft, once a week: but
if he take a fecond, he is obliged to
have commerce with the firft, only
once a fortnight : and if he take a
- fourth, he is obliged to have com-
merce with the firft, but once a

month, andfo on t: Is not then her .

duty of marriage diminifhed > And
is not this Rabbinical dccifion in di-
rect contradition to the Mofaic pre-
cept 2

Now, how is this very plain point
evaded 2 Why thus ; the husband,

fay they, isto pay the marital debt|; -

but then it muft be paid rateably to

+ Seld. Ux. Hebr. L iii. c. 6.

|| 1bid.
E 3 all
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all his creditors. Let us fee how this
will bear the teft of common fenfe :
A man oweth me four hundred
pounds by a prior bond ; Is he ac-
quitted of this obligation, by paying
me only one hundred, and diftribute-
ing the other three, among three other
fubfequent creditors, and for the dif-
charge of debts which he was under
no neceflity of contracting 2 The
marriage duty (which is a debt) to
the firft wife {hall not be diminifh’d,

faith Mofes, by the aflumption of a

- fecond. It may juftly be diminifh’d

to one half, to one third, to one
fourth, to one hundredth, fay the
Rabbins.  If this be not to make the
law of God of none effet, by their

traditions, what is?

BuT here it may be asked ; Is not
Polygamy fuppofed in the law of

- Mofes?

I
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I anfwer, that it is; and fo is
inceft, murder, and adultery fup-
pofed ; and methods of punifhment
and prevention prefcribed: but, fure-
ly, no man will fay that they are,
for that reafon, licenfed! on fuppo-
fition that a man hath a fecond wife,
there are cercain rules of humanity
and good treatment to both,preferib’d ;
which he is not to tranfgre(s : but
cestainly, fuch limitations and re-
fraines are far from being encourage-
ments to a practice, which Mofés had
evidently in his view to difcourage,
as much as ever he could.

Tue world was now over-run
with this evil practice ; and doubt-
lefs many of the Iffaclites had, at
this time, a plurality of wives; And
was it not neceflary, that fome regu-
lations fhould be laid down concern-
ing them 2 But furely, fuch regula-
tions cannot, with any degree of

4 common

5y
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common fenfe, be conftrued into a
ermiffion or licence of the pradtice
Fo regulated ||

A DD to all this, that Mofes had
to do with a fenfual and obftinate
people; and if God though it proper
to difcountenance this practice, by in-
dire¢t and confequential prohibitions,
added to the hiftory of the evils de-
rived from it, upon the antediluvian
world, and the authority of his own
condu&, at the creation, and the de-
luge ; I fay, if God thoughe fit to
take this method of reprefling this

|| One of thefe reﬁulatipns is that of Deut.
XXl I§, 16, I7. where it is ordered, that ifa
man have two wives, one beloved, and the
other hated ; the fon of the beloved, being

ounger, fhail not be made heir, in preferenceé
to the fon of the hated, being elder. Where
it is obfervable, that one expreflion in this paf-
fage, If the firfi-born be ber's that was bated,
makes this law appear rather to be underftood
of the children of two fucceffive wives.

prac-
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practice, rather than the other, of
more exprefs and abfolute prohibi-
tions ; I can eafily fubmic my fur-
mifes, to the fecret reafons of his infi-
nite wifdom. My intention is only
to {hew, that we are not bound to
§ive up the Scriprures, ecither as falfe,

allacious, or uninfpired, on account

of any licence given to this praice,
from their authority.
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DissErTATION IV.

' Proceed in the next place,
to confider the encourage-
ment fuppofed to be given
to Polygamy, and Con-

cubinage, by the example of the

patriarchs. '

THE
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Tue cale of Abrabam is well
known. He was long married to a
barren woman ; defirous indeed of
children, but without the leaft defire,
that appeareth, of obtéinin% them ei~
ther by Concubinage, or Polygamy;
till, at the earneft intreaty of Sarai
his wife (and that too when fhe hex-
felf was, by the courle of nature, paft

59

the power of child-bearing ) he took

Hagar, her handmaid, to wife alfo ;
and by her had ome fon. He rook
her at his wife’s earnclt intreaty,

(Gen. xvi.) and immediacely difcharg- .

ed her again, as foon as fhe defired

1c §.

G oD had promifed Abrabam a
numerous iffue ; Sarai was barren
- ‘ and

And when we find God coﬁﬁrming this
defire of Sarai’s, by his command, (Gen. xxi.

12.) what lefs can we infer from it, than that’

husbands
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and fuperannuate ; a child by he
flave would be her property |.

Gop’s promife to Abrabam mult |
be made good : this was the only ;
natural and probable way, in which
it could be made good ; fhe only had |
a right to her husband ; fhe defireth
to transfer that right ; and it was
transferred no longer than fhe defired
it. I will not take upon me, ftrictly

husbands have no right to impofe, or to con-
tinue, a fecond wife, in oppofition to the will
ofthe firft?

|| The cafe is the fame, at this day, among
the Chinefe.  'They are allowed but one wite,
« (faith /e Comte) but may have as many con-
¢ cubines, as they pleafe ; and all the chil-
« dren have an equal claim to the eftate ; be-
¢ caufe they are reckoned the wife’s children,
¢« and call her mother; being the fole miftrefs
« of the houfe ; and the concubines, her fer-
¢ vants.” Harris’s Cillettion of Travels, Vol.
i. p. 516, -

: Kmsi Navarette tells us, that ¢ when the
<« firft wife hath no children, fhe herfelf courcs
¢ the husband to take a concubine.,” Chur-
chill’s Collelion of ‘Voyages. Vol. i. p. 66.

: : to
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to juftify this conduct : if we are to
fpeak to this point as chriftians, Saras
muft be owned guilty of a wrong
defire 5 and Abrabam criminal, in
complying with it : (and each of them
had very foon reafon to repent); but
this I will fay, that Polygamy cannot
derive any advantage, or encourage-
ment from this example ; and yer,
this is the only imputation of liceri-

tioulnefs, that reftech upon the cha-
racer of Abrabam.

AxD as for his fon Ifaac, tho' he
alfo be lump'd in to aggravate the
charge of Polygamy and Licentiouf-
nefs upon the pacriarchs, his charac-
ter is abfolutely clear of all imputa-
tion upon this head 5 and, in my
humble opinion, it will not be eafy
to fix any imputation upon him, on
any other. :

FACOB’s cafe is next to be
confidered. He ferved painfully and

| faith-

\
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faithfully for one wife, and another '
is impofed upon him ; not only with-
out his confent, buc evidently againft
1. What was he to do 1n chis exi-
gency ? He could not repudiate this
wife; neither her father, nor the laws
of the country, would bear it ; and '
if he could repudiate her, there would
be fome crueley in doing it, toa wo-

~ man, who was perhaps innocent in

this matter ; or at worft, was crie
minal, only in obedience to a father’s
authority. Was he in this cale to
forego his undoubred right to another

- . woman, to whom he was married

before God 2 Or could he dé it 2 And
was fhe to forego her undoubted
right to him, for another’s fraud 2
Or could fhe do it 2. Let any- man
confider this cafe candidly, and if he
can derive any argument from 1it, in
favour of Polygamy, I will readily
allow him infinitely more penetration,
than I fhall ever pretend to.

Bur
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BuT Facob is chargeable  with
Concubinage, as well as Polygamy.
I own he 155 but yet only at the in-
ftance and earneft increaty of his wives,
(Gem. xxx.) influenced by emulation
and jealoufy, (and partly too by bar-
rennefs) to the fame earneft defire: of
children, which fwayed Sarai before |},
And if this example be pleaded in
favour of licentioufnefs, let it be

pleaded fairly, and as it oughe; and

I am of opinion, that very little cor-
ruption will be introduced into the
world, by it.  Let no man take more
than one wife, otherwife than thro’
fraud and force ; nor ever meddle

|| Here we fee how one vice draweth others
after it ; one would little expet to fee-Poly-
gamy the parent of Concubinage : and yet it
evidently was fo, in this inftance ; and, T be-
lieve, is fo, in many others, at this day.
Envy will make people part with even their
own gratifications, {o it can debar another, at
the fame time. o

with
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with any other woman, except at his
wife’s earneft intreaty ; and, I am
pretty confident, the world will ne-
ver be over-run ecither with Polyga-
my, or Concubinage.

Bisipes all this, let me defire all
candid readers, calmly and impar-
tially to confider Mofes’s account of
the felicity derived to Abrabam and
Facob, from this plurality of wives;
and ask their own confciences, Whe-
ther their condition be painted out, as
luxurious and delicious, upon this

" fcore ; or rather, as vexatious and

difquicted, from the endlefs conten-
tion, jealoufy, and envy, of their af-
fociates? And confequently, Whether
thefe examples were fet forth by Mo~
fés, more to encourage Polygamy, or
to difcourageit? ©

I know no example, that is not
capable of being abufed and mifap-
plied, that of the Son of God himfelf

was
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was fo 5 and I am verily perfuaded,
that his example might, with almoft
as litle guilr, be pleaded for intem-
perance, as the examples of Abrabam
and Facob, for licentiounefls. Nor
do I believe, that any man ever yet
pleaded thefe examples, for the indul-
gence of corrups appetites, whe would
not as fully have indulged thafe appe-
titgs, if na fuch examples had ever
been heard of.  And therefore, with
greas deference to the fuperior faga-
city of the learned letser- wricer above-
cieed, | am humbly of opinion, thae
ne conclufion ¢can b¢ drawn, to the
difadvantage of the writgings of Mafes,
from any encouragement given to
Polygamy, or incontinence of any
kind, either from the precepts of his
laws, or the examples recorded in his

hiftory ; bue quite che contrary,

BuT here we are prefled by the

contrary decifion (as it is faid) of an
eminent bifhop, and feemingly well
F

at-

1
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attefted . His words are thefe,
“ Yea, Polygamy was made, in
“ fome cafes, a duty by Mofes’s law;
“ when any died without iffue, his
“ brother, or neareft kinfman, was
“ to marry his wife, for raifing u

“ feed to him ; and all were obliged
“ to obey this, under the hazard of
“ infamy, if they refufed ; neither is
“ there any exceptions made for fuch

- ¢ a5 were married : from whence [

“ may faithfully conclude, that what
“ God made neceffary in fome cafes,
‘ to any dc‘gree, can in no cafe be
 f{mful in itlelf 5 fince God is holy in
¢ all his ways. And thus far it ap-

¢ pears, that Polygamy 1s not con-

“ trary to the law and nature of
“ marriage.” '

Now the.learned. prelate’s realons
for his judgment in this point, appear

' 4 See remarks upon bithop .Bzm)et’s hiﬁofy
by B. Higgons, p. 237- =, '
s . to
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to be, firft, becaufe the law of mar-
rying the decealed brother’s widow,
obliged all brothers, upon pain of in-
famy : and fccondly, becaufe there
were no exceptions made for fuch
brothers as were married.

Now fuppof ing thefe, two diftinct
reafons, or intended as fuch, by the
blﬂ‘lop, or not intended ; it is evi-
dent however, that if there are any

neceflary exceptions to this law, they

muft be admitted, tho’ not exprcffed

and that there are many fuch, the
Feaws themfelves bear me w1mcfs for
example, where the deceafed brother’s
marriage was inceftuous ; where he
had any child that furvived him, even
for a few days; where the furviving
brother was fupcrannuatc or an eu-
nuch, ¢&’. In thefe and many other
cafcs, recounted at large by Selden |,

| See Bafnage's Hiftory of the Fews. 1. v.

€ 19, .
F2 (Uxor.
~—
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(Uxor. Hebr. 1. i. c. 12.) It 15 agreed
by the Jeawifb dottors, that this law
was not obligatory upon the furviving
brother. There are then exceptions
to this, as there are to all other gene-
ral laws in the world.

In the next place, I take it for
granted, that the Faws of God are not
contradi€tions to one another ; and
confequently, that this law was never
intended to oblige, in contradiGtion
to any other law, prohibiting fuch a
marriagc: for example, I take it for
granted, that this law was not in-
tended in contradiéion to the law of
Lewit. xviii. 18. prohibiting the mar-
riage of two filters, i.e. the marriage
of a fecond fifter, during the life of
the firft : confequently, if two bro-
thers were married to two fifters, (a
cale thar often happens) the furvivor
could not be obliged, by virtue of
thislaw, to take his deceafed brother’s
widow to wife, conjointly . with his

. own.
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own. And for the fame reafon, if
the furviving brother had a wife of
his own, he could not be obliged,
nor indeed was it lawful for him, to
take his brother's widow to wife ; be-
caufe thefe two were fifters. And it
is agreed by thef?ew{/b do&ors, that
all the degrees of afhnity are upon the
fame foot of prohibition with thofe
of confanguinity ; and the moral rea-
fons for both are exattly the fame.
And the Chaldee paraphraft, the
Midrafb, and Tofépbus || agree, that
this was the reafon, why Mablon’s
next kin{man refufed to redeem Ruth,
his widow ; aiz. becaufe it was not
lawful for him to marry her, having
already a wife of his own.

THE learned prelate 1s indeed

pleafed to tell us, (ibid. p. 241.) thac
he was at fome diftance from his

)

|| See Stid. Uwor. Hebr. 1. i, c. g,
F 3 books

69



70

Ruth iii.
18.

