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T HE

PR EF A C E

H E facred books, of which the following work is an cxpofition, are of equal
authority with the oracles of God, the writings of the Old Teftament ; being
as they, divinely infpired ; and are profitable to the {fame ends and purpofes, of
doctrine, reproof, corretion, and inftru¢tion in righteoufnefs: they contain
things of the greateft moment and importance, to the {piritual and eternal welfare of men,
to the honour and intereft of the great Redeemer, and to the glory of God ; and there-
fore thould be moft carefully perufed, moft diligently fearched into, and as much as in
us lies, {hould be ftudiouily, diftinCtly, and rightly explained, and which is attempted in
this performance.

The four Evangelifls, have recorded every thing material, relating to the great author
and inftitutor of the Chriftian religion, the fum and fubftance of the Gofpel, our Lord
Jefus Chrift: they give us an account of his harbinger and forerunner, “foh» the Baptift ;
of his parents, his wonderful conception and birth, with feveral amazing circumftaonces
belonging thereunto ; they defcribe his qualifications for his important office, his mien and
deportment, his drefs and diet, his conduct and converfation, his preaching and baptifm,
his {uccefs and his followers, his imprifonment and death; and pointat feveral prophecies as
fulfilled in him: but above all, they are chiefly concerned with Chrift himfelf ; they de-
clare him to be the Son of God, and the Son of man; they fhew his defcent as man, to
‘be from the kings of Fudabh, and from the ancient patriarchs Abrahaz, Iaac, and Facob;
yea, they trace it to the firft man Adam; they tell us who his real mother, and fuppofed
tather were; of what family they were, and where they lived; what their chara&ers,
worldly circumftances, and bufinefs of life; they f{peak of his miraculous conception,
through the power of the Holy Ghoft, and of the time and place of his birth; and of
what went before, or followed after, neceflary to be known; they record fome things
donc i his mfancy, and childhood; they give us an account of his baptifn, and of his
cntrance on his publick miniftry ; they have written down his fermons to his difciples,
and the multitude ; his feveral difcourfes with the fews, chief priefts, Scrzbes, Pharifees,
and Sadducees ; his parables, proverbial fayings, and pithy fentences; they make mention
of various furprizing miracles wrought by him, which were proofs of his deity, divine
milfion, and Mefliahthip; they mnform us of the names and number of his apoftles, whom
he fent forth to preach in his name; and they relate his fatiguing journeys which he
took, to do good to the bodies and {fouls of men, by healing difeafes, and preaching the
Gofpel ; as alfothe temptations of fatan he was exercifed with, in the wildernefs ; the re-
proaches and infults of men, he endured; his fufferings and death, with all the circum-
{tances attending it; and likewife his refurreCtion from the dead, and afcenfion to heaven :
and the whole is a compleat hiftory of the life of Chrift, for what one Evangelift omits,
unother relates ; and all is done with the utmoft impartiality,  fimplicity, and truth; and
there 1s an cntire harmony and agreement between the facred hiftorians; for though there
arc fome things, in which at firft fight they may feem to contradi€t each other, thefe will -
admit of a fair reconciliation, and which is obferved in the following expofition.

‘That divine hiftory called, the Ats of the Apoftles, is a narrative of what was done by
them, after our Lord’s afcenfion to heaven, in purfuance of the commiffion and inftruc-
tions which he had given them. This book informs us, how that the Apoitles, by the
orders of Chrift, waited at Ferufalem: until the day of Pentecoff, when they were filled
with the extraordinary gifts of the Spirit; particularly with the gift of {peaking with
divers tongucs, whereby they were qualified to preach the Gofpel to people of all lan-

guages,
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guages, for which they had received a commiffion from Chrift: here we are told what flic-
cefs they met with at ‘ferufalem, where, according to the exprefs command of Chriit,
they began to preach; what numbers of’ converts were made, and what a famous church:
was there raifed ; and how, that after the death of Stepben a perfecution arofe, by which
havock was made of the church, and many that had minifterial gifts, were icattered
abroad, and went every where preaching the word; but at firft to the Fews only, by
which means churches were alfo raifed in other parts of “fudea, and in Semariaz, and Ga-
lilee, and likewife in Syrza and Phenicia, and in other places. Particularly this book gives
an account of the travels of the Apoftle Paul in the Gentile world; of his minifiry, and
the fuccefs of it among them ; of the miracles wrought by him; of his fermons, dif-
courfes; and difputations; of the fpeeches he .made before kings and councils, bgfore the
fewifh Sanbedrim, and the Roman governours ; of the many hardfhips he endured, and
the maity dangers he was expofed unto ; and of his great fervice and ufefulnefs, in promot-
ing the Gofpel and intereft of Chrift: in fhort, this book acquaints us with the progrefs
of the Gofpel, both in fudea, and among the Gentiles ; with the firft planting of Gofpel
churches, and the eftablifhment of Chriftianity in the world; with the time when, the
manner in which, the means whereby, all this was done; and is 2 wonderful difplay of

the wifdom, power, and goodnefs of God; and muft be read with pleafure and profit,
by all thofe that love the Lord Jefus Chrift in fincerity and truth.

The Ep:ftles, written by feveral Apoftles to the churches, which were planted by them,
or to particular perfons they were concerned with, are of the utmoft confequence: thefe
contain all things in them, relating to faith and pratice ; here the do&rines of the Gofpel,
are {et.1n a clear and diftin¢tlight ; the {everal duties of religion to be performed, whether
perfonal or relative, whether to be done in publick or in private, In the world or in the
church, inthe clofet or in the family, are exhorted to, and prefled upon the beft of mo-
tives, with the ftrongeft arguments, from right principles, and to right ends and purpofes;
every thing belonging to the nature and conftitution of a Gofpel church, to the rule and
government of 1t, to its officers, its order and difcipline, is to be collected from hence:
“for whatever Is written in them, was written, not only for the ufe of the then churches,
and the minifters and members of them, but for the ufe of the churches of Chrift, in all
ages of time; In them are milk for babes, and meat for {trong men; and rules are laid
down, inftructive to {ocieties, and particular perfons; and which are ufeful in moral and
civil, as well as in chriftian life; or which ferve to regulaté and influence the outward life

and converfation, as well as direct and encourage to the exercife of fpiritual graces, and
to an obfervance of evangelical ordinances.

'The book of the Revelation of the Apoftle Fobn, with which the canon of feripture is
clofed, 1s a prophetic hiftory of what fhould befal the churches of Chrift; and of the
moft remarkable things that fhould come to pafsin the world, efpecially in the Romaz em-~
pire, from the refurre¢tion of Chrift, unto the end of the world; fo that thefe facred
books, put them all together, are an account of things from the firft, to the fecond com-
ing of Chrift; and thew, what has been, and will be done in the world; and what the
followers of Chrift are to believe and do, and what they muft expe& will be accomplithed
in the world, in the churches, and in them ; until he fhall appear, who is the author of
their religion, the object of their faith, hope, and love; and whole coming they fincerely
defire, and heartily wifh and pray for.

