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150. 
HOME AND COLLINS ON MIMCIiES 

Some p o r t i o n s  of 1 8 t h  c e n t u r y  i n t e l l e c t u a l  h i s t o r y  
seem l i k e  p u z z l e s  of which t h e  most important pieces are 
mis s ing .  I n  some lucky i n s t a n c e s  t h e  p i e c e s  have n o t  been 
lost a l t o g e t h e r  b u t  o n l y  misp laced  i n  some o t h e r  p u z z l e ,  so 
t h a t  once t h i s  i s  r ecogn i sed  it is p o s s i b l e  t o  s o l v e  b o t h  
p u z z l e s  a t  once.  The f o l l o w i n g ,  I b e l i e v e ,  may coinprise 
one such case. I n  h i s  e r u d i t e  H i a t o r y  of F r e e t h o u g h t  
(London 1936) ,  p.757, J. H. Robertson p r e s e n t s  u s  w i t h  t h e  
f i r s t  puzz le :  

. , . s e v e n  y e a r s  b e f o r e  t h e  i s s u e  o f  Hume's Essay 
on Miracles, we f i n d  t h e  t h e s i s  of t h a t  e s s a y  
t e r s e l y  a f f i r m e d  i n  a n o t e  t o  Book I1 o f  a n  
anonymous t r a n s l a t i o n  (ascribed to  T. P r a n c k l i n )  
of Cicero's De Natura  Deorum. 

The passage  is worth comparing w i t h  Hume: 
"Hence w e  see what l i t t l e  credit o u g h t  t o  be 
paid to  f a c t s  s a i d  t o  be done o u t  o f  t h e  or- 
d i n a r y  c o u r s e  of n a t u r e .  These miracles [ c u t -  
t i n g  t h e  whe t s tone ,  etc., related by C i c e r o ,  
D e  Div i, c. x v i i )  are w e l l  a t t e s t e d .  They were 
reco rded  i n  t h e  a n n a l s  of a g r e a t  p e o p l e ,  
b e l i e v e d  by many l e a r n e d  and o t h e r w i s e  saga-  
c i o u s  p e r s o n s ,  and r e c e i v e d  as r e l i g i o u s  t r u t h s  
by t h e  populace1 but t h e  t e s t i m o n i e s  of an- 
c i e n t  r e c o r d s ,  t h e  c r e d u l i t y  of some l e a r n e d  
men, and t h e  implici t  f a i t h  o f  t h e  v u l g a r ,  c a n  
never  p rove  t h a t  to have been,  which i s  impos- 
s i b l e  I.n t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h i n g s  e v e r  to  be." 
L T u l l i u s  C i c e r o  Of t h e  Na tu re  o f  t h e  Gods... 

w i t h  Notes, London, 1741, p. 85. 
The a s c r i p t i o n  t o  Thomas F r a n c k l i n  seems to have been drawn 
p r i m a r i l y  from t h e  "new e d i t i o n "  (London: T. Davies ,  17751, 
on t h e  t i t l e - p a g e  o f  which t h e  t r a n s l a t i o n  and notes a r e  
s a i d  t o  be "By t h e  Rev. D r .  P r a n c k l i n " .  A l s o  r e l e v a n t  t o  



1 5 1 .  
t h i s  a t t r i b u t i o n  are t h e s e  t w o  f a c t s :  (1) t h a t  Thomas 
F r a n c k l i n ' s  f a t h e r ,  Richard F r e n c k l i n ,  o r i g i n a l l y  p r i n t e d  
t h e  book i n  1741, and  ( 2 )  t h a t  Thomas l a t e r  t r a n s l a t e d  
other c lass ical  a u t h o r s  i n t o  E n g l i s h ,  n o t a b l y  Sophoc le s  
i n  1759. But i t  is s u r e l y  p u z z l i n g  t h a t  Thomas, who i n  
1 7 4 1  was b a r e l y  t w e n t y  y e a r s  o l d ,  and soon  to  be o r d a i n e d  
and later made a Doctor of D i v i n i t y ,  s h o u l d  a n t i c i p a t e  
Hume's famous criticism of miracles. 