REFLECTIONS on

books and papers when he gave his

opinion ppon this point. And this,

I muft own, was the beft excufe that

could be given for fo rafh a decifion :

which 1t would have been for the ho-
nour of his reading to have retracted,

and which, I fincerely wifh, he had

retrated, when he returned to his

books. '

AxD doubtlefs it was for the reafon
now mentioned, that no infamy at-
tended the next kinfman’s refufal of
Ruth 5 neither did fhe pull off his
{hoe, nor fpit before him, for fhe was
abfent during the whole tranfaction
of this affair ; and the kinfman only
took off his own fhoe {, in token of

+ And gave it to Boaz, (giving a fhoe was
then like giving a fod with us) it being a natu-
ral irdication (1ay Dr. Patrick and others) that
he refigned his intereft in the land by. giving
him his fhoe, wherewith he us’d to walk in it;
to the end that he might enter into it, and
take pofleffion of it himfelf.

his
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. his refigning Mablon’s inheritance, and

" with it his widow. For this was the gy i,
" cuftom of that time ; whereas, had he 7> &
declined his duty in this cafe , infamy
muft have attended him, . 17):;& 25.
- A N D thefe confiderations lead me
to the fame conclufion fo lately laid
down ; that no inférence can be
made to the difadvantage of Mofes’s
writings, from any encouragement
given to Polygamy, or incontinence
of any kind, either from the precepts
of his law, or the examples recorded
in his hiftory, (or indeed in any part
of the hiftory of the old teftament)
but quite the contrary.

AxND I am the more confirmed in
this opinion, by the judgment of the
Samaritans in this point 5 who receive
the books of Mofés, as well as the
;fews, and yet are fo far from being
ed to thefe enormities, by their au-
thority, that they raife loud outcries -

F 4 againft
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againft the Feaws, upon that very ac-
count. Nay, fo far are they from
thinking Polygamy permitted by the
law of Mofes, that they think it ex-
prefly prohibited by it, in Lew. xviii.
18. which they render, (as it is ‘read
in the margin of the bible) Neitber

Sfbalt thou take ome awife to another,

‘to-wex ber, &c.,

NoOR ate they fingulat in this in~
terpretation ; fany learned commen~
tators, and even fome Rabbins ||,
have underftood the words in this
fenfe ; as did the Sadducees of old,
and as do the Carastes (a learned fet
among the Feaws) at prefent. And
the decifion of the Caraites is of more

- weight in this cafe; inafmuch as they

profefs to ftick to the letter of the
Scripture, and reject the idle come
ments and traditions of the Rabbins,

|| Seld. Ux. Hebr. L i.c. 9. 'Bafnage's Hift,
Now
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Now it is agteed, that the text
will bear this interpretation +: and I
muft beg leave to add, that, in my
humble opinion, the idiom of the
Hebreaw tongue requireth ic,

T nE Feaws were all che defcen~
dants of one man, and evidently con-
fidered, throtghour the Scriptures, as
one family : in cohfequence of this,
they confidered themfelves as brethren:
every fhah was a brother, and every

4 So alfo the Chaldee paraphraft interprets
- eth it, and affigneth it as tie reafon, why
Rurb’s kinfman refufed to marry her, that he
had a wife before; ahd theretote could hot

redeem Elimekch’s inheritance.  Left (faith 'he{ _

I mar mine ows inberitance. 'The moft natura
mtergretation of which words feereth to be,
that having already children of his own, who

were his heirs, his eftate might be exhaufted

by the maintenance of another wife, and ano-
ther offspring ; and his inheritance become in
time doubtful. See Bafiage’s Hiftory of the
Jews. L. v. c. 19, Se&. 4. Gerfon bas oppofed the
foitors, and obferviny, &e.

wo-
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woman a fifter |.  Zhe Jews, (faith
X Grotius ) awere aont to call their
awives, fifiers s om account of their
common origin 5 as Chriftians did
theirs, on account of thesr common
aith. And hence it is, that accord-
ing to the Hebreaw idiom, as fifter
ftandeth for every woman of the fame
nation, fo is it a known appellation
for every other thing of the fame
kind ; as ane wing oF the living crea-
turesmentioned by Ezekiel, ch.1. v. g.
is fifter to the other wing ; and one
curtain of the tabernacle is fiffer to
another curtain. So likewife, when
we are told by St. Paxl; that he had
as much right to Jead about a fifler, a
aife, as any other apoftle ; Will any
man imagine that he meaneth his own
fiter, ftrictly fpeaking 2 So likewife,

when Solomon, 1n the Canticles, call-

|| Thofe fe&taries among us, who affe&t the

* Scripture phrafe, ufe the word in this fenfe, to

this day.
* See his comment on 1 Cor. ix. §.

eth -

A,
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eth his beloved (as he frequently doth)
my fifer, my [poufe; are we to ima-
gine, that this Egyptian Spoufe was
really his fifter ; or rather, that fier
was the common name of endear-
ment, ufed by the Feaws, to every
woman amongft them ; and was, in
effect, but another name for awoman.
And muft we underftand the word
Jifter in this prohibition of Mofes, in
a different fenfe, from what we un-
derftand 1it, in the writeings of St.
Paul, and Solomon 5 and in a fenfe
fo remote from the Hebreay idiom 2
Surely, no candid man will fay we
muft. And therefore, whether thefe
Feaws who do fo, do not interpret it
in a manner, more accommodate to
their own corruptions, than to the
intentions of Mofes, let any impartial
reader judge . ,

Bur,

|| The chief reafon why interpreters explain
. this of two fifters is, becaufe Myfes is, in l:his
| chap-
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Bu T, befides the idiom of the
tongue, the reafon of the prohibition,
doth, in my opinion, require this
fenfe, rather than the other. Neither
fbalt thou take a awife to ber fifter, to
vex ber 5 faith Mofés : Is not then
the reafon of not taking the fecond
wife, that the firft be not vexed and
% difquieted ? And is a woman only

chapter, {peaking of that unlawful commerce
of the fexes, which is prohibited on account
of affinity, or proximity of blood. In anfwer
to this; it is owned, that the x{mprecedenc
verfes treat of thofe prohibitions ; but all the
fubfequent treat ofp other prohibited defile-
ments; fuch as adultery, fodomy, &r. and
therefore, this objeétion is (with great fub-
miffion to the learned patrons of it) of no
weight.

4 And this fupplieth us with atother argu-
ment againft Polygamy and Concubinage ; the
jealoufy and diftration thefe prattices raife in
the breafts of wives and concubines; and tne
infinite murders, and mifchiefs of various kinds,
confequent to them. ‘This is particularly ob-
ferv:g of the C_'bim{e concubines, that jealoufy
frequently drives theminto defpair, and deaths
of feveral forts. Sce Nzvarette’s Account of
China; Gburchill's Colle&. ch. vii. p. 66.

to
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to be dilquicted, in this cafe, when
her husband marrieth her own fifter 2
- Will no woman kindle the paffions
of envy and jealoufy in her breaft,
befides her own fifter 2

BurT, fay the adverfaries, the jea-’

loufy of fifters is moft furious. I
cannot fay it is not, where it is juft;
but this I am fure of, that reafon and
nature fay, it {hould nor, in this cafe.
I {hould think, a fifter might better
bear to have her husband’s affeGtion
divided with her neareft and deareft
relation, ( where law and cuftom al-
lowed it to be o) than with a ftran-
ger! But however it may be with his
affetion, it were furely much more
tolerable, to have his fortune fo di-
ftributed 5 than that ftrangers {hould
{hare the inheritance : and therefore,
I think, the reafon of this prohibition
tieth it down ftrongly to this fenfe,
in which I have now explained it 5
efpecially, if we confider, that the

\ VX~
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letter~writer 5 and others of his way
of thinking. And as for the prophet
David, (the only propher mentioned
by the learned letcer-writer) I fhall
not fo much as attempt to vindicate
him upon this head. It is not to be
denied, that he was very criminally,
and notorioufly incontinent. Buc are
God and his laws accountable for
this? It feemeth they are, ‘in the efti-
mation of this gentleman ; inafmych
as he was qdmonifbed by no prophet,
nor cenfured by any facred writer, up-
on this account.

BuT, fugpofc there were ftanding
laws of God fufficiently known, pro-
mulged, and received, {ubfifting and
exprefly prohibiting, thefe very crimes,
at the time of their committal 2 Was
God, notwithftanding this, obliged
ta fend a prophet exprefly, to admo-
nifh for every tranfgreflion of them 2
This gentleman will not, I am per-
fuaded, upon calmer deliberation,

1 - infift
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infift upon this dorine 5 inafmuch
as it is fuch a doétrine, as would, in
its confequences, lead directly to
Atheifm,

IT is true, God hath fometimes

admonifhed his fervaats in this man-~
ner; bue certainly, his doing fo was
more matter of mercy, than ﬁfi& ob-
ligation. And as for any reproof, due
to thefe practices, from the facred
writers ; I know no reproof more fe~
vere upon guilt, than publifhing ic to
the whole world, in a full and true
light 5 :and wirh all its aggravations,

and attending evils; and whether the

facred writers have not done this, [
appeal to their. enemies. ‘

T uE only queftion that will bear
to be ‘debated upon this head, is,
Whether David’s crimes were fufhi-
ciently prohibited by the laws of
God, then in' being ? His adultery
and murder are out of the queftion ;

' G inafmuch

8
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inafmuch as the ten commandments
will; | prefume, be allowed to have
been thenin being.  Proceed we then
to the confideration of the other char-
ges, that lic againft him.

Axp firft, he is charged with add -
ing Saul’s wives to his own. Now
the plain queftion upon this poinc is,
Whether the law of God allowed this
¢onduct? .y

- In chie firft place then ; itisagreed
by all writers, Fewifb avd Chriffian,
and reafon plainly voucheth : with
them, that a mother-1n-law is within
the prohibited degrees of marriage || :
nay, the feaws go fo far, asto athrm
this to be an eternal and inviolable
law of nature ; and f{uch as was efta-
blifhed and’ promulged from the cre-

|| See-Sglden Ux. Heb. L, i. c. 3. and de ‘jure.

l»at. & gem. L i. c. 3. Girot. de jure belli €8 pac.
. v.

ation., -
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ation. All Saul’s wives were fuch
to David, in alarger fenfe ; therefore
all plainly prohibited 5 and Michal’s
mother (‘who, I am fatisfied, was his

only wife ; 1 Sam. xiv. 50.) doubly

fo. A daughtersin-law is confeffedly
within the prohibited degtees ; and
therefore, by parity of reafon, a mo=
ther-in-law ; and therefore, we al-
ways find a ftepmother, and 2 mo-
ther-in-law, among the principal pro-
hibitions fet forth by the Zews. M;-
chal’s affinity to any wife of her fas

ther’s 1s undoubted, (any wife of his:

was in law her miother) and her mar-
riage to David made his affinity the
fame with her’s. PDavid was a pro=

phier, and as well skilled in the law

of God, as any man in Fudea 5 and

could there then be a neceffity of ad-

monifhing him, by the mouth of a
prophet, for every violation of that
law? Suppefing him to have violated
it;, which I am' fatisfied he did not,
for reafons which {hall foor be feen.

G2 Bur, .
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BuT, however this may be, Da-
vid is charged with a plurality of
wives ; and the charge is admitted :
the plain queftion upon this head, is,
Whether he be juftified, or condemn-
ed, in this practice, by the law of

- God ?

Now, befides what hath been al-
ready offered upon this point, David
muft be allowed fufficiently acquaint-

- ed with the duty of a king, pre}cribcd
by Mofes : nor could he be ignorant,
that a principal part of that duty was

?;,ut' "7 mot to multiply awivves to bimfelf. He
did multiply wives to himfelf, in ma-
nifeft violation of this law; and cen-
fequently, he was criminal, in fo

doing.

I am indeed humbly of opinion,
that his-guilt, in this point, may ad-
mit of great alleviation from the cor-
rupt glofes, which mighe have been

put
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put upon this prohibition, at that
time j as they have been fince, viz.
that a king of Ifrael may have feveral
wives at once, tho” not many|. And
moft Chriftian writers, as well as the
Feavs, have interpreted the text in
that fenfe; but, with great fubmiffion,
for very bad reafons.

TrEY reafon thus — A king of
Ifrael is forbidden to multiply hor-

fes, and filver, and gold to himfelf ; -

as well as wives : and therefore, chey
think, that if he may have more
horfes than one, or feveral fums of
money, for feveral occafions, not-
withftanding this prohibition ; there-
fore, by parity of reafon, he may
have more than one wife. °

But (with fgrc:at fubmiffion ) this
by no means followeth : he might

|| The Rabbins fay, that a king of Ifrae
might (for very fenfelefs reafons which they
urge ) have 18 wives ; but no more.

G 3 have
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have neceflary occafion for more
horfes, or more fums of money, than
one ; but had he neceffary accafion
for more wives ?

WHOEVER attendeth to thefe pro-
hibitions, with the particular reafon
of each, and the general reafon of
them all, will plainly fee, that the
defign of them was, to guard the
kings of Ifrael from thole corrup-
tions, by which their neighbouring
kings were ere&ted into magni_ﬁcent
and luxurious tyrants. :

HE was not to mukiply hotfes to
him(elf, left he fhould bring the Ifra-
elites again into a clofer commerce
with the Egyptians 5 (with whom the
beft horfes were bred ) and in confe-
quence of that, into a liking and imi-
tarion of their cuyftoms, manners,

and martial inflitutions; whofe chief

confidence in war was in their caval-
ry- Whereas the children of Ifracl

wEere
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were to have no confidence in any
thing, either for conqueft, or defence,
bur God alope. This Dawid vaty.
well knew, and plainly alludeth to,
in that paffage of the 2o0th Pfalm, ver.
7. ' Some put their truft in cha-
riots, and fome in borfes ;5 but we

will remember the name of the Lord
our God.