Now to have a true knowledge, and right underftanding of books of fo much concern
as thefe are, muft be defirable to all, . who have a juft value for them, and efteem of them ,
but who is fufficient for thefe things? Itis certain, that the Holy Spirit, who has dictated
the {facred {criptures, and infpired holy men of God to write them, is the beft interpreter
of them ; and he does lead and guide his people, more or lefs, into the truths contained
in them ; his afliftance is therefore in the firft place to be implored, and without it, no-
thing of this kind is to be attempted:-to compare {piritual things with fpiritual, or in
other words, to compare {cripture with itfelf; the more obfcure and difficult parts. of it,
with thofe that are more plain and clear, muft be of confiderable fervice, for the better
under{tanding them: and to obferve the analogy of faith, the agreement of truth with
itfelf, and of one truth with another ; the form of found words, the fummuary of Golpel
truths, to be colleCted out of the facred writings, with which the fenfe of every paffuge
muft agree, is of exceeding great ufe in this affair ; to which may be added, the gracious
experience that the man of God has in himfelf, of the truth, power, influence, and
~weight of the word of God upon his own foul; for next to the fcriptures themfelves, in
general, it thould be confidered, whether fuch an interpretation of a particilar paflage, is

agreeable
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agreeable to the common experience of the faints, and to a man’s own: a competent
knowledge of the languages, 1n which the f{criptures are written, cannot fail of beiné very
helpful in the ftudy of them, in many inftances; and indeed; all arts and {ctences; liberal
or mechanical, yea, every thing within the compafs of knowledge, natural, moral; and
civil, contribute more or lefs unto, and affift in the underftanding of the books of the
New Teftament; and among the many helps, and feveral means which fthould be, and
are made ufe of for fuch a purpofe, knowledge of the affairs of the Fews, of their rites
and ceremonies, of their laws, ufages, cuftoms, and traditions, as they were in and about

the times of Chrift and his Apoftles, -is not the moft inconfiderable; which will appear,
if it be obferved,

That our Lord Jefus Chrift, whofe life is written by the four Evangelifts, was a ¥ew
himfelf; he was born of jfewifh parents, inthe land of udea; he was brought up in
the Few:ifb religion; he conformed to their laws, rites, and cuftoms, throughout the whole
of his life, which were lawful to conform unto; he was fent to the people of the Teuws,
as a prophet, and to them only; to them he delivered his fermons, with them he fre-
quently difcourfed, and among them he wrought his miracles; in fthort, among them he
lived and died : now it can’t be thought, but that he fhould fpeak in the diale¢t of that
nation, fhould exprcfs himfelf in -words and phrafes, which were in common ufe; and
refer to various things, and allude to rites and cuftoms in practice among them; wherefore
the knowledge of their phrafeology, or way of {peaking, of their ufages and cuftoms,
muft be of fingular ufe, for the underftanding of many things faid by Chrift, which are
recorded in the four Evangelifts: let it alfo be further obferved,

‘That all the Apoftles of Chrift, and all the writers of the New Teftament, were Feaos ;
they were educated in the Few:/b religion ; they preached to the Fews only, in the times
of Chrift; and firft to them, after their commiflion was enlarged, to preach to the Gezntz/es;
and the firft churches even among the Gentzles, greatly confifted of Fews, to whom the
Epiftles were written, as the Epiftles themfelves fhew : now can it be imagined, but that
notwithftanding divine infpiration, and though they wrote in the Greck language, they
would retain the idioms and forms of {peech, to which they had been ufed; and that they
would allude to rites and cuftoms, they had been obfervant of, and the peop!le alfo to whom
they wrote ? had the books of the New Teftament been written by Euglifbmen, though
infpired by the Holy Ghoft, doubtlefs there would have appeared many Anglicifins in
them, as it 1s notorious enough there are in them abundance of Hebdraifins; and that they
would have referred to the rites and cuftoms of their own nation, as thefe have done:
wherefore the knowledge of the Few:i/b language and cuftoms, muft be of fervice for the
better underftanding of various things, to be met with in the writings of thefe men:
to which may be added,

That ¥udaifm properly {o called, as it was a peculiar religion, and diftin& from Chrifti-
anity, though not contrary to 1t, was in being, and 1nfull force, 1n Chrift’s time, though
near its end, and was abolifthed in the times of the Apoftles, and Chriftianity was efta-
blithed by them : now it Is not reafonable to believe, that an affair of this nature fhould
be tranfacted, that there thould be an abrogation of ‘fewi/h rites and céremonies, and a
fetting up of Gofpel ordinances, which were to continue to the end ot time, that in the
difputes with the Fews upon thic {ubject, and the account that is given of this matter,
there fhould be no references and exprefiions, which the knowledge of Fewz/h affairs can
give us light into. - &

Being convinced by thefe confiderations many years ago, I fet about the reading of the
moft ancient writings of the Fews, I could come at, in order to fatisfy mylfelf of the truth
of thefe things, and the better to underftand the New Teftament; and though this has
been attended with great difficulty, fatigue, and labour, and may have hindered the pur-
fuit of other ufeful ftudies, I cannot fay I repent of it. The method I took at firft, and
which I all along followed, was to write down in an Adverfaria, or note-book, what oc-
curred in reading, which I thought might be of any fervice, to give light toany pafiage
in the New Teftament, and which I put againft that paflage: in a courfe of time this
book began to fwell, which put me on thoughts of making thefe notes publick; which I
fometimes inclined to do in one way, and f{ometimes in another ; but at length deter-
mined to do with them I have done, in the following work: the writings I have chiefly
read with this view, are the Targums, or Chaldee paraphrates of the Old Teftament ; the
Mifnah, or the Fews oral law ; the two Talmuds, Fferufalem and Babylenian ; the Rabbot,
or myttical expofitions of the ancient doctors of the Feaws/h fynagogue; the book of

VoL, IL. - b Zobar,
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Zobar, with others of a later date, and lefs note ; and fince I have made { much ufc of
thefe . writings in the following expofition, efpecially in the firft volume, I think myfelf
- obliged to give niy readers fome account of them, fhewing their antiquity and ufefulnefs,

and fhall begin with,
The TARGU M?'S, or Chaldee paraphrafes, thefe being the moft ancient writings

the Fews have: it is certain there were Targums, before the compofition of the Tulmud,
and even of the Mifrab, (ince there is exprefs mention made of them in both *; and it 1s
- no lefs certain, that they were in being and ufe, "in the times of Chrift and his Apofiles.
‘The text in Jfa. Ixi. 1. as read by our Lord in the fynagogue of Nazarcth, Luke iv. 18.
better agrees. with the Chaldee paraphrafe of it, than with the Hebrew text, or the Septu-
gint verfion; and it is a clear cafe, and which was doing great honour to the Zargum on
Pfal. xxii. 1. that Chrift exprefled himfelf when he hung upon the crofs, not in the Fe-
breav words of the text, but in the Chaldee paraphrafe of it ; aying, E/i, Eli, laina Sabach-
thani ; not Azabthani, as in the Hebrew text, but Sabachtbanz, which is the word ufed
1n the Targum we now have; and itis very likely the Apoftle Paz/ had the names of the
Egyptian magicians Fannes and “Fambres, out of the ancient paraphrafes; fince thefe are
mentioned in the Targum of fonathan, on Exod. 1. 15. and vii, 11. and on Numb. xxii.
21. 'The word Yargum fignifies an interpretation, or expofition of any book, or the
tranflation of one language into another; and the Targums are tranflations of the IHelieo
text, into the Chaldes language, with an explanation of it; for they are not barc literal
verfions, though that of Onkeclos is pretty much o ; but they alfo expound the text, and
explain the fenfe : the rife and original of thefe paraphrafes, 1s generally thought to have
been the corruption of the Hebrew language, in the Babylonifh captivity ; where the Fews
having difufed, greatly forgot their mother tongue; wherefore upon their return to their
own land, itbecame neceflary, that men fkilful both in the Hedrow and Chaldee languva; cs,
fhould explain to the common people in the Cha/dee tongue, the {criptures, which were
read to them every {abbath-day in Hedrew, in order to their underftanding them with pro-
fit; and this practice, both of reading the {criptures every fabbath-day, and which Femes
fays was of old time, A& xv. 21, and of interpreting them in the Cla/dee lunguage, is
(aid by Mazmonides ®, to be from the times of Ezra: and fo the Teaws in the Talnuwis <,
explain thofe words in Neh. viii. 8. So they read in the book, in the law of God, this 15 the
{cripture 5 diffinéily, this is the Targum ; and gawve the fenfe, thefe are the verfes; in the
Ferufalem Talmud, it is, thefe are the accents; and caufed thewe to underfland the rcadiny,
this is the diftinétion of the accents; in the above Talmud it is, this is the Maforeth ;
though it may be this practice might not obtain quitc fo foon, but rather foine time before
the coming of Chrift; for the Syszans being mixed with the Fews after the times of Az~
ockbus Epipbanes, their language began to be corrupted, and the Syriac dialect prevailed ;
and {till more fo, when fudea came to be reduced into the form of a Reman province,
and was reckoned to Syrza, and was f{ubject to the governours of Sys7z; by which means
the Syro-chaldean language became the common diale of the Fews, and was {o in Chrift’s
time; which made thofe Zargums, or Chaldee paraphrafes neceflary : and by all accounts
it appears, to have been the cuftom in the fynagogue, for the reader to read a verfe in the
Hebrew tongue, and then for the interpreter to render it in Chaldee ; and this he did from
his own judgment, viva wvoce, and without book 4: for though he might write for his
own ufe, and for the pr.vate ufe of others, which might be the original of written para-
phrafes ; yet it does not appear that there were any committed to writing for publick ufe,
until thofe of onathan ben Uzziel, and Onkelos were compofed, of which it will be ne-
ceflary to give a particular account. |