Anthony Co l l in s ,  t h e  " G o l i a t h  of F r e e t h i n k i n g "  - as 
T. H. Huxley called him.' 
phecy  C o n s i d e r e d  (London, 1727)  C o l l i n s  promised  a d i scour se  
on miracles "which is  almost t r a n s c r i b e d "  (p .  439) ;  and ,  
i n d e e d ,  it was a b o u t  t i m e ,  s i n c e  by  t h a t  da t e  C o l l i n s  had 
a t t a c k e d  n e a r l y  e v e r y  o t h e r  par t  o f  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  e d i f i c e .  
But  n o  s u c h  work ever appeared i n  C o l l i n s ' s  l i f e t i m e .  Nor 
is t h i s  t h e  o n l y  book which  C o l l i n s  came close to p u b l i s h -  
i ng .  From pr ivate  letters of C o l l i n s ' s  i n  t h e  B r i t i s h  
L i b r a r y  (MS 4282) w e  l e a r n  t h a t  he p l a n n e d  t o  p u b l i s h  a n  
a n n o t a t e d  t r a n s l a t i o n  o f  t w o  of Cicero's w r i t i n g s .  Thus i n  
a let ter o f  26 September 1 7 2 1  h e  s p e a k s  of " p u b l i s h i n g  my 
t r a n s l a t i o n  o f  Cicero'e books  of ye N a t u r e  of t h e  Gods and 
oE D i v i n a t i o n "  F o r  "Noth ing  [he writes in t h e  same letter]  
can more t e n d  t o  promote good s e n s e  i n  t h e  wor ld  t h a n  some 
of h i s  [ C i c e r o ' s ]  P h i l o s o p h i c a l  Works; which  are  a p p l i c -  
able  to a l l  sorts of f o l l y  and  s u p e r s t i t i o n  by t h o s e  who 
have  Eyes  to  see and E a r s  to  hea r . "  The r e a d e r  w i l l  now 
p r o b a b l y  g u e s s  my d r i f t :  C o l l i n s  was r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  t h e  
1741 e d i t i o n  of Cicero and  i ts  a c u t e  comment on miracles. 

But why, i t  w i l l  be a s k e d ,  h a s  t h i s  c o n n e c t i o n  n o t  
been made b e f o r e ?  The o b v i o u s  answer  is t h a t  s i n c e  C o l l i n s  
d i ed  i n  1729 t w e l v e  y e a r s  s e p a r a t e d  h i s  name from t h e  1 7 4 1  
e d i t i o n .  The e v i d e n c e  which  f i r m l y  c o n n e c t s  him w i t h  i t  is 
to be found (a )  o n  t h e  l a s t  page (279)  of h i s  Historical- 
and  C r i t i c a l  Essay  on  t h e  T h i r t y  N i n e  Articles (London 1724): 

" c e e d i l y  w i l l  be p u b l i s h e d ,  Cicero's T r e a t i s e s  o f  t h e  

C o n s i d e r  now t h e  second  p u z z l e .  I t  c o n c e r n s  

I n  h i e  Scheme of L i t e r a l  Pro- 
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N a t u r e  of t h e  G o d s  and o f  g v i n a t i o n .  
e n g l i s h  [ s i c ] ,  w i t h  annotations. I n  t w o  volumes." and (b) 
on t h e  t i t l e - p a g e ,  F o r  t h e  Historf.ca1 a n d  C r i t i c a l  Essay  
was p r i n t e d  by none o t h e r  t h a n  R. F r a n c k l i n ,  t h e  v e r y  o n e  
who p r i n t e d  t h e  1 7 4 1  e d i t i o n  o f  Cicero. T h a t  t h i s  is no 
c o i n c i d e n c e  - and R i c h a r d  F r a n c k l i n w a s  to  p r i n t  C o l l i n s ' s  
t r a n s l a t i o n  - is c o n f i r m e d  by  a p a s s a g e  i n  C o l l i n s ' s  let ter 
o f  1 December 1724 to h i 5  f r i e n d  P i e r r e  Demaizeaux: 

1 f i n d  by M r .  F r a n k l i n  [ s i c ] ,  t h a t  you are 
a r r i v e d  i n  Town f rom Bath. . .  When Dick  r e t u r n s  
home...we w i l l  dispose i n  r e l a t i o n  to ye . . .  
p u b l i c a t i o n  o f  my t r a n s l a t i o n  o f  C i c e r o .  
Two books... 

T r a n s l a t e d  in to  

My c o n c l u s i o n  is  t h a t  t h e  d i s p o s a l  o f  C o l l i n s ' s  t r a n s l a t i o n  
was l e f t  to  1741,  when it was f i n a l l y  p r i n t e d  by  (Dick)  
F r a n c k l i n .  

J. M. Rober t son  would have  been p l e a s e d  by t h i s  
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n :  f o r  h e  was a g r e a t  champion o f  C o l l i n s  
(see h i s  Dynamics of R e l i g i o n  (London 19261,  pp. 128-146) .  
I t  would a l s o  rescue Robertson f rom a recent criticism by 
a n o t h e r  e r u d i t e  h i s t o r i a n  of f r e e t h o u g h t :  P r o f e s s o r  Glinter 
G a w l i c k ,  who i n  his s c h o l a r l y  cont r ibu t ion  to  t h e  Edinburgh  
b i c e n t e n a r y  Fume P a p e r s  (1977) writes! 