HE was not to multiply wives,
that bis beart turn not away, i. e. lekt
his artachment to them, and care to
pleafe them, {hould divert and alie-
nate his thoughts, either from the
ducy of his Ration, or from his duty
to his God. And I appeal to any
man of fenfe, Whether the envy and
jealoufy of two contending wives,

74

might not be efféttual enough, to -

this purpofe 2 Might not fupply any
man living with matter of difquiet ||
and

(] ' sd'e.yap nanor
Avoty yurasnar ardez v nias sxew

G4 Aan




88

REFLECTIONS on»

and diftraction, abundantly fufficient,
to turn away his thoughts from every
other bufinefs of importance 2 And
whether any greater number be any
way neceflary to this end 2 And I
am fatisfied, the Rabbins might have
allowed their king 18 millions of
wives, as confiftently with his duty
to God, and his people, as eighteen,

BEsIDES, in my humble opinion,
the difference of the expreffions, here
made ufe of, fheweth thefe prohibi-
tions to be of a very different nature.

Deut.17. Nesther fball be multiply awives to

bimfelf, that bis beartturn not away :
meither  fball be greatly multiply to

AN eg wray BreTortes dvatay Kurew
ZTepysour, osis pn xaxes oikew Beres

And again, -
Ovdexwer ap Mdvua
Ax7<’ sraurcaw Bporaw
Oud* appiuatoegs opsus
Few psv oimwr. Ewrip. in Mudrom. And we know he
fpoke from experience. 4wl Gel. nodt, Astica, ). xv.c. 20.

bim-




POLYGAMY.

bimfelf filver, and gold. The mean-
ing of the latter prohibition, doubt-
lefs, was that, tho’ he might lay up
fufficient tteafure for the exigencies of
his government, or for public occa-
fions of any kind, yet was he not to
lay up great fums for bimfelf ; he
was not to amafs immenfe fums, for
the gratification of his private avarice.
Was not this then, in effect, a prohi-
bition of avarice, or hoarding ufelefs
wealth 2 And is it poffible, that lefs
could be meant by the precedent pro-
hibition, (which is abfolute and unli-
mited) than the providing of ufelefs
women ? The plain, natural, mean-
ing of the precepts feemeth to me, to
be this; that wealth was not greatly
to be multiplied, for private ufe; nor
wives, at all : 1t being juft as irratio-
nal to muleiply wives, to any degree,
as money to excefs.

~ THE reafon, why a king of Ifiacl
- was not greatly to multiply filver and
| gold

89
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gold to himfelf, (4. e. to his private
ufe) tho’ not exprefled, is fufficiently
Plain; becaufe this was not, ordina- |
rily, to be done, without oppreffin
and impoverifhing his people ; an§

introducing, in conlequence of that,

luxury, and all the evil arts of tyran-

py : to prevent which, befide the
reftraints already laid down, he was
to have the law of God contipually
before his eyess that bis beart might
not be lifted up above bis brethren.

Tais plainly appeareth, from the
concluding reafon of thefe precepts,
affigned by Mofés in thefe worgs 3
that his beart be not lified up above
bis brethrem ;5 and that be turn mot

" afide from the commandment, to the

right hand, or to the l;[t. 1. e. that
he raife not up himfelf into a proud
tyrant, to opprefs his people; or
think himfelf more exempted from a
ftri@ obfervance of {the law of God,

than the meaneft man amongft them ;
that
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that is, in on¢ word, that he may not

become like any of his neighbour .

t)’l‘ ants.

Now what were the ends, for
which the eaftern monarchs amaffed
rreafure, and multiplied horfes, and
wives 2 Was it not evidently for the
ends of pride, luxyry, and tyranpy 2
To the oppreflion of their neighbours,
and the oppreflion, and impoverifh-
ment of their own people 2 And did
God ever intend, that the kings of
Ifrael {hould be kings of this charac~
ter 2 Or did he intend, by thefe re-
ftrains, to guard them from corrup-

tion, in all thele inftances 2 Moft

certainly he did: and if he did, Is
not the plain meaning, and intention,
of the prohibitions above-mentioned,
that he fhould not multiply more
money, mor¢ horfes, or more wives,
than he had juft occafion for 2 And
~ hath any man juft occafion for more

wives than one 2 Are not the ends

of

91
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of nature, and fociety, ufficiently an-
fwered by one? And can a maldi-
plicity of wives an{wer any end, to
a monarch, more than to a private

man ; except the ends of pride,
ftate, and luxury 2 Are not thefe the

ends, for which they have ever been

multiplied 2 The very evils, Mofes

evidently intended to guard againft,

by thefe prohibitions.

I fhall deduce but one plain and
obvious confequence from this reafon-
ing. If a king of Ifrael was prohi-
bited to multiply wives to himfelf,
it is not eafy to believe that any
other man of that nation was per-
mitted to do fo.

T AT David knew the reafons,
why hotfes were not to be multiplied,
fufficiently appeareth from the Scrip-
tures ; and is fully, and clearly, made
out by Dr. Sherlock, in his judicious
differtation on our Saviour’s entry in-

to
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to Ferufalem : and accordingly, he

abftained from multiplying them.

Nay, he abftained fo religioufly in

this point, that it doth not appear,

that ever he kept, at leaft made ufe

of, fo much as one horfe, for any

purpofe whatfoever. We never hear

of one horfe, or one chariot, in all

his wars ; nor of one horfe-officer,

or keeper of horles, among all his

fervants : tho’ the keepers of his affes, :

his camels, his herds, and his flocks,

are particularly mentioned.  Bur ;gh&?

when his fon Solomon {ucceeded him,

we immediately hear of his chariots, -

his hotfes, their number, and the ci- .

ties where they were kept.  And yet

it is. plain, David could have had

them, as well as Solomon ; for he had

money enough (more perhaps than =~

all the prefeat princes of the earth, .

put together). Nay, he could have

had them without any expence; for

he took vaft numbers of them in

war ; bu, inftead of maintaining, he -
' koughed



94

1 Chron.

xviii. 4.

2 Sam
xv.
b

s .

I.

RERLECTIONS on

bougbed them. It is true, he is, in
one flacc, faid to have teferved an
hundred chariots ; and therefore it 1s
concluded, the hotfes of thofe chariots
were refetved too; poflibly for ftate,
but.more probably, for ¢tophies and
monutnents of victory : and in all
probability, he was punithed for fo
doing : %r we find, that both his
fons, Abfalom and Adomijab, began
their rebellious purpofes with a parade

""of horfes, and chariots.

 WHEN Abfalom {lew Amnon, the
reft of the king’s fons gat every man

3 Sun- upon bis male, and fled.

xiii. 29.

2Sam.xv

14, 22.

WHE N Foab fent couriers with
the news of Abfalom’s defear, they
‘ran on foot ; it feemeth from hence
pretty evident, that David kept no
horfes, for any ufe whatfoever.

FroM this condu& of David, in

- relation to hotfes, it is reafonable to
believe,



POLYGAMY.

believe, (the chara&er of that mo-
narch confidered} thae bad the reafons
of the precept, which prohibited wives
to be multiplied; been then as appa-
rent to him, as the reafon of that,
which prohibited horfes ; he never
would have fuffered his incontinence

to fway him, in oppefition to them."

There 13 no toom to doubr, but that
the farre cexts, which have fince influ-
enced Chriftians, to believe Polyga-
my then lawful, had at leaft equal
influence, upon a people blinded, and
mifled, by the frequency of the prac-

tice ||.

|| And indeed, I think it demonttrable, that
this praétice was not then known to be a tranf-
sflion of the law of God, abevesmentioned ;
%eut. xvii. 17. inafmuch as the facred hifto-
rian acquits David of all habitual, deliberate,
violation of the known law of Ged ; fave only,

in the matter of Uriab the Histltd. 1 Kim. xv.

5. For this is the known meaning of that

declaration concerning Kim, that be turned not’

afidc from any thing that be commanted bim; i. e.
he did not deliberately fwerve from any of
the known laws of God. :

Burt

9%
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Bu T till, no prophet was fent to
reprove David for this enormity ;
as there was, in the matter of Ursab.

T o this I anfwer, (befides what
hath -already been urged upon this
head) that the guilt of manifeft mur-
der, and adultery, was doubtlefs more
flagrant, than that of Polygamy could
be, at any time ; (but efpecially in an
age, when' that corrupt pradtice, in
all probability, prevailed; and was
certainly not deemed criminal) ; and
confequently, demanded a feverer

rcproof.

Bur afterall; Is there no reproof,
upon this head, inNathan’s parable 2

~ THE rich man’s flocks, and herds, -
in this parable, are undoubtedly em-
blems of David’s many wives ; as
the. poor man’s ewe-lamb was the
emblem of Uriab’s fingle wife: and

when
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when the prophet faith, that this rich
man had exceeding many flocks and
herds, Can he poffibly mean any
thing lefs, than that David bad mul-
tiplied wives 7 And did David not
know, that his muliplying wives
was a violation of the law of God 2
What can be plainer ?

A ~p I think it is pretty remarks
~able, that Dawvid never took any

other woman to wife, after this re-
proof 5 unlels Abifbag the Shunam-

méte, might be called one : who was

not chofen for any end of luxury, nor
ever made ufe of, in the chara&er of: Kin. i.
a wife. *

ProsAaBLy indeed, his number
of wives, even before this reproof,
was very inferiour to thofe of the Afi-
atic monarchs, his neighbours ; nei-
ther did it come up to that, which
the Rabbins now think allowed him.
And can we believe, that the doctors

H ' of
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of the law thought in a mare refined
manner then 2 When their own fen-
fuality was concerned, in feducing
thetr monarch 2

But ftill, we are told, that the
prophet declareth, that God had given
him bis mafter’s awivves, into bis bofom;
which plainly implieth God’s confent,
that they fhould be his wives.

Ho w! Can thisimply God’s con-
fent, that David fhould commit in-
cet 2 No furely 5 and therefore,
men have, in my humble opinion,
inferred too much, and too rafhly,
from a mere form of fpeech ; which
%iveth no juft, or folid grounds, for
uch an inference.

W E are told by Solomon, Prow.
xxi, 14. that a reaward in the %oﬁm,
pacifiéth ayrath, Doth -it- neceflarily
follow from hence, that a reward

~ muft be pue, literally, into the bo-

fom,
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fom, before it can have this effe& 2
Or is the mete giving of it, {ufficient 2

I'T is a common wiy of {peaking
now in ufe with us, when orie man
hath inriched another, to fay of him,
that he hath put five, or teén, or
twenty thoufand pounds (more or lefs)

into fuch a one’s pocket 5 Is it necef- .

farily implied in this phrafeology,
that he, literally, put thofe fums of
money into his pocket 2 Or is it fuf-
ficient to make good the affertion,
that he put them into his power,
and made him mafter of them ¢ 2

In like manner, doth the expreffion,
of Saul's wives being given into Da-
vid’s bofom, imply, that they were
a¢tually given, or taken, ‘into his

‘T'ake this expreflion in its ftrongeft and
moft ftrict fenfe, as where Sarai tells Abram
that {he had given. her maid into his bofom,
(Gen. xvi. 5.) what more can be meant by i,
than that the gave her into his power?

2 arms?

AFR O3S
RS AR
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arms? No cerrainly : What then can
it mean? Why (fuppoleing the ori-

inal word here to fignify awives)
plainly this; that God had made
him king of l{[m«el ; with all the
matks and enfigns of royalty, by
which any king could be diftinguifh-
ed ; and one of thefe was, the fole
power over the precedent king’s
wives . But tho David had this
power, doth it follow, That he had
a right to ufe it inceftuoufly 2 God
forbid. I no more believe, that he
had a right to ufe Saul’s wives in
this manner, or that he thought fo ;
becaule God gave them to him, +. e.

| guc them into his power; than, that

e had a right to bring a curfe upon

the houfe of /frael, and Fudab, by

numbering the people; becaufe God

4+ This is well known to have been, from
the earlieft antiquity, and to continue to this

day, one of the diftinguifhing marks of royaley,
all over the Eaft.
alfo
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alfo gave them to him. Or that
Abfolom would have had a righe to
murder all the wives of David, (as
in all probability he would have
done || ) if they had fallen into his
power (after the overthrow of his
father) ; becaufe, 1n that cafe, it mighe
have very properly been faid, that
God had given them into his hands.

BuT after all 5 thofe who are of\
opinion , that David took Saul’s
wives to be his own, have not only
had very little attention to the cha-

|| I€ they had fallen into his hands, there is
great reafon to believe, he intended to murder
them all. At leaft, fo Fosb (who was in all
David’s fecrets, as David was let into all Ab-
Jalm's, by means of his friend Huftai ) fuffi
ciently gives us to underftand, from thefe
words in 2 Sam. XiX. §. And Foab came into
the boufe to the king, and faid, Thou baft fbamed
this day the faces of all thy [ervants, which this
day bave (aved thy life, and the lives of thy fons,
and of thy daughters 5 and the lives of thy wives,
and the lives of thy concubines — Now, if this
had happened, Could Abfalom properly plead
- God’s approbation of this murder ?

H 3 racter
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ra&ter of David, but likewife have
had very little attention to the hiftory,
either of Saul, or of Dawid, or the
condition of thole rimes.