JONATHAN BEN UZZIE L, was a{cholar of H:llc/l the elder; Hil:ll tis
faid °, had fourfcore fcholars, and the greateft of them was Fonathan ben Uszszicl : this
Hillell was prince, or prefident of the Sanbedrim, a bundrcd years before the deftruction
of ferufalem®, and fo thirty years before the birth of Chrift; it was at the beginning of
the reign of Herod 8, about three years after he began to reign, that he entered upon his
prefidentthip *, and he governed Ifi-ge/ forty yearsi. This his fcholar wrote a paraphrafc
upon the prophets, asis agreed on all hands. The %ews extol it as a divine work, and
{ay that the fubftance and do&rine of it, were handed down to him from the in{pired pro-
phets Zechariah, Haggai, and Mualachi , they {peak even of miraculous operations . per-
formed, whilft it was compofing ¥, and that even angels themfelves pay a regard toit: now

| though

* Mifn. Megilla, c. 4. §. 10. T, Bab. Sabbat, fol. r15. 1. Megilla, fol. 3. 1. & Kiddufhin, fol. 13. 1. &
49. 1. Sanhedrin, fol. g4. 2. b Hilchot Tephilla, c. 12. §. 10. ¢ 'T". Bab. Nedariim, {ol. 37. 2.
Megilla, fol. 3. 1. & T. Hierof. Megilla, fol. 4o Lo ¢ Maimon. Hilchot Tephilla, ¢. 12. §. 10, IT.
¢ 'I". Bab. Succa, fol. 28. 1. & Bava Bathra, *foz I134. 1. i Juchafin, fol. 19. 2, T'zemach David, par. 1.
fol. 24. 2. & Juchafin ib. h Shalfhelet IHakabala, fol. 18. 1. ¥ Juchafin, fol. 19. 1.~ ¥ I\

Bab. Megilla, fol. 3. 1. BavaBathra, fol. 134. 1.
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though thefe are extravagant flights of theirs, yet by how much the greater 1s the authority

of this work with them, by fo much the greater is its ufe to refute them, when it can be
made ufe of for that purpofe, and in favour of Chriftianity, as it often may.

This is the only paraphrafe which is generally allowed to be written by him. The
7ewes fay !, that he attempted to write one upon the Hagrographa, but was forbidden by
2 voice from heaven, becaufe therein was the end of the Meffiah, or the time of his con-
ing. There is a paraphrafe upon the law which bears his name, but it is generally thought
to be fallly afcribed to him, becaufe of its ftile, the traditional fenfes of fcripture which
are in it, and other things which itis obferved, fhew it to be of a later date than the true
Yonathan. Yet there are fome, both Few:/b ™and Chriitian " writers, that do affirm that
he did write 2 Targun upon the law : and indeed it {zems ftrange, as Lligs Levita ° ob-
ferves, might be ohjected, that he fhould write a paraphrafe upon the prophets, and not
begin with the law ; and it is ccrtain, that the traditional fenfe of feripture obtained 1n his
time ; and the Tulnudiffs may as well be thought to borrow from him, as that paraphrait
from them ; and as to the main thing objected to, that there 1s mention made in it of the
{ix orders of the Mi/izab, and therefore muft be of a later date than that, it may ke ob-
ferved, that F/lel], the mafter of “fonathan, firft reduced the fubftance of the traditions
of the elders into fuch an order, as will be fecen hereafter ; and as for exotic words, and
names of places of a more modern date, they may be interpolations fince : the {tile, I
confefs, is with me the greateft objection ; however, feeing It 1s not agreed upon, 1 fhall
not infift upon its being his. I go on to confider the paraphrafe of -

ONKELOS, its antiquity and authority. This writer {eems to be cotemporary with
Fonatban ben Uswzicl: it is affirmed, that they faw each other ®.  Onkelos, according to
what is faid of him, was a difciple of Hzllell, as well as Sfonatban ; for it 1s afferted 9, that
ELIN and Sharnmal would not teach him one word of the law until he was circumcifed ;
and he is frequently called Onkelos the profelyte, and is faid to be profelyted in their days®;
and, by what is reported of him, he lived to the times of R. Gamalic/, the mafter of the
Avpoftle Paul, who died about cighteen years before the deftruction of FYerufalem » for it
is faid *, that when R. Gamaliel died, Onkelos the profelyte burned as much goods at his
funeral, for the honour of him, as amounted to {eventy Tyrzan pounds of filver. His
paraphrafe, which is only upon the five books of Aofes, is, for the moft part, a ftrit ver-
fion of the Pentateuch into Ghaldee, and 1s rather a mere tranflation than a paraphrafe.
1t is written in a very clean ftile, and neareft to the Bible, which have made fome think,
that it is the oldeft paraphrafe extant : and even Dr. Owenz®, who expreffes himfelf with a
grcat deal of warmth againit fome other paraphrafes, yet fays of this, that ¢ it keeps clofe
“ to the text, for the moft part, rendering the words in the fenfe of the Holy Ghoit ; nor
“ doecs he purpofely wander mnto old wives fables, as is ufual with all the reft: led by
¢« which reafon alone, adds he, I conjecture, that this paraphraft lived before the de-
 ftrution of the city.”” His Targuwz is in great efteem with the Jfews, as appears from
its being inferted after the text of Aofes, verfe for verfe, 1 the ancient manufcripts of the
Pentateuch, and is in continual ufe with them. ElZas Levita fays ™, we are obliged,
every week, toread a fecion (of the law) twice, once in the {cripture, and once in the
Targum of Onkelos. Indeed, they too much magnify this verfion, and make it equal
with the fucred f{cripture ; the {enfe of it they reprefent as tradittonally handed down from
mount Szzar, which being delivered fromy one to another, he received it from the mouth
of R, Eliczer and R. Fefbuc™ ; and they fay, that when he added any thing, it was not
from his own judgment, but was given hun from Szrzaz *; and, as before obferved con-
cecruing fonatban’s paraphrafe, the greater the authority of this verfion is with them, the
more prefling it is upon them, when it is ufed with advantage agamft them.