I t  h a s  been n o t e d  t h a t  Hume's s p e c i f i c  criticism 
of t h e  p roof  f rom miracles was p a r a l l e l l e d  i n  
d e i s t i c  l i t e r a t u r e !  see J. M. Robertson l i s to ry  
of F r e e t h o u g h t . . . ,  whose c o n c l u s i o n  t h a t  tiume 
deve loped  a p r o p o s i t i o n  l a i d  down b e f o r e  him i n  
1741 is, however,  unwar ran ted  because tiunie him- 
s e l f  d a t e s  h i s  a rgument  a s  e a r l y  a s  1734 ( L e t t e r s ,  
i i .  361). 

But i f  C o l l i n s  was i n d e e d  r e s p o n s i b l e  for t h e  1741  n o t e  on 
miracles, t h e n  t h e  G o l i a t h  o f  f r e e t h i n k i n g  would seem t o  have  
a n t i c i p a t e d  t h e  " ( ;o l ia th  u n t e r  d e n  D e i s t e n "  - as Hume was 

c a l l e d  by one German writer i n  1783.3  
t h a t  llume w a s  i n f l u e n c e d  by t h e  1741 e d i t i o n .  I t  is  f a i r l y  

2 

I am n o t  claiming 
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clear that he did not use it when translating a passage 
from K N a t u r a  Deorum I.xxix in the Natural History of Reli- 
gion, section X I I . ~  

original (1724) translation and notes were altered in the 
1741 edition. We know that his translation of On Divination 
was suppressed; and at least one of the published notes was 
revised, or written, after Collins‘s death. On page 179 
the annotator speaks of “that Doctrine of the Academics, 
which denies our seeing any Thing without us, but makes all 
to be internal: a whimsical Doctrine, strongly asserted by 
Malbranche, and the favouri te Uypothesis of the ingenious 

Alciphron or the Minute Philosopher was first published in 
1732, Collins could hardly have written this note: (also 
see p. 170n.) Other notes, however, show the character- 
istic marks of the Goliath of freethinking (pp. 4, 65, 82-3 ,  

187-8, 215 and 263). It seems likely that the printer re- 
tained the manuscript or the proofs of Collins’s edition of 
Cicero which he then allowed his son to revise for publi- 
cation seventeen years later. 

What is not so clear is the extent to which Collins‘s 

- Author of the Minute Philosopherl” N o w  since Berkeley’s 

David Berman 
Trinity College Dublin 

1. 

2 .  

3. 

Hume: with Helps to the Study of Berkeley, in fiuxley’s 
Collected Essays (London 19011, vol. vx, p. 249. In 
my “Anthony Colfins and the question of Atheism in the 
Early Part of the Eighteenth Century” I argue that he 
was also a speculative atheist (in Proceedings of the 
Royal Irish Academy, 1975, pp. S S - l d r  

“ffume and the Deists: a Reconsideration”, p. 137 
note 34. 

Johann Lorenz von Moshoim, geschichte der Feinde der 
christlichen Religion, (Dresaen, ed. G. W i m x  306. 
I owe this reference to Professor Gawlick, who commented 

’ 

helpfully on an earlier draft of this paper. 
grateful also to my colleague M r .  John Gaskin and to 
Professor Harry Bracken. 

I am 
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4 .  The easiest way of seeing this is by comparing their 

respective translationst 
the left, Hume's is on the rightr 

Collins's translation is on 

You may see a greater Regard 
paid by them (Egyptians, etc.1 
to certain Beasts than by us 
to the most sacred Temples 
and Images of the Gods; for 
many Shrines are rifled, and 
Images of the Deities are 
carried from their most sacred 
Places by us; but we never 
hear'd that an E ptian 
offer'd anv Vio P ence to a 
Crocodile, an Ibis, or a Cat 
(p.=T) 

Notwithstanding the sunc- 
t i t y  o f  our holy r e l i g -  
i o n ,  says  T u l l l  fe n&. 
Deor. 1 . 1 . 1 ,  no crtme is 
more common w i t h  un than 
e a c r i l e g e :  But  was it 
ever  heard, t h a t  an 

t i a n  v i o l a t e d  the - temp e of a Oat, an ibis 

- 

flume rarely mentions Collins. In editions of the Essays, 
Moral and Political published before 1764,  he refers to 
C m n -  one of our f r e e - t h i n k e r s  who opposes a l l  r a v e l -  
a t i o n  with moderation and good manners (4th ed. London 
1753, p. 6 3 . )  