FIRST then 5 as to the hiftories of
Saul and Dawvid, tho’ they be more
minutely, and particularly,tranfmitted
to us, than thofe of all the other
kings of Fudab, and Ifrael, put to-
gether ; yet, 1s there not the leaft
grace, either of Sau/s having had
more wives, ar concubines, than one
of each ; or of David’s having taken
any one of Saul’s wives, or concu-

‘bines, to himfelf; or of his having

had any kind of commerce, with
any one of them: which, from the
candour, and impartiality, of their
hiflorians, groundeth a very fair, and
juft prefumption, that he had none,

I x the next place ; the condition
of thafe times naturally leadeth us to
the fame conclufion,

WHEN

/
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WHEN Saul died, Ifbbofbeth his
fon fucceeded him ; and was, for fe-
ven years, king of eleven tribes ;
whillt David was received only by
the twelfth. And can it be made a
rational doubt, Whether Sax/’s whole
family was then in Ifbbofbeth’s

power ?

THAT they were then in his pow-
er, is, I think, fufhiciently evident,
not only from the ficuation of affairs
at that time, but alfo, from the ac-
count we have of Rifpab, Saul’s con-
cubine. The quarrel, between him
and Abner, arofe on account of fome
commerce' Abner was fuppofed to
have with her. Is it not plain from
hence, that the wives and concubines
of Saul (if he had more than one of
each) were then in the pofleffion of
Ifbbofbeth 2 Any commerce of his
with them was inceft, beyond all
controver(y ; and there is nothing in

H 4 his
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his charaer, that fhould induce us
to believe him any more fcrupulous
upon that head, than Abfalom was ;
elpecially, when he might think it
his intereft, and a means of fecurin

the kingdom to him ||. And if Da-
vid {hut up, and never more came
near, thofe concubines, which his
fon went in tot; (ashe cerrainly did)
it is in no wile probable, thac he
would have any commerce with
thofe wives, who had before belong-
ed to Saul; and were afterwards in
the hands of Ifbbofbeth *. Certainly

the

IL However, it is but juft, to obferve that,
in his difpute with Abner, he calleth Rifpab,
his father’s concubine ; not his own.

+ It is not improbable, that this judgment
from God, cooperating with the prophet’s re-
proof, contributed to %ring David into a tho-
rough fenfe of his guilt, in the point of Poly-
gamy. :

* We naturally take the chara&er of a fa-
mily from the father of it ; if there be nothing
to determine us to the contrary. Now, as to
Saul's religion, befides his monftrous maﬂécr?

o
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the pollution, nay, the fulpicion of
the pollution, of inceft upon himfelf,
and upon thofe women, by fucha
commerce, muft be more {hocking
to fuch a fpirit as his, than the invo-
luntary pollution contraéted by his
own women ; in which he had no
{hare, and poflibly, they no guile.
Elpecially, when he could propole no
advantage to himfelf by fuch a com-
merce ; the kingdom being now his
own, without a rival : and when,
in all probability, he could be under
no temptation to this guilt, from the
vouth, or beauty, of any of the per-
fons, fuppoled to be concerned in
it.

of Abimelech, his aflociates, and whole city in
the fecurity of their innocence ; (in which the
Gibconites, in all probability, had their fhare )
we may form a rational conjeture concernin
it, from what Dawvid faith to the elders of I/%-
rael 5 1 Chrom. xiii. where advifing them to
bring again the ark, he addeth, for we inguired
a0t at it in the days of Saul.

How

lo’
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How long they had been Saul’s
wives (fuppofing he had any fuch) is
uncertain 5 but, if we may judge by
the unfettled condition of his later
years, probably a confiderable time:
but however that may be, the di-
ftance of more than feven confuming
years, betwixt Saul’s death and Da-

“@id’s fucceflion to Ifbbofbeth, will, I

believe, be found fufficient to exhauft
the bloom of a fhort-lived, Afiatic,
beauty. This is certain ; that a lefs .
fpace hath been found fufficient to
exhauft it, in thofe regions, where it
1s fuppofed more permanent.

BEsIDES all this, Rifpab was one
of thefe wives ; fhe was undoubtedly
put into David’s power, as well as
the reft; butis there the leaft colour,
or pretence of reafon for believing,
that ever fhe was literally in his bo-

{om 3

Trg
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THE leaned letter-writer, and
others, may think as they pleafe upon
this point 5 but, I hope, they will
allow me to believe David incapable
of fo grofs, {o fruitlefs, fo untempting
a guilt : even if he had had any op-
portunity of incurring it, as | verily
believe he had nor,

T o all this may be added thz& the

word which in this text is tranflated

wives, doth in its primary import
fignify only awomen; and that the
generality of the Rabbins underftand
it in this place to fignify only the la-
dies of Saul’s court|), and are alfo of
opinion, that it was unlawful, even
for a king of Ifracl, to marry the
widow o% a king. And indeed, as
far as I can learn, it ‘was a_practice

even in this fenfe almoft unknown to

|| See Seld. Ux. Hilr. L. i. c, 10,
the

107
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the heathen, that a man fbould bave
bis father’s aife {.

BuT if we underftand the expref-
fion fo as to comprehend all the wo-
men over whom Sau/had any power,
the prophet’s reafoning; and Dawvid’s

uile will both be feen in their ftrong-
cft light : and that it muft be fo un-
derftood, Ithink, is evident from the
text, I gave thee thy mafter’s boufe,
and thy mafler's avives, &c. i.e. |
put Saul’s whole family into your
power. How criminal muft David
be in his attempt upon Ursab’s wife,
when he had {o many other women
in his power to chufe out of ! whereas
had his choice been confined to anti-

Unlefs in fuch inftances as that of Nero or
Caracalla. It is true, Procopius tells us in his
fourth book of the ¥andal wars, that this was
cuftomary among the Varni; and Cefar charg-
eth the antient Brizons with yet greater abomi-
nations ( Bell. Gall. 1. v. c. 14. Grew.) but men
of learning have with goog reafon doubted,
whether their informations were well grounded.

quated
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quated and polluted Rifpab, (the
only furviving wife of Sau/ that we
hear of) I cannot conceive what
foundation there could be for this pare
of the prophet’s reproach.

BESIDES 5 if David had been con-
fcious to himfelf of fuch guilt, wasit
poffible for him, in a pfalm of thank(-
giving to God upon his thorough
ftablifhment in the kingdom, to cry
out, nay, to appeal to God, as he
doth in the xviiith plalm, 7Zhe Lord
reawarded me according to my righte-

109

oufnefs, &c. For I bave kept the ways , sn; |
‘{f tbe Lord; as for bis Satutes, I dsd =it

not depart from them. I was alfo up-
right before bim, and bave kept my-
[elf from mine insquity. This is' an
appeal, which I am perfuaded, no
hypocrite, not even the moft aban-
doned," ever yet madeto God ; how-

ever he mighe glofe, and falfify before

men. See plalm cxix.

RE-
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DisserTATION VL

UT fll it is obje@ed in

favour of Polygamy, thac

il thofe countries where it is
pcrmltted are more nu-

merous in thclr inhabitants , than
thofe where it 1s Pl’Ohlblth and
they inftance in Zurkey, Cbma, and

Fapan.
As
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A s to the firft of thefe, it is well
known (fay they ) that the Afiatic
armies are much more numerous
than cthe European ; and it is allowed,
that China and Fapan are the beft
inhabited regions of the earth ; and
thefe advantages are afcribed to the
benefit of Polygamy.

BuT, with great fubmiffion, no-
thing can be more rafh and ille
grounded- than thefe conclufions.

T n e Turk is tyrant over an im«
menfe tract of earth, abfolute mafter
of the lives and fortunes of his fub-
jects|l, and therefore he can at any
time croud as many of them together

|| All the lands of that empire are held upon
the terms of military contributions. That is,
under conditions of fupplying the emperor
with a certain number otP horfe and foot, in
proportion to the extent and value of the eftate.

un:

11
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under his enfigns as he thinks fi,
and hence his armies are much more
numerous, than thofe of the Euro-
pean powers, whofe empires are much
lefs extenfive, and whole dominion
is lefs abfolute ; but at the fame time,
it is well known that his Janizaries,
his beft foldiers, the fupport and
ftrength of his empire, are the fons
of chriftian parents, who are no way
indebted to Polygamy for their in-
creale.

BuT, fuppofe the cafe otherwife,
the number of the Grand Seignior’s
forces inferreth nothing in favour of
Polygamy, for the reafons now men-
tioned.

TuE only queftion is, Whether
the inhabitants of thofe countries, over
which he is cyrant, are become more
numerous fince the admiffion of Po-
lygamy amongft them 2 And 1t is
evident to demonflration;, that they

1 are



POLYGAMY.
are dot: Notwlthftanding cthe vaft
fupplies they have reccived (ahd do
daily) from their depredations on thé
European borders ||, fometimes to the

|| It is well known, that the Crim:Tartars
make 2 trade of ravageing the horders of Po-
{and, and Mufeovy, and carrying the inhabitants
into flavery to” Conffantsuople, &c: befide the
Turkifb depredations in the Levant.  Sez Churd
chill’s Collection of Wpyages, p. 530. *

Ofearius telateth, that the Circaffian Tartars

trade with one another in horfes, lads, and -

maids, which they fteal fronr the frontiers of
deg)” p: 165. _

nd Bufbeguiusy p. 103« that at the gates of
Conflantinople he mer with whole waggon-loads
of boys and girls brought from. Igﬁgmgm to
Conftantinvple to be fold; and that no merchan-
dize is more frequent among them than that ;
befides the fale of flaves taken in wat, which
is a Eainﬁll trade, p 158, 159.

‘The Perfrans have their Georgians to fupply
their armies, as the Zurks their Fanizaries:
Fryary p. 359.
~ 'The north coaft of the Black féa, from the
lake Maotis to Mingrelia, is full of woods in«
habited by a fort of mountaineers, called
Chevcks, who ate not fubje to the Zurks, but
trade with all fliips as they pafs by for flaves
male and female, 'wgth which they furnith the
Turk 5 (Univ. Travel. p. 814.) by which the
country is difpeopled. bid. p. 815.

I amount
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amount of half a million of fouls at
once. Nay, whoever compareth the
prefent ftace of thole countries with
the antient, in the times of the Greeks,
and Romans, will find abundant rea-
fon to conclude, that notwithftanding
their imaginary increafe from Polyga-
my, they do not now contain one
half, nay, not one tenth of their an-
tient either heathen or chriftian inha-
bitants, Their great and flourifhing
cities are either in utter ruine, or in
comparative defolation || ; and no
new ones worth nameing are rifen
up in their ftead. - The- place of ma-
ny of them is not fo much as to be
found ; and’ many others are only
known by fome remain of antient
magnificence, or fome monument of

|| T am fenfible that Grand Cairo is an excep-

" ftion to this obfervation, and poffibly fo may

Conftantinople in point of inhabitants : but thefe
exceptions no way affect the truth of the gene-
1al obfervation. -

more
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more diftinguifhed ruine ; the prefent
rude race that poflefs them, ftrangers
to culture, and enemies to art and
clegance, have fpread mifery and de-
folation where-ever they came.

, WatH what heavy hearts do all
travellers of tafte, or common huma-

~ nity, traverfe thefe fad ruines of an«
yent grandeur ! furveying their pre-
fenc devaftation with an equal mix-
ture of pity and contempt ; and ag-:
gravateing it by comparifon with
‘hei.r antient glory; ina word, who-
ever will allow himfelf time and at-
tention enough to furvey the feveral
regions of this great empire, whether
in their pagan or’ chriftian ftate, and

. compare that with their prefent depo-
pulation, will have as much reafon
to believe that the prefent Athini
' tranfcendeth the antient Athens, or
the molque at- Ferufalem, Solomon’s
terople, as’thac Polygamy hath peo-
 pled Afia.

r
i

| Y - Nary,

'n5
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Ny, the contrary to this is fo
demonftrably true, that whoever
throughly confidereth the flate of that
empire, will have abundant reafon to
conclude, that if it were not for their
conftant {upplies of chriftian captives ||,
and that policy faral o Chriftendom,
of fupporting their empire by chrif-
tian natives educated, and perverted
to Mahometifm, the Furks had long
fince ceafed to be a people ; nor
doth it require great fagacity to
forefee, that whenever that policy
ceafeth, (as 1tis faid to be in its § de-

cline)

)

.|| And thetefore Siy Paul Ricaut very judie
cioufly obferveth, that the checking of thae
trade would be the moft effe€ual way of
weakening this empire, ’

4 The Fanizaries ave now become a confi-
derable body in this empire,. as the Pr.aorian -
bands were ‘in the Roman 3 and the Zurks are
fatd, by bribeing their offcers, to procute the
admiffion of many of their children jato it, ig-
ftead of thofe of chriftians, - Whether any of-
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cline ) their empire will not leng fur-
vive 1t.

Bur flill it is objected, that China
and Fapan are confefledly the beft
peopled regions of the earth, and in
them Polygamy remarkably prevail-
eth. _

In anfwer to this, I {hall begleave
to confider the flate of both thefe
countrics in a very particular manner

~with relation to this point ; and
| doubt not to demonftrate to the con-
viétion of the meaneft capacity, that
the number of inhabitants in each of
thefe empires, 1s fo far from being in-
creafed, that it is greatly check’d by

them are admitted, by the fame means, into

| the feminaries of the Ichoglans and Agiamoglans
gwhich were originally to confift of chriftians)
cannot fay,

I3 Po-
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Polygamy : and that the excefs of

females above males in thofe countries,
(if in truth they do exceed ) is owing
to other caufes than the proportion of
their natural increafe,

I~ the firft place then, I believe
it will be allowed, that the great na-
tura] increafe of people in all countries,
is from the increafe of the populace.
Now the common people in China,
who are there, as in all other countries,
the bulk of the people, and an ex-
ceeding majority, marry but one
wife ; and confequently the increafe
of that people above all others is not
due to Polygamy. If the increafe of
inhabitants 1n any country were due
to Polygamy, the inhabitants would
certainly be found to increafe moft in
thofe countries, (ceteris paribus)where
that practice was found to be moft
prevalent with the greater part of the
people; as in Turkey for example,
S ' (where
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(where it remarkably prevaileth ||)
whereas 1n faét it is otherwife : and
the common people in China who
marry but one wife, increafe fafter
than thofe of the Zurks, who marry
many ; and there is reafon to believe,
that this practice hath not long pre-
vailed even among the people of bet-
ter condition in China. The reafon
why the common people of China
marry but one wife, is exprefly men-
tioned in fome accounts of that coun-
try, and eafily collected from all the
reft ; they buy their wives there, (as
they do almoft all over the Eaft) and
are unable to purchafe and maintain
more than one; nor can it well be
otherwife, except in thofe parts of the
world, where the original inhabicants

|| But with this difference, that the bulk of
common people in Zurkey are chriftians, who
are found in faét to have more children by one
wife, than the Zurks by many. See Salmon's
prefent State of the Turkith Emspire, ch. vi.