There arc other paraphrafes of lefs authority, and of an uncertain age, which notwith-
flanding have theiy ufefulnefs. . The Sferufales: Targum contains only fragments upon the
Pentateuch, vpon here and there a verfe, written in a very coarfe and different ftile. The
paraphrafes of the five books, FEffber, Ecclefiafies, Solomon’s Song, Ruth, and the Lazen-
tations, and of the Hagiographa, the books of the Pfalms, Ffob, and Proverbds, com-
monly afcribed to R. *fofe the blind, it is not known by the Fewws, Elias Levita {ays?,

who

YT Bab. ib. m R. Menachem apud Llliam Levitam in Prefat. Mcthurgeman. & Shalthalet Hakabala, fol.
2~ 1. Afuariis in Meor Encim, ¢. 9. fol. 50. 2. s Gulatin, de Arcan. Cathol. ver. 1, 1. ¢. 3. Helvicus de
Paraphr. Chald. ¢. 2. Schickard. Jus Regium, c. 1. p. 20. ° Prefat. Mecthurgeman. p Shalfhalet Haka-
bala, fol. 1g. 2. 1zemach David, par. 1. fol. 28. 2. 9 Zohar in Lev. fol. 30. 2. r Z.ohar in Gen.
fol. 28. 4. Tzewmach David 1b. ’ : T. Bub. Avoda Zara, fol. 11. 1. * Theologoumena,-p. 425.
v Prefat. Methurg,, v T",.Bab. Megilla, fol. 3. 1. * Gloff, in T". Bab. Kiddufhin, fol. 49. 1. ' Prefat.
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who are the authors of them. Until of late years there were no Targums upon the two
books of Chronicles made public: thefe were firft publifhed by Beck:us in the years | 680,
168 3, with notes upon them; and in the year 1915, David Wilkins publithed ano-
ther edition of them from a Cambridge manuicript. Some have thought that the author
of thefe was Yonathan bes Uzzzel *.  ‘The general ufe of thele parapbrafes is to aflift in
the explication of words of difficult interpretation, and efpecially {uch as are but once ufed
in the Bible; and for the confirming the fenfe of many paflages refpecting the Mefiiah, and
are ufeful in many controverfies, efpecially with the Tfewws, Papifis, gnd Socintans. 'That wor-
thy and learned prelate, bifhop Kidder *, exprefles his fenfe and judgment of them in the
following manner : ¢ Imuft own, that I have from my youth had a mighty veneration for
¢“ the Chaldee paraphrafts, and think them, next to the facred text, one of the choiceft
¢« treafures the learned Chriftians do enjoy: they are of marvellous ufe to us in our dif-
“ putes againft the fews, not to {ay Socinians alfo, It is no hard matter to fhew the
¢ various and vaft ufefulnefs and advantages, which we may receive by them ; but this
‘“ would require 2 treatife by itfelf. I have always thought that we were obliged to blefs
““ God for fuch a treafure.”’” 1 proceed

To give an account of the Talmuds, both Ferufulem and Babylonian. The word Tal-
mud fignifies doctrine; and the work, fo called, contains in it the fum and fubftance of the
dorine of the law, according to the Feaws : it confifts of two parts, the Mifnah and Ge-
mara; the former is the text, the latter is made up of the difputations and decifions of
the do&ors upon it. I begin with

The MISN AH, which may be rendered Deuterofis, or Deuteronomy, a fecondary
or répeated law ; for the Ffews fuppofe, that the law was repeated to Mofes, and an ex-
planation of it given, which they call the oral law. The book that bears this name was
compofed by R. Judah, called the faint, who lived in the tines of Antoninus the Roman
emperor : he flourithed, according to Buxtcrf®, Auno Chrifti 150, It is faid, by the
Fews <, tobecompiled one hundred and twenty years after the deftruction of the temple :
the occafion of it was this; R. fudab obferving that the Fews were in a ftate of exile, and
were {cattered among the nations, and fearing left the traditional law, which had been
handed down from their fathers, fhould be entirely loft in procefs of time, colle&ed to-
gether as much of it as he could himfelf; and wrote to the Jfews, in all parts, to fend
to him what they could recollect they had 1'ecei_ved from their anceftors ; or had by them
in papers and fchedules; which being communicated to him, he put together, and being
finithed, it was at once received by the fews, as the pandec?, cr body of their civil and
cancn law. But now, though this body of laws wus compiled, and put together in this
form and order, it muft not be thought that this was the rife and date of the u . ditions,
or laws themfelves, any more than the body of laws colleéted 1n Fufliiian’s time out of
writers that were three hundred years before, can be imagined to be of no earlier date
than his times. It is a clear cafe, that the materials of the Mzfrzah were in being before
the compilation of it by this Rabbin ; yea, that many of the traditions were written be-
fore for private ufe, and which was allowed. Mazmonides ¢ {ays, that < from the days
““ of Mpfes our mafter, unto R. Fudab, there was nothing compofed which was taught
‘“ publickly, concerning the oral law ; but in every age the head of the Sanbedrim, or
‘“ a prophet that was in that generation, might write for himfelf 2 memorial of the things
¢ he heard from his mafter; and he taught them publickiy by word of mouth, and
““ {o every one wrote for himfelf.” “To which agrees what another writer fays ¢, « be-
‘ -fore R. Sfudab, no book was written concerning the oral law ; but this before was the
“ law and cuftom in Ifree/, the wife men received one from another; and taught the
e Mfﬁmb by word of mouth, as it was delivered ; but the {cholars made marks to their
¢ traditions, and wrote them, left they fhould forget them; but they hid them, and
< called them, ™D N, the volume of fecrers”” And it is eafy to trace thefe tra-
ditions of which the Mifrab confifts, from the times of the compiler of it, up to the
times of Chrift and his Apoftles, and beyond them. Egefippus, a writer of the fecond
century, and who was a converted ew, is faid, by Eufedius f, to make mention of fe-
veral things which he had from the unwritten traditions of the Fews : and the fame & writer
-obferves of Tfofepbus, who lived in the firft century, before and after the deftrution of
Serufalem, that being an Hebrew of the Hebrews, he very accurately related fome things
cout of the Jfew:/b Deuterofis, or Mifnab, or rather their Mifnic Baraita, or exotic doc-

trije.

= S, Clark apud Caftell. Lex. Polyglott, col. 2613, Vid. Beckii Not. in Targ. 1 Chron, ii. 4. 2 Preface to
" the 3d Part of his Demonitration of the Mefliah, p. 12. Ed. fol. > Recenfio Oper. Talmud, p. 2 29.
¢ Ganz Tzemach David, par, 1. fol. 30. 2. Shalfhalet Hakabala, fol. 23. 2 d Prefat. ad Yad Chazaka,
¢ R. Jothua Hallevi Halichot Qlam, c. 1. p. 12, 13. £ Hift. Ecclef, 1. 4. c. 22. ¢ Demonttrat. Evang,
‘Y. 6. p. 291. ‘
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trines  And fome learned men », as Bochartus, Van Dale, and Hudfon, have been of opi-
nion, that the Hebrew books ‘fofepbus {peaks of, not only defign the facred fcriptures, but
Rabbinical writings extant in his time. At the time Pefpafian deftroyed Ferufzlen:, and
burnt the houfes of it, there were in it, ’tis faid, four hundred and eighty {ynagogues,
and in every one were a library and a fchool ; the library was for reading, or for the fcrip-
ture, and the {chool for the Mz/znab'; and in one of thefe {chools the Apcitle Paul was
brought up at the feet of Gamalie/; where he was taught the Myfiab, the law of the fathers,
and became exceedingly zealous of their traditions, Afs xxil, 3. Gal 1. 14. and fome
have thought, that the parchments he left at Troas, 2 Tz iv. 13. were of the fame kind
with the fchedules, or volumes of fecrets, in which the fcholars of the wife men wrote
the traditions they received from their mafters: and certain it is, that the traditions of
the elders were in being in the times of Chrift, which were rifen to a confiderable bulk,
which he takes notice of, and of which the Scribes and Pharifees were very tcnacious,
Matt. xv. 2—6. Mark vii, 3—13. Before the times of Chrift lived Hillel// and Shammat,
the heads of the Mifiic {chools, and who oppofed each other in the fenfe of the traditions,
and added new ones. ferom ¥ fays of them, * Samma: and Hzllel/ arole 1n ‘fudea not
¢« long before the Lord was born ; the firft of which may be interpreted 2 de/lioyer, and
“ the other prophanc; becaufe by their traditions, and d:legwons, Azfnic doctrines, they
<« deftroycd and defiled the precepts of the law.”” And though thefe traditions were not
committed to writing, {o as to be publickly read, yet they were reduced into a compen-
dium, and ranged into an order under certain heads, vive wvoce. Before the days of Hi/-
lell, ’tis faid !, ¢ they read fix hundred orders of the Mifnab, from the times of Mo/es,
“ on whom be peace, unto the fons of Betbira ; but Hillel/ put them into fix orders by
“ word of mouth, which comprehended the law henceforwards, that {o it might not be
¢ forgotten ; and this was done at the beginning of the reign of Herod.” And in fuch a
divifion, and order, 1s the written Adzfnab compiled. Long before thefe men were the feés
of the Pharifces and Sadducees in being ; the latter had their name from SadocZ, a difciple
of Autigorus, a man of Socbo; which Antigonus was the fucceflor of Simcon the juft, the
laft of Ezra’s great {ynagogue, who lived in the times of Alexander the great : thefe,
among other things, denied the oral law, or Mifuabh, rejetted the traditions, and profefled
to adhere to the {cripture only, and therefore were called Karaites, or Scripturarians ™.
This divifion was made in the times of the Maccabees, or Hafmoneans ; {fo that it {ecems
manifeft, that before this fect arofe the traditionary fenfe of fcripture, and the law, genc-
rally obtained. And it may well be concluded, that the foundation of traditions was laid
quickly after the times of Ez7a, and the return of the Fews from the Babylonifh captivity,
which, by degrees, came to a confiderable bulk before the times of Chrift. The Fezos in-
decd date their oral law from mount Szzar, and even prefer it to the written law, and
fay very extravagant things in favour of it; and even a very grave writer ® of theirs ob-
ferves, concerning the Airfinab, that <€ the brevity of its words, the elegance of its ccmpo-
“ fition, its beautifu]l order, the manner of handling things, with the divifion of it, if a
““ man looks upon them 1n a true hight, muft own, that flefh and blood could never com-
“ pofe any thing like it, but by divine affiftance.” However, this muft be faid; that it is
a work of fingular advantage and ufefulnefs; by which we learn what were the ancient
ufages and ctv ftoms of that people, what the traditions of the elders the fcriptures fpeak of,
what are agrceable to the word of God, and what not : and, as the learned Zagenfe/l ° ob-
ferves,  in the whole of it no blafphemy is to be found, nothing in oppofition to Chri-
““ {tians, cven no fable, yea, norany thing that 1s very foreign from reafon: it contains only
‘“ the mere traditions of the fathers, and is the body of the ¥ews/h law, which formerly was
“ not written :”’ and, for my own part, I am obliged to fav, that no one book in the
world, excepting the holy {criptures, has been of that ufe and fervice to me, as this has
been, together with the following.