I 4 are

1o
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are {laves and poor, and their tyrants
tich, asinZurky, or where the wives
are reduced to fuch an abject flate of
{lavery as to maintain both themfelves
and their husbands by hard labour ;
as in fome parts of Afric.

In the nexe place, the Chinefé have
for four thoufand years paft enjoyed
the advanrage of more peace and bete
ter civil inftitutions than any region
under heaven § hath for fuch g
length of time ; and if mankind are
doubled in the ordinary ftateof things
in the compals of abour 300 years,
we may cafily conceive why Ching
(fo advantaged far beyond the ordinary
condition of other countries) fhould
be the beft pcopl:d segion of the
carth ||. '

| In

~

o

+ See Navarette’s Accounts of China. Chur=-

chill’s Co/keét. of Trav. Vol, L. ch. v. h
|| In any place or country where the num~
ber of people is to the annual increafe ina ;_:ton-
- ant
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I~ the next place, when China
was conquered, as it hath been cwice

by

flant given ratio ; and where they are neither
diminithed by the emigration of the natives,
nor augmented by the acceffion of ftrangers,

~ the time in which the inhabitants will be

doubled, may be determined in the following
manner.

Let the number of people be to the annual
increafe as N to .4, confequently N+ 4 will
be as the number of people alz,er one year ;
and forafmuch as V. N4 N“;"’ I’ ﬂls_"i"

. will

- be as the number of people after two years,

i
i
r
,
)

NFal®

Nl

and

as the number after three years,

and fo on. And if 7 be pur to denote the
years wherein the number will be doubled,

we fhall have this equation I.LLT";I 7; =2 Nand

il Log. 2.
pida e =2and T=s -
N7 Log NJ- 4 — Log. N.

Now from Dr. Hally’s obfervations on the bills

of mortality at Breflaw, it appeareth, that of

29 perfons one dies annually ; and that the

fleaths are to the births as 1 to r.055, confe-
b1

quently |
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by the Zartars, tho' grear numbers
of the natives were flain, yer was

quently the number of people is to the annual
increate, as 29 to 0.055, {0 that in this cafe
N+ A=29055 and N=:29000 ; and the diffe-
rence of their logarithms, viz. 8229 dividing
the logarithm of 2, viz. 3010300 gives 366 for
the number of years in which the inhabitants
of Brc{{_aw will be doubled. Again, from the
beft obfervations it appeareth, that throughout
England, of 40 ﬁc;fons one dies annually ; and
Mr. Derbam tells us, that the deaths are to
the births as 1 to 1.12. confequently the num-
ber of people in England is to the annual in-
creafe as 40 to o.12, and therefore N--.4=
4012, and N==4000 and the difference ot their
logarithms, v13, 13009 dividing the logarith
of 2 as before, ﬁives 231 for the number of
years in which the people of England will be
doubled ; which is a little lefs than two thirds
of the time requifite at Brefaw, The reafon
of this difparity is, that in England they are
lefs mortal than at Breflaw in the proportion
of 29 to 40 ; and more prolific in the propor-
tion of 1120 to 1055.

And tho’ we fhould fuppofe the inhabitants
of fome countries more mortal and lefs prolific
than thofe at Breflaw, apd others lefs ‘mortal
and more prolific than thofe of England, yet
ftill 300 years may be eftimated at a medium
as the time in which mankind under the cir=
cumftances firft laid down, will be doybled.

that
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that devaftation more than made up
by a vaft influx of the conquerors
from that inexhauftible hive of Zare
tary. ‘

THEIR armies were mighty, many,
and fucceffive; and as they gained
round, they invited their friends to
%ollow them ; many of their wives
attended them in the expedition ||; as
others followed in great numbers *,
infomuch that in the laft conqueft of
China, the imperial cities of Pekin
and Nankin were wholly peopled
anew by Zartars ; the natives being
forced out into other habirations  ;
and if we confider the incredible num-
bers of men faid to dwell in thefe ci-
ties, the vaft numbers of Zartars fent
to guard the great wall, and to garri-

|| Palafox’s Comqueft of China by the Tartars.
P 583 '
* Ibid. p. 554.
t fon
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% Palafox’s Comqueft of China, p. 578,
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fon all the other towns and cities of
this mighty empire after the conqueft,
we fhall have rcafon to believe, that
China gained an increale of inhabi-
tants by this revolution.

T 118 point then is I hope fufh-
ciently clear, that China doth not
owe the number of its people to Po-

lygamy.

LET us now confider the fuppofed
excefs of females above males in thae
empire, and fee whether that (fu
poleing it fact) can be accounted for
upon other principles than the pro-
portion of their natural increafe,

In the firft place then, the number
of males flain in the laft conqueft of
China greatly exceeded (as it ordina-
rily happeneth) that of the females 4 ;

and
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and we are rold that the Tarsars took
none of the Chinefe women to wife
for three or four years after their
conqueft; §before which time they
had women enough from their own
country. And as fome millions of
men were flain in this conqueft, and
the civil commotions precedeing i, it
is evident thar great numbers of wo-

men muft be left a¢ this time defti-

tute of husbands.

IN the nexe place, whereas there
are three fe&s of Bonzi or Monks,
“who profefs celibacy in China, we
are affured chat chere were three mil-
lions of only one fe@ of thofe monks
in China, at the time of the Zartar
conqueft | 5 a number fingly fuffi-
cient to create a great excels of un-
married females ; and at the fame

4 Palafox’s Congueft of Chins, p. 554
|| Ibid. p. 460. .
time
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time greatly to check the increafe of
that people ; and this upon fuppofi-
tion that the other two fects made up
no number worth mentioning, which

" however we have no reafon to be~

lieve ; fince the firft of thefe, which is
the learned fect, hath temples dedi-
cated to Confucius in every town and
city, befides thofe to Ching - Hoang
the tutelar genius of the empire, thofe
dedicated to the Spirit of fire, the
God of the waters, and many others ;
and all thofe temples muft have
priefts to attend them ¥,

W E are alfo told, that the fecond
fect hath very many temples thrgugh-
out all China||, but with this abate-
ment, that fome of their-; pricfts,
marry. ,‘

" A's to the third, viz. the idol fe@

.of India, their monafteries, pagodes,

® Navarette, B. 11 ch. ix.
|| Tbid.

and
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and ' priefts are corfefledly innume-
rable. Their temples, faith Nava-

rette ||y are innumerable, fome have

five bundred, fome eight bundred,

fome a thoufand Bonzes. And if we

add to all thefe the number of her-
mits difperfed throughout the whole
empire, we {hall have reafon to be-
lieve that the whole of the reclufes
and monaftics of China will amount
to at leaft twice three ‘millions
which I am fatisfied ‘is much- more
than the furplus number of ‘wives in-
dulged by the permiffion-of a plura-
lity throughott that empire. .

TuE laft check (chat I thall men-
~ tion) upon the increafe of people in
' China, and fuch as at the fame time
leaveth a great number of females of
neceflity unmated, is the great num-
~ ber of eunuchs made and maintained

|| Navarette, B. 1L ch. ix.
L through-
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throughout that empire, to be a
guard upon their feraglio’s. An em-
pire where the nobility and men of
wealth are more numerous than in
any other under heaven. We are in-
formed from Nawvarette, that when
Xun. Chi, the laft Tartar conqueror
died, ( which was about eighty years
ago) there were fix thonfand eunuchs
turned out of the palace at once: and
we are informed by Purchas, of fix-
teen thoufand in the palace at once 4
and of three thoufand chofen into it
at one time out of twenty thounfand
prefented.  For as this is a great pres
Ermcnt, ‘the poorer fort throughout
the empire emalculate their handfome
fons in hopes of this preferment |).

Frowm all which it appeareth, thae
the great number of females in China

\| Univesfal Travellery p. 672. of the Dublin

lefe

Edition.
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lefe to fupply the feraglio’s of plura-
lifts is intirely owing to the Zartar
conqueft, to that fuperftitious celiba~
cy and that cruel evirarion which pre-
vail there; the firft of which deftroy-
ed fo many native males, as the
two latter daily cut off fuch an infi-

nite number of men from their natu-

ral rights, and from difchargeing the
duries they owe to fociety ; and how

much the increale of people in this

empire is check’'d by thefe abomina-
tions, let any man of common un-

derftanding judge.

- FURTHER yet ; That the increafe
of people in that country, is check’d
’ by Polygamy, will appear clearly
from another proof ; and that is,
- fhewing that in fact, notwithftanding
the advantages it hath over all other
’ countries, it is not the beft peopled
country in the world.

K SOME
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SoM E writers of good note make |
China as large as all Europe ; now,
fuppofe it only half as large, it is evi-
dently more than ten times as large
as England; the inhabicants of Cbina
are found by the exacteft compira-
tion to be about fifty-eight millidns|),
thofe of England are eftimated at ele-
ven ; if this computation be right, it
is evident that China is not half as
well peopled as England.

|| So Salmon computeth them after Newboff,
Mod. FHiff. Vol. 1. cﬁ. i ‘

'Tho’ Kircher would have us believe that the
very men are fo many (China Hiufirata, Parc
IV. c.ii.) by his account the men are ten to
a family in feveral provinces of the empire ;

~ and fix and a half at a medium throughout,

which is incredible. :

Now, fuppofe the women as numerous,
then every family in China will contain thirteen
men and women one with another befides chil-
dren, which is abfolutely impoffible in the
nature of things, for then every man and wife
muft at their firft going together into a houfe
of their own, have eleven iﬁves toattend them.

THE

[ 4
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T 1 E inhabitants of China have
not been diminifhed, that we know
of, for fome thoufands of years, by
wars, by commerce, or by colonies,
as thofe of England are and have been
daily diminifhed by all thefe drains,
in all parts of the habitable world;
and yet they are more numerous in
proportion ; it is evident then that
the natives of England ||are and have
been much more increafed by Mono-

gamy, than thofe of China by Po-
lygamy. .

THE cale of Fapan is, I own,
wholly different from that of China
in the bufinefs of Eunuchifm ; for no
fuch cuftom prevaileth there that I
can find, (for here women are attend-
ed by women f{laves).

|| If it be objefted that the inhabitants of
England have been greatly increafed by foreign
acceflions ; I anfwer, {o hath Chiza in propor-
tion.

K 2 | . But
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| BuT then other abominations
which are the natural and neceffary
confequences of Polygamy have the
very fame influence upon that people,
and equally defeat the ends of fociety;

. I mean, thofe deteftable and abomi-

nable proftitutions of both fexes pub-
lickly permitted and encouraged
throughout that whole empire 5 to
the infinite reproach of that reafon
whofe fufficiency is fo celebrated.

N o w, the confequences of thefe
proﬁitutions are thefe.

FIrsT, that great numbers of men
indulgcd in cthis licentious way are
diverted from regular marriages.

SECONDLY, that many of the
unhappy' creatures fo expofed, efpe-

41Q S;:oKemfér’s Hiff. of Japan Eng. p. 260,
, 600,

cially
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cially of the male fex, perith young.
And ’ ‘

THIR DLY, that they who live
longer in this vile profeffion, are yet
utterly ufelefs to all the purpofes of
Propagation.

A ND that thefe proftitutions are
the natural confequences of Polygamy
is evident, inafmuch as a great num-

ber of women unnaturally fhut up 1n

feraglio’s, of neceffity leaveth a great
number of men deprived of their na-
tural rights; thefe men however muft
be indulged, and there is no poffi-
bility of indulgeing them but by pub-
lic proftitucions.

AND thus (to fay nothing of men)
are all orders and degrees of women
in that empire differently diftrefled
fome by the craveings and miferies of
natural wants unindulged 5 and others
by all the abufes of brutality and

| -~ K3 ~excefs 5

133
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excefs 5 and can any man who hath
the leaft remains either of virtue or
humanity need ampler or more ag-
gravated proofs of the evils of Poly-

gamy, than fuch as this fingle confi-

deration will fuggeft 2

Now, the infinite number of bro-
thels throughout that empire, and the
prodigious refort to them is, I think,
a plain proof, that the men are a

- great majority there; for this fheweth

that a great part of the people hath a
demand for proftitutes.

To illuftrate this by a parallel

- inftance 5 the proftitutes licenfed for

the fingle city of Ifpahan are, we are
told, forty thoufand % ; now, fup-
pofe one half of thofe that refort to

~ thefe, to be married men, yet muft

we fuppofe at leaft eighty thoufand

+ Fryars Zravels, p. 395- .
un-
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unmarried men in that city; other-
wife there were no occafion for fuch
a number of licences; and can we
wnagine that the women fhut up in
the feraglio’s of that city amount to
half that number 2 No furely 5 for
the rich in all great cities are compa-
ratively few 5 and they only can keep
a plurality of wives (which is the cafe
ofP all countries where the women are
fhut op); whereas then there are
more brothels licenfed and encou-
rafged in Fapan than in any region
of the earth, it is plain, that there
muft be more unmarried men in ic,
and this realoning is ftrengthened by
confidering, that there hath been no
deftruction of men there for many
ages, either by war or commerce,
which in other countries greatly con-
tribute to.reduce the males to an
equality with the females.

THER E is befides this, another
check upon their increafe 5 and that
K 4 s,

13§
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is, the power all men of fortune have
over their flaves, whom they can flay
at will, and whom they often call
upon to flay themfelves at their en-
tercainments out of gaiety and gallan-
try ; as alfo the cuftom which pre-
vailethamongthofe flaves, of facrifice-
ing themfelves in great numbers (from
twenty to forty at a time) at the
graves of their lords ¥, who being
very-numerous ( poffibly more fo in
proportion to the extent of the em-
pire than even in China); their deaths
muft create a great flaughter of males,
and confequently a great number of
widowed wives, and helplefs orphans
to be added to their brothels and fe=
raglio’s,

Bu'r the principal check upon
their increafe here, as well as in Chis

. va,
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na, is the celibacy of the priefthood,
which is here incredibly numerous ||.

A N D whereas there are twelve
fects in this empire, each of which
arc inftruéted by priefts of their own,
the ecclefiaftics of eleven of thefe are
rohibited to marry under pain of
death §, buc indulged in an abomi-
nable licence of another kind,

AND we learn from Kemfer*, that
tho’ two orders of the twelfth fect

are permitted to marry, yet they fel-
dom do fo.

Now, whercas thefe priefts are in
one part fo numerous as to equal
about a tenth part of the layety $,

|| Mandelfo’s Travels p. 154. Kemfer, p. 486,

487,- 238, 29.
4 Mandelfo, p. 154. Canidius i Churchill’s
Cillett. Vol. L. p. 488.
* Ibid. p. 305.
# Ibid, K.t;mfer, P- 486, 487

how

*
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how greatly this feclufion of fuch

qumbers of men from marriage muft
multiply the number of women above
thofe of the married men in that pare,
and confequently provide fupplies for
ftews and the feraglio’s of the rich, is

fufficiently obvious.

Bur then it muft be remembered,
chat thefe monatftics are only thus nu-
merous at Miaco, the refidence of
their eccleffaftical emperor 5 and this
fuppefed excefls of females in one city
can bear no proportion to that natural
excefs of males throughout an empire
fo extenfiveand fo populous.

Now, if we fuppofe the pricfthood
even half fo numerous in other parts
of the empire, which is a large fup-
pofition,  this however 1n a nation
where men are not exhaufted either
by war or navigation, will fcarce
bting the females to an equality with
the marriageable males, and confe-

quently
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quently there can be no fisplus of
women for Polygamy.

AxD indeed I think it evident from
the beft accounts of this empire, that
there is rather a fcarcity of women
throughout it than any exceeding;
confequently the increafe of the na-

tives is much more check’d than pro-.

moted by Polygamy; and one proof
of this fcarcity of women (befides the

mulcitudes of their male and female:

proftitutes) 1s, that guards are kepe
upon the outroads of the imperial
city, to hinder women from being
carried away from it |.

B u T, fuppole the cale otherwife,

139

and fuppofe the married men in Far |

pan to beget more children by their
- many wives than they could if con-
fined to one, will this prove the num-

ber of mankind beft increafed by Po-

|| Kemfer, p. 512,

i  lygamy:
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lygamy 2 the plain queftion is, Whe-
ther they are more increafed in that
way, than they would be, if every
man in that empire were indulged in
the right of marriage with one wife?
and I believe, no man of common
fenfe, and knowledge in the ftate of

that country, will infift that they
are, '

Bu T flill it may be urged, that
the inhabitants of this empire are very
numerous.

I own they are, and fo muft the
inhabitants of every nation under
heaven be in length of time, how-

~ ever their increafe may be check’d by

Polygamy, if we fuppofe that increafe

~uncheck’d by ill government, igno-

rance of the ars of life, and the
drains of war, peftilence ¥, com-

+ The plague is not known in Fapar. See
Salmon’s frcfmt State of Japan, o
~ | merce,
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merce, and colonies : which hath

been remarkably the cafe of Fapan
for many ages, (nay, they are gene-
rally believed to.increafe under \all
thefe difadvantages) tho’ill govern-
ment always driveth them away.

L ET us fuppofe Fapan as full of
inhabitants as it can hold, which I
believe is not the cafe, fince the in-
habitants are prohibited to quit the
empire upon pain of death ; whereas
if they were overcharged, they would
be glad to be eafed 5 however, fup-
pofe this to be really the cafe, Are
mankind born only for one country 2

SuPPOSE Fapan throughly peopled,

Is the world fo? Moft certainly it is
not. - . -

W Y then fhould the increafe of
its citizéns be check’d, as it certainly
is by Polygamy, and the confequence
of it, Proftitution 2 And by a fuper-

ftitious
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ftitious feclufion of great numbers of

“males from marriage ?

GivE me leave to add, chat chrif-
tian flates are nat altogether uncon-
cerned in the confequences of fuch
feclufions.

" B this time I hope it clearly ap-

eareth, that the number of mankind
is far from being increafed either in
China or Fapan by the permiffion of
Polygamy ; quite otherwife, the in-
creale of the human fpecies is mani-

- feftly check’d, and their miferies mul=

tiplied by that permiffion, not only
in thofe regions, but in every region
of the habitable world,

I fpeak this upon full convi@ion,
the confequence of a long and care-
ful inquiry into the beft accounts I
could meet with of all the parts and
portions of this globe.

UroxN
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Uron the whole, if we confider
the infinite evils derived from the
practice of Polygamy in all parts of
the earth, where it obtaineth, upon
the men by the luxury of fome, the
eviration of others, and the exclufion
of infinite numbers from their natural
rights : upon the women by the di-
ftractions of envy and jealoufy, by
rageing appetites unindulged, by cruel
confinement, by abjeét flavery, and
a feclufion from the nobleft rights of
nature and fociety : and upon both,
by that profticution and brutality, to
which great numbers of both are ex-
pofed by it : and laftly, by the fe-
clufion of both from that right and
regular commerce of the fexes, that
true {ocial union of affeion and in-
terefts which God ‘intended, and na-
ture demandeth. I fay, whoever

confidereth all thefe evils, and abhor-

reth not Polygamy the parent of them
all, that man hath a foul uteerly
' eftranged
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eftranged from all focial and benevo-
lent affeions ; from all true love of
liberty, and reverence of virtue; and
from all awe, honour, and venera-
tion of the Supreme Being.

RE-
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much amongft them before the efta-
blifthment of Mahomertifm.

For fitt, Herodotus, and Trogus,
who feem to have carefully confidered
the manners of the Scythians, give us
no hint of any fuch pracice prevail-
ing amongft them ; tho’ their other

fingularities -are carefully noted.

Buc at the fame time it muft be
owned, that:they are mentioned by
Strabo, as having their wives and
children in common.

)

. In the next place, Pomponius Me-

/a, who alfo fhould feem to have been
2 careful inquirer, found no fuch
 practice among any of the northern
 nations of Europe, except thar of
| Thrace only 5 who probably borrow-
ied it from their Afiatic neighbours.
| And chis nation only of all the Exro-
 peans is noted by Strabo (1. 7.) on
 the fame account. ‘ '

) .
L 2 IT
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I'T is crue we'are told by Zacstus
Y

in his account of Germany, that this
(Germany) was almoft the only na-
tion among the Barbarians, where
fingle marrages were in ufe ||: bucin
this I think he muft be miftaken for
the reafons now mentioned. Befides
that, this nation are fuppofed by
Strabo to have been called Germans
by the Romans, becaufe they were
Germani, that is, brethren to the
Gauls. And indeed the Gauls we
hear fo often of in the Roman hifto-
rians before the times of Cefar, feem
to have been in all refpeéts the. fame
people.  Cefar t we know hath
given a particular account of their
manners, as they ftood at that time;

|| He hath alfo obferved, that there were
fome few of this nation, who thought the mar-
riage of more wives than one a diftinguithing
pre-eminence of their nobility. |

|| Bell. Gall. 1. vi.
and
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and yet without the leaft mention of
their being Polygamifts :  which
could not have been well avoided,
efpecially when he defcribed their
manners in contradiftin&ion to thofe
of the Germans. We are alfo told
by Strabo, (1. 7.) that the Germans
are in their manners like the Gauls.

BuT thefe writers will eafily be
reconciled, if we fuppofe that Zacitus,
confidering Gaxl as now a Roman pro-
vince, did not place its inhabitants
among the number of the Barbarians.

I T 1s obfervable however, befides
all chis, that it is made matter of
doubt even by Zacitus himlelf, whe-
ther the Aravifeci migrated from
Germany ioto Pannonia, or the Qf
defcended into Germany from them g
inafmuch as their language, manners,
and inftitutions were ftill the fame.

L3 BuT, |
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BuT, fuppoling the Germans were
the only nation among the Barbari-
ans that abftained from Polygamy,
it is evident to a demonftration, that
they multiplied fafter than any other
nation of the known world. And
of this we need no other proof than
the accounts we have of their incre-
dible numbers, their continued con-
tentions with the whole Roman power,
and their almoft as continued flaugh-
ters from Marius to Gratian; not-
withftanding which they at laft pre-
vailed over the whole force of the
empire, and were eftablifhed into an
empire of their own, at leaft as much |
by the advantage of their numbers as
their prowefs.

THE numbers vanquifhed by Ma-
rius were prodigious : and yet thofe
fubdued and flaughtered by Cefar
were much more confiderable. Under
the reign of Augupus, Drufus we

are



afe told: fubdued the greateft and
ftrongeft nations { of Germany ; and
yet notwithftanding this every one
knows with what e¢xcefs and bitter-
nefs of> grief char emperar was wont,
after this, to call ypon Quiwsilius
Varus ta reftare thofe legions, which
this peaple had intirely gut off.

In the {ucceeding reign Germanicus
the fon of Drufus, atter many hard
and dangerous confliéts, ‘sriumphed
over the Germass, who yet vexed

- the Romap-territories befase the end of
it, His fon Caliguls undertook an

—

expedition againf} them, but return-
ed wichgue either conquaft or glory,

In the reign of Vofpafian, Pliny
the eldex found materials ¢nough for
an ample hiftory of the Roman wars
with the Germaus, which bg compoled

+ Mwm)ast’omﬂimm éqgt@ Germanig.
. | L4 in
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in twenty books. Plin. Ep. 1. 1.
Ep. V.

AND it is obferved by Zacitus,
that from the confulate of Cecilius
Metellus to the fecond confulate of
Trajan, (a fpace of about 210 years)
the Romans were employed in fubdu-
ing the Germans : in which fpace [
think it evident that they fuftained
more damage from that nation than
from all the reft of the world befides.
Itis true, Zacitus hath touched but
lightly upon thefe lofles ; yet he can-
not help owning that they were greater
than thofe fuftained from the Sam-
nites,. the Carthaginians, the Spa-
niards, the Gauls, or the Parthians ,
that they loft five confular armies to-
gether, befides the legions under
Varus 5 that neither Marius, Cefar,
Drufuss, Nero, or Germanicus {ub-

~ dued them with impunity ; that after

this they became the invaders, and
drove the legions from their ftations,
| | and



POLYGAMY.

and grafped at Gan/; in a word, that
of late years they were more tri-

umphcd over than fubdued.

FR OM this time we hear little of
them till che reign of Marcus Aure-
lius, who was fuccefsful againft them
but not without infinite flaughter,
and lofs of his armies |. In honour
of whofe conquefts over them and
the Sarmate their allies, that noble

illar which bore his name was
ereted to him by decree of the fenate.
And from this pillar it fufficiently
appeareth, that the Romans themfelves
then thought the deliverance of their
emperor and armies, and the deftruc-
tion of their enemies wrought by the

miraculous interpofition of Almighty
God *. :

|| Univerfi exercituis Romani perierunt.
Eutrop. 1. viii. )
* See Rubens’s delineation of this pillar.

N, XV. N )
But



154

REPLECTIONS on

But whether this were obtained
by the prayers of the chriftians, or
the piety of the emperor, is no part
of my prefent purpofe to determine.

COMMQDUS who fucceeded
him is obferved by hiftorians to have
had no refemblance of his father, but
in his fuccefs againft the Germans.

T u E Germans began again to be

. troublefome under the reign of Max -
¢émin 5 and were again fubdued. And

yet about twenty years after they ra~
vaged the empire under the reign of
Valerian 5 and penetrated as far as
Ravenna 3 and in the nexe reign as
far as Spain. Not long after, Claudius
Gothicus flew fifteen thoufand of
them in one battle : and foon after,
Aurelian (the rapidity of whofe con-
quefts made him not unworthily to
be compared to Alexander) recovered
the empire from them, and all other

Bd"-—
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Barbarians 5 and yet in the compafls

of a very few years they poflefled

themfelves of all the Gauls, and were

expulfed by Probus, who flew four
hundred thoufand of them, and took
fixteen thoufand into pay.