The TALMUD, or Gemara, 1s the comumentary on the AM/fnzc text, and confifts of

the difputations and decrees of the doctors concerning the fenfe of the traditions, and s

two-fold ; the onc is called the Ferzfelesr Talnud, and the other the Babylonicr Talnud.

The Ferufalem Talmud is {o called, cither from the place where, or from the dialect in
which it was written, or from the ews 1 the land of Ifrael, for the fake of whom it was
compofed. The author of 1t was R. Fochanan, prefident of a {chool in the land of 7f;-ael,
with the help of two of the difciples of R. Yudab, Raf and Samuel; and it was finithed

- — about
h Vid. Hudfont Notas in Jofeph. Antiqu. 1. 9. ¢. 10. §. 2. U T. Hierof. Megilla, fol. 73. 4. & Cetubot,

fol. 35. 2. * Comment. in Ifauiam, 1. 3. Tom. V. fol. 17. 1. b Juchafin, fol. 1g. 2. Shalfhelet

Hiukabala, fol. 18. 1. w Maimen, mn Miln, Abot, c. 1. §. 3. Ganz Tzemach David, par. 1. fol. 20. 2.

» R. Sanguriy, Scpher Cofri, par. 3. §. 67. p. 247, 248. Ed. Buxtorf. ° Prefat. ad L'ela Ignea, p. 57.
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about the year 230 P: but being written in a coarfe ftile, and nothing near fo pure and
clean as the Mifnah, and abounding with exotic words, was not had in great efteem by the
Fews. Ferom 2 {feems to have reipect to this when he fays, ¢ how many are the traditions
“ of the Pharifees, which to this day they call Deuzerofies, or Mifnic laws? and how many
¢« doting fables I cannot turn over? neither will the bulk of the book admit of it;” fince
there is nothing of the fabulous kind in the M:/nab, nor is the bulk of that book large ; not
folarge as a Bible, and is fometimes publifhed in almoit as {mall a compafs as one of our Teefta-
ments ; tho’ indeed there is not much that can be called fable in the Ferufalem Talinud.

‘The Babylnian Talmud was written for the fake of the Fews in Babylon, and other
parts, the former not meeting with general acceptance ; this was not the work of a fingle
man, but of many {ucceffively, who were employed for the fpace of two or three hun-
dred years in colleting the difputations, decifions, and fenfe of the ancient do&ors, about
the civil and canon laws of the Jfews: this was begun by R. dfe, purfued by Maremar, and
at length finithed by R. Avina, about the year of Chrift soo’. There were 311 years
between the Mifnab, and this, according to the computation of fome ®. This work does
not contain the fenfe of the compilers of it, or of the Rabbins in their age, but the deci-
{fions of the ancient doftors, even of H:lle// and Shammaz, and others who were before the
times of Chrift. For, as the learned Buxrorf*t well obferves, tho’ the Talwudic work was
colle&ted into one body fome hundreds of years after Chrift ; yet the matter of it was dif-
puted in the famous {chools of Babylon, Sora, Nahardea, and Pombeditha, and written
down in books, partly before Chrift, and partly in the time of Chrift, and a little after.
It is generally received by the “fews, and is of wonderful ufe in various refpects. Says
the learned -Brawunius ¥, ¢ tho’ it 1s a work merely human, and not delivered by God, as
¢¢ the Fews rathly imagine; yet neverthelefs, if ever any book was written befides the fa-
““ cred {criptures, of great ufe, not only for the better underftanding of tongues, efpecially

the Hebrew and Chaldee, by which God has manifefted falvation to us in his word, but
in order to fearch out the antiguity, and the more hidden learning of the Cha/deans, Syrians,
Egyptians, and other people, their manners, rites, and cuftoms, and all the myfteries both
“ of the Sfewi/b religion and polity, and efpecially thofe things which make for a clearer ex-

<« pofition of the Old and New Teffament, that, beyond all doubt, is the Talmudic work.”
And a little after he adds, ‘“ what {lothfulnefs is that ? what perverfenefs? what ignorance?

““ to neglect, contemn, and even fend to hell the Ta/mudic work ; a work mof? ancient,which

is compofed for this end only, that pofterity might have an expofition of the law and
prophets ? what is the Mifnab elfe but a continued expofition of the law of Mpfes, di-
oefted into certain books? what is the whole Ta/nudic work, but a moft rich treafure of
““ “ewi/b antiquities, rites, manners, and all myfteries, both of polity and religion, from the
¢ times of Alexander the great, atleaft, to the fixth century, after the birch of Chrift?””? Of
the fame opinion was the learned Wagenfez/ ¥ ; ° weare are not afraid, fays he, likewife to
“ defend this, that in the Gemara, aswell as in the Mifnab, are many profitable things; nor can
““ any kind of learning be mentioned, which out of that may not be helped and adorned.—
“ Efpecially the Ta/mud ferves to illuftrate the holy fcriptures, and is of fo great ufe truly

¢ to underftand the words, laws, manners, and inftitutions of the ¥ews mentioned in them,
‘“ that there is no book in the world which can be of more fervice that way.”
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MAIMONIDES, as he is commonly called, or R. Mbfes ben Maimon, has abridged
the whole Za/mud, Mifnah, and Gemara, in a work of his which is called 224 Chazata;
which is written in pure Hebrew, in a clean, neat, and eafy language, clear of that crabbed
and rugged ftile, in which the Gemara efpecially is written; and free of all the knotty quef-
tions, and objections, and intricate difputes of the dotors, and of every thing which has the
appearance of fable : the whole contains nothing but the traditions of the Yews, their rites,
cuftoms, and ufages, civil and religious, digefted in the beft order and manner; and is the
beft {fyftem of their civil and canon law that is extant : it is juftly an admired work, and of
excellent ufe. The Fews have a common faying concerning him, ¢ from Mofes to Mofes
““ there 1s none like this Mofes.”” Of what fervice this performance of his is for the better
underftanding the laws of Mofes, may be feen in thofe extrac&s which our learned coun-
tryman, Mr. Ainfworth, has made out of it in his excellent commentaries upon the Pen-
tateuch. And now, tho’ this work was compiled abouv. the beginning of the thirteenth
century, yet inafmuch as it is only a compendium of the M:ifrabh and Tabnud, and a col-
leCtion of the various traditions of the elders, and of the civil and canon law of the Feaws

in ages pait, it is to be confidered, asto the matter and fubftance of it, as of equal an-

tiquity
P Ganz T'zemach David, par. 1. fol. 31. 2. 2 Epift. Algafie, qu. xo. fol. 55. I. tom. IIL. * Ganz