In the reign of Dioclefian they
infefted the empire by fea; and in
the fame reign Comfiantius {lew fixty
thoufand of them in one day by
land : and yer from this time o the
reign of Gratian, which was about
ninety years, they found the Romans
more work to fubdue and keep them
within bounds, than all Barbarians
of all other denominations ; as any
man will find, who will be at the
- trouble of perufing Ammianus Mar-
cellinus ; who obferveth of them,
that || Zhey avere a nation awho by their
roftlefs commotions confoundsd the Ro-

—

Jl L. 28. c. v. Ed. Gronov,
' ! man
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man affairs awithout meafure or end s
and altho’ they were often diminifbed
from the wery beginning by a wariety
of chances, yet they often (prung up
again [0 faft, that you would imagine
they bad been unburt for many ages.

FroM hence I think it evident to
a demonftration, that the Germans,
who were ftrangers not only to
Polygamy, but to promifcuous copu-
lations, ftrict obfervers of chaftity,
and the obligations of the marriage
union ||, were yer the moft prolific
people of any in the then known
world. Confequently that the fwarms
of the northern hive were not owing
to thofe practices.

NoR 1s this fo much to be won-
dered at, if we confider that the An-
tient Germany contained according to

|| Tacit.
the
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the accounts of the moft antient geo-
graphers, particularly Pomponius Me-
la, (befides the country now fo called)
Denmark, Norway, and the greateft
part of Sweden and Poland as far as
the Weyffel.  And to thefe Cluverius
adds Bobemia, and all that region
from the fountains of the Vifula to
the Euxine fea : that is, it contained
thofe countries which from their fruic-
fulnefs in men, were antiently called
Oficina Gentium)|.

A nD this reafoning will be farther
ftrengthened if it be found upon en-
uiry that neither were the Goths and

Vandals Polygamifts. And this is

apparent,

FirsT, Becaufe they are charged
by no hiftorian wich this practice.

|| ‘The workhoufe of nations, 4. e. the work-
houfe where men are made.

SE-
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SEcoNDLY, Becaufe they fo eafily
became cheiftians : whereas it is noto-
rious that Polygamy hath always re-
markably obftructed -the converfion
of tho[c nations to chriftianity, who
were infected with this cuftom.

TuirDLY, Becaufe their chaftity is
celebrated by chriftian writers, in
contradiftin@ion to the Roman chrif-
tians of thofe times*. And,

. LaAstry, Becaufe I think it fuf-
ficiently- evident, that the Goths and
Vaxdals were no other than different
tribes -of the Germawic nation : and
that for thefe reafons ;

Fi1RrsT, Becaule the Boutones are
numbered by Strabo among the peo-
ple of Germany 5 and critics agree that

® Salvian de gubernatione Deiy L 7. fub finem.’

p- 154, 160.
thefe
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thefe .are tht Guttones of Pling,
(called Boutones thro’ the miftake of a
leteer, ia che manulcript of Strabo, in-

ftead of Gartomwes ) mentioned in his

account of that nation || ~

A N D thefe are mentioned by him
as a part of the Vandili (i.e the Van-
dals) who are named foremoft in the
1ift of the Germanic tibes.” And here
it 3s rerharkable, that as the Goths ate
here accounted a part of the Vandals
{o the Vandals are accounted by Pro-
copius as part of the Goths. Beil. Van.
L cil ‘

TACITUS found two of thefe
mations, the Gothimi and the Gotho-
nes among the Geymans in his time :
but the fermer he deemeth to hawe
been originally Gauls. In one word,
1 know no one point more agmevd

| Nat. Hif. L. 4 c. xiv. :
among
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among learned men, either antiene
or modern, than that the Goths and
Vandals were derived from the fame
fource with the Angles, Sawedes,
Teutones, and Cimbri ; that is, that
they were Germans.

THE only difficulty now remain-
ing is, to know why thefe nations
have for feveral centuries paft {chat
is, fince the-eftablifhment of chriftia-

nity) ceafed to {warm.

AND tho’ this enquiry hath I own
coft me more trouble than almoft
any of the preceding differtations, yet
as it is properly no neceffary part or
appendix of the queftion before me,
the reader will I hope excufe me, if
my anfwers are very {hort.

In the firlt place then let it be
obferved, that no empire ever rofe
gradually to great grandeur in the
midft of other furrounding ftaces and

kingdoms,
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kingdoms, without the expence of a
great number of lives : atleaft, Iam
fure, that of Rome did not.

Ix the nexe placeI takeit for grant-
ed, that no empire fo raifed ever- was
ruined without a like expence of lives.
This alfo muft be allowed to have
been the cafe of the Roman empire.

THAT ftate, as I apprehend, was
in its moft flourifhing condition to-
wards the clofe of the commonwealth,
And from that time its inhabitants
were, I think, gradually diminifhed,
to the end of Fuftinian’s reign.

MARIUS loft great numbets of
Roman foldiers in-the flaughter of the
Teutones and Cimbri. Cefar loft
many more in his flaughgers of more
than a million || of Gauls and- Ger-

|| He is faid to have deftroyed ( befides
thofe flain in the civil war) 1,192,000 enemies.
Pliﬂ. Hﬂc thc l. 70 C. XXV. "
M

mans
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mans 3 the civil wars that enfued
weakened the Romans to fuch a de-
gree, as to encourage the invafion of
Barbarians, particularly the Germans.
Augzgus loft his legions ; Drafus
and Germanicas won honour againft
them ; but ftill the empire was weak-
ened. The incredible luxury and
cruelty of all the emperors, from
Auguftus to Vefpafian, added to the
deftructions by famines, peftilences,
and earthquakes, weakened and
wafted it yet more. From Vefpafian
to Adrian were deftroyed (to fay no-
thing of other fubjects) more than
two millions of Feaps ; nor did they
fall with impunity ; they fold their
lives at the deareft || rate ; and tho’
they feemed at this time brought to
the brink of deftrution, yet flill they
found work for Antoninus Pius his

)

] THey flaughtered, befides the’ Roman for-

cescxi about half a million of people, in Gyrene
and Cyprus.

fuc-
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fucceflor ro fubdue them : as did the
Britons, the Pits, the Germans,
and the Dace.

H 1 s fuccelfor Marcus Aurelius
was in the end fuccelsful againft the

Parthians, (under cthe conduct of his’

brother, who led the Roman army)
but not till after he had firft loft his

lieutenant and his legions |.

Tur lofles and diftrefles he fuf>
tained againft the Germans are well
known, and have been already men-
tioned ; nor were thofe inconfider-
able which were fuftained from all
the barbarous nations leagued in arms
againft him, from Pannonia to Gaul
inclufive, tho’ they were in the end
trinmphed over. -

|| After this the Romans watted Mediz and
Mefopotamia, and murdered about half a millton
of people, in the facking of Seleucia

M2 AXND
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AxD to all thefe may be added
the deftruétion of an infinite number
of men, in the ruin of Epbefus and

Nicomedia by earthquakes..

IT were endlefs to recount the
deftruction of mankind wrought
from this period to the eftablifhment
of the empire under Conflantine, by
fire and earthquakes, by chriftian
perfecutions, by frequent and cruel
contentions of competitors for the
empire, by wars over the face of the
whole earth, from eaft to weft, and
from north to fouth, by the ravage
and wafte of provinces, from the in-

- curfions of Barbarians, and the con-

fequences - of thefe, peftilences and
famines : one peftilence particularly
under Gallus and Volufianus, which
lafted fifteen years ; of which Zozi-
mus telateth, (Hif. 1. 1.) that whilt
war raged on all' fides, every nation
fubject to the Romans being invaded

. and
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and wafted by the Scythians, a plague ;

came both upon cities and villages,

which déﬁroyed all that was left of
human kind, and made more havock
than any that had ever gone before
1t.

WiTnIN this period the tyrant and
monfter Maximin deftroyed, befides

his cruelty to his own fubjets, Ger-

many for three or four hundred miles,
and many inhabitants ; and Claudsus
(lew three hundred and twenty thou-
fand Gotbs, thence named Gothicus :
and Decius loft his life and his army
againft the Scythians.

WrtHiN this period it was, that
Valerian was circuamvented and cru-
elly tortured to death by the Perfians;
and Gallienus his fon (a fecond Nero)
brought the empire to the brink of

deftruction; and befides all the other

blood fpilt in his reign, (more than
in any other from the foundation of

M3 the

16§
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the empire) he is faid to have deftroyed
from three to four thoufand a day of
his own (oldiers (Zrebell. Poll. sn Gal.)
dureing a reign of ten years. In his
time the empire was preferved by

~ thole very means which moft natu-

rally tended to deftroy it. The con-
tempt of his effeminacy, and terrour
of his cruelty, created many rebellions
againft him, many ufurpers of the
empire, (no fewer than thirty) who
dé¢fended on their own account what
they would have neglected on his.

T uEe moft eminent among thefe
were Odenatus and FEmilianus, and.
above all, the greatet woman of
her .own, or perhaps of any other

age, Zenobia.

WiTHIN this period Aurelian re-
covered the empire in fome meafure
at’ the expence of much blood and
flaughters, and as it ran faft to ruin
after him, Dioclefian in forefight and

in
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in terrour of its impcuding deftru&ion
retired from grandeur. ’

NoR were almoft all thefe fore~

mentioned evils lefs continued, or lefs .

confumeing, from the death of Con-
ftantine the Great, to the re-eftablifh.
ment and re-union of the empire,

under Y?)eodoﬁus the Great.

WiTHIN this period, the Germans
wafted Gaul, the Sarmate Pannonia,
the Piéis England, and the Gotbs to
the very walls of Conflantinople ;
againft whom Valens loft his life,
with fuch a miferable flaughter of his
forces,. as the Romans had never fuf-
tained fince Canne, and the victors
were foon after defeated to an utter
excifion by Zheodofius, as the Ger-
mans were expulfed from Gaul by
Gratian 5 and yet fo exhaufted was
the empire at this time, that it was
as much as both thefe emperors could
do with the united forces of Europe,

M 4 Afsa,

167



168

REFPLECTIONS on

Afia, and Africa, to repre(s them g
and at length Theodofius was glad to
buy their friendfhip by the affignment
of lands in the provinces, and taking
their beft troops into pay, by which
means the peace of the empire was
fecured from that quarter.

Tuis however could not fecure it
from the irrupcions of other Barba-
rians, who from the heart of Scythia
crouded to the banks of the Danube,
which is flill an additional proof,
that the empire was now exhaufted.

- THE truth is, more populous na~
tions feem as naturally to migrate to -
fuch as are more thinly inhabited, as
the grofler air gravitates to thofe
partts where it happeneth by any ac-
cident to be rarefied.

THEODOSIUS, it is true, had
the felicity to reprefs and to vanquifh
thele and all his other enemies, he

reprefled
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reprefled thefe with greac flaugheer of

their forces, and his other enemies
with great flaughter of his own, fo
great flanghter of his own forces, and
fubje&s of the empire, in his con-
flicks with Marcellinus and Maximus,

with Eugenius and Arbogafes, and

the flaughter of the feditious at 7be/-
falonca, that however the reputation
of the empire was raifed under him,
the number of its inhabitants, which
are its natural ftrength, was, [ think,
confiderably impaired at his death.
And that it daily and vifibly decayed
both in ftrength and reputation from

this time to the reign of Fuftinian,
is, I think, "out of all doubt .

WiTHIN this period (‘toomit
~ other calamities) Attila the Hun, the

AY

|| Procopius relateth (Bell. Perf. 1. i.) that
in the reign of Faufin three hundred thoufand
inhabitants of Antioch perithed in one earth-

quake.
’ terrour
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terrour of the world, or, as he more
properly ftiled himfelf, the feourge of
God, ravaged the eaft, and made
Theodofius the younger, tributary ;
wafted Mefia, Macedon, and Thef-
faly, and fubjected the German na-
tions of all denominations ;3 which we
may well believe could not be effe&t-
ed without infinite bloodfhed ; and
pouring in upon the empire with an
army of 700,000 men, wafted Gaul ;
and tho’ his fury was awhile arrefled
by the united forces of the Goths and
the empire under the condu& of
T beodorsc and Aetius, and the lofs of
a dreadful battle, in which 200,000
of his forces fell, yet he foon after de-
ftroyed Pannonia, and facked almoft
all the cities of Jzaly; at length being
diverted from the deftruction of Rome
by the interceflion of Leo the Great,
he returned home : where this man
of blood died by a bleeding at his
nofe.

Nort
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NoT long afterGenferic took Rome,
and carried many thoufands of the
citizens into captivity to Carthage.

WiTHIN this period Odoacer alo
took Rome, and was afterwards de-
feated with great flaughter of his ar-

mies by Zheodoric, tho’ not without
confiderable lofs.

HERE then I lay down thefe pofi-
tions as truths, which I apprehend
will not be long contefted by the

thinking and learned reader: -

FirsT, That the numbers of man-
kind in that which hath fince been
kn%wn by the name of the Roman
~ world, were confiderably impaired
from the firft Cartbaginsan war to
the end of the Roman commonwealth.

SEcoNDLY, That the numbers of

- mankind were very confiderably im-
. paired

171



172

REFLECTIONS on

Faircd throughout the Roman world,
rom that period to the reign of Fufi-

mian ||

THIRDLY, I apprehend that the
northern hive, at leaft the European
part of ir, was now throughly ex-
haufted, nor can any man make this
a doubr, who confidereth that they
had now been inceflantly fwarming
for fix hundred years, that they
had now fpread and fettled themfelves
not only all over Europe, but made
confiderable eftablifhments even in
Afric. Thefe fertlements and efta-
blifhments were not made at lefs ex-
pence than the deftruction of at leaft
one half of their own people, as well
as of thole whom they conquered, at

leaft in Europe.

|| In his reign the Perfians over-ran all the
eaft as far as Antioch, which they fack’d with

an infinite flaughter.

My
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My fincere opinion is, that not
one fourth part of their number, I
mean, of thole numbers with which
they overfpread Europe, and invaded
Afric, was now in being, when Fu-
fisnian undertook to recover Afric
from the Vandals, and not one half
of thefe after his actempts to recover
Ttaly out of the hands of the Gotbs 5
and tho’ he wenta great way towards
effeGting this by the uncommon wif-
dom, virtue, fortitude and felicity of
Belizarius, yet the lictle armies he
led, and even thofe made up for the
moft part of Barbarians, fufficiently
fhew how throughly the empire was
exhaufted at this time.

A L 1 thefe confiderations lead me

to the fame conclufion, véz. That
the numbers of mankind throughout
~ the north of Europe, and both the

European and Afiatic part of the -

" Roman empire, were at the Time of

; ?q/ﬁnidn’s

17;
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Fuptinian’s acceflion to the empire,
or at leaft at the time of the deftruc-
tion of Antioch by Cofroez, reduced
to lefs than one half of what they
were at_Augufus’s acceflion to it 5 fo
that had the northern hive been left
unmolefted from that time, it had
not been capable of fwarming with
its antient vigour in lefs than two
centuries at fooneft.

Soon after the third expedition of
Cofroez againft the Romans, came that
remarkable plague upon the carth, fo
exactly and fo judicioufly defcribed
by Procopius ||; which traverfed
every part and portion of the' earth
with a regular and equable deftruc-
tion 5 and if we may judge by the
numbers deftroyed at Confpanrinople T,

|| Bell. Perf. 1. ii.

Where it raged four months, and de-
froyed firft five t%oufand, and then ten thou~
fand a day, and it is remarkable that there
are records of a plague rageing in Ireland about

this time.
1 (and
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(and I think we may, inafmuch aswe
are affured it deftroyed equably and
alike in all climates, in all feafons of
the year, in city and in country) it
could not cut off lefs than one half
of the human fpecies then fubfifting.

SuprOSE then the northern hive
difabled at the beginning of this
plague from fwarming for two cen-
turies, it is evident that at the end
of it they were difabled from fwarm-
ing with their wonted vigour in lefs
than four centuries, that is, before
the tenth || century of the chriftian
zra 5 and before that time chriftianity
introduced civility, and civility cul-
ture, which enabled the earth to fup-
port mote than double, I may fay,
more than ten times its antient inha+
bicants.

|| Tthink, from the calculations before laid
down, they could not fwarm with their an-
tient vigour before the twelfth century.

TaAT
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THAT the inhabitants of Germany
are now more than double, I may
fay, more than quadruplc the num-
ber they were in the days of Cefar
and TZacitus, is, I think, paft all
doubt. '

I think it evident from the moft
antient account of thefe northern
nations, that they led a kind of paf~
toral life, like the Nomades of Scythia,
and it is evident from the nature of
the thing, that all countries where
the people do fo, muft be thinly in-

- habited.

Tug Germans, we are exprefly cold,
then had litele culture, no cities, and
but occafional houfes. It was then
their glory {as the prophet Ifaiah
cxpre(%ﬂh it) to be plawdp alone c{; the
midft of the earth, to be defended by
defolations all around them; and one

of thefe, as Cefar relateth, was fix
| hun-



|
|
|
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bundred miles over. Thefe defola-
tiodsace now vanithed, maich culsnre
and many anple cities have funceedod

THEY were then defended b
1akes; and matfhes; and impanetrable
forefts of inarddible cmnt 5 thcy are
dow dcfended: by and:po
lows- Cities, ,tbclf madlm and :1;
lakas are dreined, andi tlmt folcﬁs
doﬂ:toyod. PR

Wmur we abw caﬂrm Netlavra
londds; in the-days of the: Barbars

inkrfions wete ueerly defolated s.they -

az¢. now covered with: nncwmabrlc

multimdcs ofmlem

AN'D how\ ave chcfc nnmbtrs madc
wp? Beyood: alk coneradidtion fromi
mfcnﬁblc fwarms ofthe northern hive;
it” being “notorious thar both their
cittes and fhips are filled - with Panes,
Swedes, Norawegians, Poles, Hufeo-

N

ites
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wetes and Germans : of -all forts, ' who
amhount in: the. whole wo nutsbers
equivalent ‘to the- moft: numicrous
{warms of many centuries in amtient
times.
ST BRI S

s . ENGEAND i ilfo a receptacle
of the fame kind. Sit Masthein Hale ||
hath computed. and proved I think
plainly enough,.-that"the inhabitants
of England were before the Revolu-
tion more than twenty times as many
as they ‘were at the time of the Con-
queft. " Now in’ thie courfe of their
natural. increafe they:could ‘not then

to what . then can-.we “afcribe this
great addicional excels; bue partly-to
infenfible {warms from other coune
tries:for the advantages of trade -and
liberty.s and-partly to more fenfible

Ay -

{ B 14
Loy

T )
|| See his:moral evidence of the origination
of mankind, §. 2.-c. 10, - R ,
‘ R

L o caules,
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caufes,. as-the fetting up the inquifition
in the Netherlands, and - perfecuting

- the Hugonots in France?:

Taat' regions feemingly barren

can and a&ually do contain tenfold
the number of inhabitants that an-
tiently poffefled them, is put out of

all doubt by the account we have of

the numbers of the antient Helvetis
compared with thofe of the. prefent
Saifs, who' inhabit the fame coun-

- ‘T aus countty was thought too
narrow, as well for the numbers as
the martial fpirit of the inhabitants in
the times of Czfar, and therefore
théy migrated in {earch of a betrer ;
their intire number is exactly tranf-
mitted to us by Cafar : they and

their allies, men, women and chil-

dren, made up in all but three hun-
dred and fixy-eight thoufand fouls,
of which ninety thoufand ‘are com-

N 2 puted
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puted to be men capable of beating
arms. One of the thirteen Swifs
cantons (Bern) can now fend out one
hundred thoufand fighting men into
the field : and Zurich will engage
to raife fifty. thoufand fighting men
in the fpace of twenty-four hours,

"To all this may be addéd,

FirsT, That the increafe of man-
kind within the limits of the Roman
empite was confiderably retarded

within chis period, by the celibacy of

* the chriftian priefthood, and the efta~

blifhment of fo. many monafteries and
nunneries, by which confiderable
numbers were fhut out from focial

* commerce, -and the world deprived

of the advantages of a regular propa-

gation from them |.

SE.*

. ‘This-mighs be Hutracad by vy
ftances; 1 thall mention but one: ;
When
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S8ECONDLY, That from the days
of Fuftinian, the Roman empirc grew
every day weaker and weaker, till
that of the Saracens was eftablifhed

upon its ruins in the eaft and fouth 5

and thole of the Franks, Lombards,
and Goths of various denominations

(all Germanic bodies) in the weft .

In the very next reign the Lom-
bards poflefled themfelves of [raly;

'When Gregory the Great. would deprecate
the divine vengeance, in order to avert the
plague which infefted Itzly ; in confequence
of the deluge bereafter noted, (towards the
clofe of the fixth century) he compofed a feyen-
fold litany; to perform which fervice he di-
vided the whole pepple of Rome into feven
chorus’s, of which the fecular clergy made
one ; the abbots with their monks a fecond ;
and the abbeflés with their nuns (which to thew
their numbers are called congregations) a
third. Vide Landulphi Sagacis Additamentum
Hiff. Mifcell.

|| AR thefe are reifons why the norshern
hive, if it fwarmed ar all afrer this period,

muft fwarm later. -
N 3 Tiberius
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Tiberius was fuccefsful againft the
Perfians in the eaft, but the weft
was given up. S

In the reign of Mauritius, the
Barbarians vole in their demands of
tribute under the ticleof penfion, and
foon after, Tbrace was wafted by the
Sclavonians, and tho' 30,000 of
thefe and other Barbarians were flain
by the Romans in one bacle, yet
they prevailed in the end; and both
they and the Perfians deftroyed the
Roman armies : and foon after forty
cities of Dalmatia were laid wafte,
and an infinite number of captives

taken ; all which the cmdperor (tho’

‘very rich) refuleing to redeem at the

loweft rate, Chajanus in a rage maf-

facred. '

I'T would be endlefs to purfue the
derail of miferies that awaited  this
wretched empire in its decline : it 1s
fufficient to obferve, thac all the

omens
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omens. and indications of :approaching
min attended it from . the days of
Fufiiniany and. therefare 1. fhall beg
leave to conclude this head with a
very remarkable incident of this
reign, I mean’ Maunritius’s, which
was this: A’ kind of fecond deluge
(followed by a dreadful peftilence )
overfpread: Italy, from the fwelling
of its feveral rivers; the waters pour'd
in chro’ the higheft windows of their
churches, and over the tops of their
city walls ; the villages were deftroy’d,
and men .and animals fwept away ;
and the country was covered with
immenfe lakes, for a confiderable
time after. '

I'T might now be faid of Jraly, as
it antiently was of the land of Ifvael,
in the days of Shamgar 5 the bigh-
ways were unoccupied ; nay more,
they were defaced and loft: and
among thefe the Flaminian way was
now in all probability partly torn

| . away,
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away, and partly covered with chole
firata of carth, which concealed it
fom fight for fo many fucceeding
ages | -

THE curious reader will, I hope,-
think this digreffion pardonable.

1T may probably be thought an
objection to the poficions laft laid
down, that the Danes and Norage.
gians are found co have {warmied. into
England and Ireland towards the be-
ginning of the ninth century.

T o which I anfwer, Firft, Thcy
had three hundred years to. recrme
from the time of the forementioned
Procopian, plague 5 nor were civility
and culuire yer introduced amongft
them by the chriftian religion *.

|| And poffibly the _ppias irrecoverably
fooded. - - '

*. Their converfion to chriffianity began

with Gezkurs their king in the reign of Alfred,
tow ards the end of the ninth century.

SE-
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Sl:conm;:, As they were mtu'cly
eut of the reach of the Roman arms,

+ and out of the road of thole northern

iircurfions. wluch croffcd the ﬂa-
sube. And

mem:t, As clmc is reafon to
belitve thac Denmirk was antiencly
betwer cultivated thin other northern
regions X, .in all probability they fuf-
fered lefs wafte from invafi ons, and
lefs chmmutlon from mxgrat:ons

And,

LA.STLY Their fwa:mswercmw

“hieele” and inconfiderable, com-

paced with thofe of the Tcuroms md
Cimbri dmir dm:tﬁnrs. ~

TurY were tﬁabhﬂnd in Ireland

by thacgus of the ioteftine dafcurds )

. Thg gar&gmachea%n of flones now found
in their woods, of which their grounds were
carefully cleared in the earlier ages.

and
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and divided interefts of their petty
princes ; -yet not till after-a’ courfe of
continual fupplies for:near two céh<
turies, and. they .gained; ground: in
England: by the famie:meads and
mealures, before the claims:and con-
tentions of the heptarchy were
throughly decided antl reconciled -un-~
der: one monaich j tho’ act without
the advantuage of 'gteater.:humbers,
and a contentidn of . equal “continu~
ance. . SR

Now, altho’ thefe drains were noc
fo ftrong and fo fudden, yet being fo
fong continued, I' apprehend , that
about the time of their. eftablifhment
ia England, their country was.thro’ly
exhaufted ; fo exhaufted, thatit-conld
not be rightly recruited in lefs than
oo years, diircing which time chey
‘were employed in bloody and almoft
continued contefts with. theie neigh-
bours, and. before the end of: it, wfz.
o e eeem LS S .. . A.
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A.D. 1282 ¥ greatly diminifhed by
&' dread (Ul ‘péftilence,” ddd“before that
€otd beé whll'récovered, by anothier,;
A5 | Hrended ) with a fic
mine, ‘4nt Befdre thit ¢ould be'réco
vered, by’ anothed, "AI'D." 1484 %,
much rrfor€, dreadful’ dnd” déftru&tive
than cither'“of the precedéing, “which
fwept off otie half of the*huran fpé‘-(
cies ; and’ which confequbiitly they
cannot have recovered ‘to this da &
and I am well aflured,” thdt thic late
prince George of Denmark was woné
to affign this plague as the reafon why
the northetn ‘hive -had‘ fiof fwarmed

for fome centuries. ~ +*

. * Meurfii Hifs Dan. L 2. - - . -
|| ‘This"was' probably the famé plague men=
tioried by Sit Matthew Hale,: ibidP ¢ ixX. X. .t0
have wafted Zraly'in 13599 foras it lafted fifieen
years, and deftroyed the north and fouth alikeé,
the' Italian writers probably date ‘it from thie
year in which the fouth fufferéed moft, and
Meurfius in that wherein it fell heavieft upon
the north, inafmuch as the compafs of fifteen
vears takes in both Dthe cllates.
Meurfis Hift. Dan. 1. 4.

i Ibid.éfar's {j'Zcunda', 1. : .

I
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It wese eafy to deduce. the hi-
ftaries of other northem nations in
the fame manner, and accoune: for
theix noc overflowing cven under the
advantages of a greater incoeafe il
the difcovery of America, and the
way to the Eaf Iudies by the cape
of Goed Hope , both which have

fince drained Europe of mare than

hes nataral overflowings, and will in
all. probability - be- fufhcient to do fo
0 thz .euxl of the world. ..

o JOM.wbar. hath. been faid, I
hope, it is now fufficiently apparent,
that neither the antient nor the prefent
world hath been peopled by Poly-
gamy ; quite otherwife : chat the
increafe of mankind hath in ali ages
and regions of the world been beft
promoted by fingle marriages, -

§..
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