‘I'zemach David, par. 1. fol. 33. 1, 2. & 34. 1. Buxtorf. Rab. Biblioth. p. 425 * Kabala R. Abraham
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tiquity x;rith the Mifnic and Talmudic writings ; and he is as good a voucher for the an-
cient rites and ufages of the Fews, as can well be defired, and whofe fidelity Is to be
depended upon, as well as his judgment, In the laft edition of the Tz/mud, his work
is referred to in almoft every page. '

The RABB O T, are ancient commentaries on the five books of Mpfes, and upon
five others, viz. Solonion’s Song, Ruth, Lamentations, Ecrlefiaffes, and Efther; and are
written, partly in an hiftorical, and partly in an allegorical and myftical way. The author
of them was Rabba bar Nachmonz, who lived about the year of Chrift 300 *; or rather
he may be faid to be a compiler of them, for he does not give his own fenfe and inter-
pretation of {cripture, but colle¢ts together the explanations of the doétors, that had lived
in preceding ages: for as a jfewz/h ¥ chronologer obferves, *“ though he was the head of
<t the univerfity at Pombeditha in Babylon, yet he gathered and collected together, all the
¢« myftical explications of the land of Ifrael, (3. e. of the doctors that had lived there)
¢«« and wrote them in order.”” And {o Farch: * calls the firft part of this work, an hifto-
rical and myftical interpretation of the land of Ifi-ze/, 7. e. of the Rabbins in it; fo that
this work, as to the antiquity of it, anfwers at leaft to the three firft ages of Chriftianity.

'The book of Z O H AR, is a Cabaliftic commentary upon the Pentatench; it is gene-
rally afcribed to R. Simeon ben fochaz, as the author of it, who was a difciple of R. Akiva,
who died about fifty years after the deftruction of the temple, and about the year of Chrift
120 *; though fome fay he only began it, and his difciples finithed it®, which will make
no very confiderable difference in the antiquity of it; others affirm ¢, that he wrote no-
thing of 1t, nor his fon, but their difciples difciples wrote it, about fixty years after his death ;
but then, as another writer who oblferves the fame fays ¢, they compofed it as they received
it from him ; fo that the fubftance of it was his, being communicated by Lim, or his {on,
unto them ; but by the ftile of it, whichis even and uniform, it does not feem to be the
work of different per{ons; and be it wrote by whomfoever, it is a colleéion, not only of
the difcourfes of R. Simneon, and his fon Eleazar, and of their cotemporaries, but of the
Fewifb doctors, thatlived in Palefiine, both before and after the deftru@ion of Ferufalem ;
it is of great fame and authority with the Fews, and isagreed on by them, that whatever
in it does not difagree with the Ta/mud, and what is not explained in the Ta/mud, and i:
explained there, fhould be received as authentic®: and it i1s worthy of notice what the
fews remark, that there is no mention made of the Ta/mud throughout the book ; from
whence they conclude, that it muft be written before it; and certain itis, that the ftile of
it does not at all favour of novelty, but feems to ve as near to the ftile ufed in the times of
Chrift, as any thing extant; but whether it 1s fo ancient as they fuppofe, I will not fay;
yet evident it is, that inabundance of inftances, there isa very great likenefs in 1t, with
the phrafeology of the New Teftarnent. 'The editors of the Sultzbach edition of 1t, gave
their readers reafon to expect, there would be publithed by them in a fhort time, Z obhariftic
Parallelifms, on the New Teftament ; whether ever fuch a work was publithed, I know
not ; if it has been, I have not had the happinefs to have feen it, which might have been
helpful to me in this work : to which may be added, that there are interfperfed in it feveral
ancient treatifes, or extracts out of them, or fragments of them ; particularly the ancient
book of Babir, faid to be the moft ancient of all the Rabbinical books; the author of it
was R. Nechunia ben Kanab, who lived under the fecond temple, before the defiruction
of it, 30 or 4o years before Chrift, and was cotemporary with Fonatban the paraphraft f:
this fame Rabbi, whom Grotius 8 calls Nebumias, is faid by him to be fifty years before
Chrift ; and who reports that he fhould fay, that the time of the Meffiah fignified by
Daniel, could not be deferred longer than thofe fifty years. There are other writers of a
later date, which are made ufe of by me, though {paringly; as, Farchi, Aben Ezra
- Kimchi, R. Abrabam Seba, and others ; fome learned men affeét to fmile, when fuch are:
referred to, with refpect to the ufe of a phrafe or a cuftom, for the illuftration of any part
of fcripture; but there will be no reafon to indulge the fneer, when it is confidered, that
there is very little difference in the cuftoms and ufages of the 7ews, in one age from ano-
" ther; they are a people tenacious of their rites and ceremonies; and befides, the fame book
of traditions is the rule of their conduct now, which was in ages paft; and it may be ob-

ferved, that fuch of their writers wl}o are moft converfant with their ancient books, fre-
quently ufe words and phrafes peculiar to them.

The general objection to Talmudic and Rabbinical writings is, that they are ftuffed with
fables, idle tales, impertincncles, and fooleries; and nothing is more common, than to

reprefent

x Buxtorf. Rab. Biblioth: p. 326. * Ganz Tzemach David, par, 1. fol. 22. 2. z Comment.
in Gen. xlvii. 2. - Buxtorf. de Abbreviat. p, 19o0. > Ganz Tzemach David, par. 1. fol. 70 1.
¢ Shalfhelet Hakabala, fol. 23. 1. ¢ Juchafin, fol. 42. 1. c Ib, f Buxterf, Rab. Biblioth.

p. 319, 320. J uchafin, fol. 63. 2, & De Veritat. Relig. Chrift. 1. 5. §. 14.
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reprefent the Rabbins as a fett of romantic and fabulous writers, as foolifh, {ftupid, and do-
tards ; and this is plentifully done for the moft part, by fuch who have never read them.
That there are no fables in the Talmud, and other Few: /b writings, I will not fay; there
were fewi/b fables in the Apoftle’s time, 7iz. i. 14. and if they can be thought to be the
fame as in the Talmud, it isa proof of the antiquity of it, asto that part of the things
contained 1n it: however, I will venture to fay, that many, if not moft of the things
that are reckoned fables, are not ftri¢tly fuch; but have {omething fignificantly {olid and
inftructive in them. Mythology, or delivering things divine, moral, philofophical, and
hiftorical, by way of fable, was much in ufe in the Egffern nations, and very early ob-
tained, and particularly among the Fews; Fothan’s fable of the trees, of the olive~-tree,
fig-tree, vine, and bramble, difcourfing together, is a very known one, and a flagrant in-
ftance of what is fuggefted ; and from them, the Greecks and Romans received their Mytlie
way of {peaking dnd writing ; Pythagoras, and other philofophers, learnt from them, or
the Egyptians, or both, the way of communicating their fecrets by fymbols, and enigma’s.
The fables of Z/op, which introduce birds and beafts {peaking, " are notorious to every
one, and whom I greatly fufpe& tobe a Few ». and his fables Jew:fh ones; or if not, his
way of writing {eems to be taken from them: thefe, if confidered only in their litera]
fenfe, muft be ridiculous and abfurd ; and fome have been fo limple and foolith, asto un-
derftand them in no other way ; and have fancied there was a time, when beafts and birds
could fpeak ; and have been confirmed in it, by the fcriptural inftance of Balean’s afs -
but when a man is mafter of the morals of them, he perceives there’s fornethine folid
and inftructive in them, and that they are the fruit and produce of a fine in:ern 11,
and an ingenious mind. Many things, hiftorical, moral, and civil, and others in tuaty—
ral philolophy, and even as fome think in chymiftry, are delivered in fables ly Cozd,
in his Metamorphofes; and why fhould not the Fewifh writers, be thought to take
fuch a method ; partly by thefe pleafant and artificial ftories, to allure the more
fimple to reading, and partly to exercife the ingentous, in the fearch of the hidden
things of wifdom and knowledge, as well as to relieve and recreate their minds, in hard and
difficult ftudies? And this is not my own private {enfe, but the fenfe, as of “Fews/h writers
of the beft note?, fo of many Chriftian writers, as Galatinus 5, Fagius ', Dilherrus ™,
Selden ", Wulferus °, Mublius *, FPorftius 3, Gaffarellus v, Buxtorf *, and others. I
will not ‘uirdertake to be an Oedipus; to unriddle the mythology of the Fews; but I'll
fingle out one or two inftances, which appear, at firft fight, to be moft monftrons and
abfurd, and attempt their explanation. They tell us® of the firft man 4da», that when
he was created, his ftature was fo high, that he reached from heaven to earth; that
his body was fo large, that it extended from one end of the earth to the other; or, as
elfewhere faid *, he looked from one end of the world to the other; and that when he
rebelled againft God, he laid his hand upon him, and leffened him, and fo reduced him
to the bulk and fize that men are generally of : but now, who are moft to be laughed at,
the authors of this fable, or thofe who take it in the literal fenfe, and laugh at them ?
Can any man in his fenfes think, that any map, or fett of men, could devife and tell fuch
a {tory as this, in hopes of meeting with credit among any rational creatures ? The {enfe
of the fable is, that the power of man at his firft creation reached to all things under the
heavens, and upon the earth ; that he had dominion over the fowls of the air, the beafts
of the field, and the fithes in the fea; and that his knowledge was extended to all crea-
tures and things in the umverfe ; but that when he finned againft God, his authority over
the creatures was weakened, and his knowledge leflened : and fo, in a few words, It re-
prefents the ftate of man in innocence, his fall, and the fad effe&s of it. Again, 1t is a
very common thing with them to fpeak of a feaft that God will make for the rightcous
in the world to come; againft which time the Leviathan is falted, and when a large ox,
the Behemoth of ol will be ferved up, and a fowl of an incredible fize will be a part
of the entertainment, and a defart of the moft delightful fruits of the garden of Edcr will
be fet, and wine will be drank, which has been kept in the grape from the fix days of
the creation ¥. Now, tho’ there might be fome perfons who took all this in the grofs
and literal fenfe, as I have obferved in the note on Luke xiv. 15. yet they fadly miftook
the fenfe of the authors of -1t ; for as Gaffare/ius oblerves *, ¢ what madnefs is it to ima-
“ gine, that God fhould {alt up this dragon, or whale, called Lewviathar, and that it {hould
¢« afterwards be kept till the laft day, to make a feaft for thofe that fhall then have no
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b Vid. Wolf. Heb. Biblioth. Vol. 1. p. 125. " ! R. Ifaac Sangari in Sepher Cofri, par. 3. p. 253, 334.
Maimon. in Mifh. Sanhedrin, c. 11. §. 1. - % De Arcan. Cath. ver. 1. 1. c. 7. ! In Pirke Abot, c. 3.
9. 16. ™ In Atrio Ling. S. p. 89. apud Wagenfeil. Prefat. ad "I'ela Ignea, p. 61. " Prolegomena de
Succefl. ad Leg. Ebr. ° Theriaca Judaica, p. 369, &c. P Prefat. ad Cocceli Saqhedrm. A Pre-
fat. ad Pirke Eliezer, * Unheard of Curiofities, par. 1. c. 2. * Epift. Dedicat. ad Lex. Talimud.
t T, Bab. Chagiea, fol. 12. 1. & DSanhedrin, fol. 38. 2. “ Shirhathirim Rabba, fol. 28. 3. v See

my notes on the Targum on Cant. viil. 2. * Curiofaties, i~ =~ = <2
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cc more need to eat? And what excellent entertainment fhould God beflow upon his
<« children, when their chear fhould only be the fleth of a poudered dragon ? This were
«« one of the grofieft-fooleries that could be, were there no other do&rine couched under
< this tradition, than what the bare letter affords; and who can poflibly imagine the
¢« “fews to be a peopie {fo void of {fenfe, as fimply to believe this, without looking after
<¢ any other meaning of the thing ?” However, they muft be very ftupid that fo did
believe. Fagzus ¥ directs to another {enfe of this fable ; “ by the feaft, fays he, under-
¢« ftand, that chief and everlafting happinefs, which the righteous fhall enjoy in the world
¢ tocome; then truly they fhall eat and devour that Leviathen, thatis, fatan, when they
<¢ {hall fee him with all his minifters, thruft into hell.”” And to this agrees the fenfe
which Menafjeb ben If7ael * gives of the fame: ‘ by thefe and the like, fays he, are fig-
¢« nified the {piritual delight, pleafure, and joy of fouls, which they fhall be poflefled of
¢ in that ftate; for as here, wine ufually delights and exhilarates the minds of men,
« {olikewife that fpiritual ftate fhall fill the raifed ones, with all joy everlafting; but of
< thefe allegories of the Rabbins, and of the Talmud, adds he, my purpofe is to treat elfe-
¢« where and feparately, ina fingular tract ;> but whether he ever publithed any thing of
that kind, I do not know : and Maimonides * fome hundred years before him declared,
that he thould compofe a treatife to explain every thing of this kind in the Ta/mad, and
other writings ; fhewing, what were to be taken literally, and what parabolically ; but
this work, Ifuppofe, was never finifhed ; or however, never faw the light: and who alfo
obferves b, that the readers of fuch writings, may be divided into three claffes; the one
fort confifts of fuch, who underftand all things in a literal fenfe, and believe them, thouoh
ever {o abfurd, irrational, and impoflible ; which fect he reprefents as miferable and foolifh,
and to be pitied ; the otheris, of fuch who alfo take things in the literal fenfe, but reproach
the wife men, and laugh at them for them ; this clafs he makes to be more ftupid than the
former ; and the third fort is of them, and who are few, that confider the internal fenfe
of things, and underftand them in an enigmatical and parabolical way : and fince therefore
the fews themfielves affirm, that thefe things which have the appearance of fable, are not
to be underftood in a literal, but in an allegorical fenfe, it is an abufe of them, and doing
them areal injury, to interpret them otherwife: and as it would not be advifeable for any
man to repeat one of /Zfop’s fables, unlefs he is mafter of the moral of it, that {o he may
inftruct by it; and efpecially to do it for the fake of diverfion and laughter, unlefs he has a
child upon his knee to amufe ; fo neither is it advifeable to relate a Fewifh fable, merely to
faugh at it ; let fuch confider, at whofe expence the laugh is; it would be much more be-
coming them,; to endeavourto fearch out the hiftory, divinity, morality, or philofophy of
them, if they can, of themfelves; orread thofe books directed to in the margin ¢, <vith others
which are written for that purpofe ; out of the laft of which, the learned David Miilius
has produced an explication of two or three very remarkable fables, in the Ta/nud °.

'The Few:fh writers are commonly fet in a very odious light, as a parcel of ignorant and
fenfelefs men, as devold of common judgment and underftanding: it is certain, their an-
ceftors were not {uch, they excelled all other people in wifdom and- knowledge, as it is
reafonable to conclude they fhould; fince they had a peculiar revelation from God, and
were direCted by him in things patural, civil, and religious; and as they had the advantage
above all mankind in the knowledge and worfhip of God, {o in polity, morality, and natural
philofophy ; all the wifdom of the heathens, was derived from them; letters, hiftory, arts and
{ciences, literal and mechanic, owe their rife or improvement to them. Pythagoras, Plats, and
Ariffotle, borrowed their beft things from them ; of which learned men may be convinced,
by what Fofephus, Clemens Alexandrinus, ‘fuftin Martyr, Eufebius Cefarienfis, and others,
who were mafters both of Hebrew and heathen philofophy, have obferved; and the
Englifb reader may be fatisfied of the truth of this, by reading Gale’s court of the Gentiles:
what men were there ever in any nation under the fun, to be compared with Abrabam,
Mofes, Solomon, and Danze/? and even after the Babylonifh captivity, and when they were
oreatly funk and degenerated, between that and the times of Chrift, there were writers of
confiderable note among them, in divinity, morality, and hiftory; as the books of zbe
Wildom of Solomon, Ecclefiafficus, the Maccabees thew ; which though apocryphbal, and not ot
divine in{piration, -have many things very valuable and ufeful in them, and are thought pro-
per to be bound up with our bibles, and read by the common people.  Fo/ephus and Philo
the ¥zw, who wrote about the time of the deftru&ion of Ferufalem, are in great credit
with learned men ; though the former has his. miftakes,- and many things of the mythic
- or fabulous kind ; and the other, is a writer in the allegorical way ; it may be the reafon

why thefe are had in efteem, and not the Mifzic and Tilmudic writers'is,” becaufe they

- - S wrote
. ¥ In loco fupra citato. * De Refurre€tione Mortuorum, 1. 2. c. 19. 'p. 225. ' © 2 In Mifn. Sanhedrin
ut fupra. Vid, Pocock. Porta Mofis, p. 162. b Ib.p. 144—147. ¢ Caphtor Uperah, Beer Haggolah,
Derath Mofeh, Leb haarjeh, Ammudeah Shibgnah, Ollelot Ephraim. . . - ¢ Prefat. ad Cataleta Rabbinica.
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wrote in Greek, and are more eafily underftood than the latter, whofe language is difficult,
and their ftile crabbed and rugged : and fince I have mentioned thefe two writers, I cannet
but declare my opinion, that fuch who make it their ftudy to illuftrate the New Teftament
with Greek authors, would do well to compare the Greek of thele two writers, and plfo
that of the Sepruagint, with the New Teftament; fince their writings were neareft ‘the
times of the New Teftament writers, and they were Fews, as they were: but to proceed,
though fince the rejection of the Meffiah and his Gofpel, the Ffews are given up to a judi-
cial blindnefs and hardnefs, yet it is only in thofe things which relate thereunto ; they are
not deprived of their common fenfe and reafon; and many of them fince, have been fa-
mous for their knowledge and learning, particularly in pbyfic and gftronomy ; and fome of
them have made a very great figure in the courts of princes, and ‘have been made ufe of
in forming and executing political {chemes. Menafleb ben Ifracl, who lived in the laft
century, wasanan of confiderable reading and learning, and held a correfpondence with
many learned men among the Chriftians of his day ; and by his writings, appears to be
well verfed in divinity, and in ancient and modern philofophy : and though learning in all
its parts, and even Talmudic learning itfelf, is now much negle&ted by that people, as one
of their Rabbins hére in London, complained to me fome years ago, yet do we find that
they want capacity ¢ that they are men void of common fenfe and underftanding ? do we
not find them acute enough in their trade and commerce among us? what reafon is there
for this general calumny ? are not they able to give an account of their own nation, - their

rites, cuftoms, and ufages?

But be they as fabulous and as foolifh, as unfaithful and wicked, as they cam be faid, or
thought to be, dc they exceed the heathen writers, poets, hiftorians, and philofophers in
fuch a character ? who were not only all of them idolaters, but many of them very pro-
fane perfons; whofe writings are ftuffed with lies, lewdnefs, and .all manner of wicked-
nefs; yet many learned men have employed their time in the fludy of them, and have
taken many things from them, for the illuftration of the facred text; and how have they
rejoiced, as if they had found a great {poil, when they have lighted upon any thing, that
has ferved to explain a word or phrafe in the New Feftament, or fettle and eftablifh the
{fenfe of one; or could obferve any ufage, rite, or cergmony among the heathens, to which
it has been thought there might be an allufion in, it; though it has been, as Brawnzus ob-
ferves®, in a Gentile Arifiotle or BEpicurus; in an impure Ariffopbanes, Martiql, - Lugign,
Catullus, Petronius, thofe minifters of wickednefs; eor in e lying Homer, Hgfiod, and
Owvid, thofe makers of fables, and othersof the fame ftamp : for my part, I do not object
to {uch a method of illuftrating {cripture; I am of opimion, that all kind of learping eon-
tributes to the knowledge of the fgriptyre, and all thould be employed that way, and be
fubfervient to it : Ergfmus and Bezg formerly, and of late Elfner, Bos, Wolfius, and Raq-
phelius, have done much this way, to great profit and advantage. I don’t diflike the il-
luftration of the paflage in Rev.ii. 17, concerning the white ftone, and new name In it,
by thofe lines of Owid,

Mos erat antiques niveis atrifque laptilzs
His damnare reos, illis abftfvere culpa,

Though they are taken out of the Fables of his Metamorphofes : all that I infift upon is,
that Fewz/b writers fhould ftand at leaft upon an equal foot with Heathen ones, in things
relating to their own language; rites, and cuftoms ; and this is nounreafonable demand ; and
in it I:have a very learned f ancient writer on my: fide : “ 'The things of the Hedrefvsare to be
< taken from themfelves, and not elfewhere ; as we lgarn the things of the Phanicigns from
“ the Pheanicians; and the things of the Egyptians from the Egyptians ; as alfo the things of
¢¢ the Grecians from thofe that are moft famous among them ; and the things of Philo-
<. fophers from the. Philofphers, -and net from thqfe who are unikilful in philofophy: fo
«« T reckon it muft follow, fays he, that the things of the Efebrewws muft be taken from
<¢ their writings, apd not elfewhere.””. And indeed it fhould {feem as if thefe ought to
have the. preference ta Heathen writers s fince- they: profefs the worthip of the one, true,
and living Ged, beligye a diyine:revelation, receive the beoks of the Qld Teftament, which
many of. their commentators, have wrofe, .in. many. things, well- upon; who when they
write 'well, as it is cpnfefled, nong.do better. . And efpecially, they qught furely to be
regarded and credited,. when what they fay agrees with the New Teftament, and ferves to
illuftrate and.confirm it 5 -of which kind are the things produced in.the following Expofition..

- - Thefe men are-indeed-enemics to:the Gofpel. of: Chrifk,. but. fus o & ab bofle doceri g
and the conceffions of an enemy may be made ufe of to great advantage againft him, and
for.the confirmation of: truth .: befidds, the people of the fezws are to be converted in the

A 4- *:"r' ‘;:“‘JI" . .o | , | *\ . ,l ' : latt.e
*-Seletta Sacra, L'5s “Exerci 2, §. 27. p. 611, 6x2. ' ¥ Eufeb. Evangel, prepar. L. 7. ¢ 8. g. 306. J
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Tatter day, and it 1s ‘worth our while to be at pains to convince them of their errors, to
urge their ancient writings again{t them, and in favour of Chriftianity, to retort their own

arguments upon them, to recommend the reading of the New Teftament unto  them, by

fhewing the argreement of its ftile with thelr writings, and by proving fa&ts in it out of
them, and {o remove their prejudices againit-it ; but if nothing of this kind can be hoped

for from fuch a method of proceeding, furely it muift be of ufe to us Chriftians. ¥s it

of no moment and importance to the caufe of Chriftianity, that the ews themfelves allow
that there was {uch a perfon as Jefus of Nazareth, about the time he is faid to live ; that
the names of his parents were fofeph and Aary ; that he was born in Bethlebem of fu-
dab ; that he was for fome time in Egypst; that he preached very much in Galilee ; that
he wrote miracles, cleanfed lepers, &c. that he rode to Jerufalem on an afs, and was put
to death by the Fews at the time of the paflover? All which; with other things related
by them, agree with the-.cVangel’ic'hiﬂoryi and confirm’ it : they own thefe was fuch a
perfon as fobn the Bapiift, who adminiftered baptifm in thofe times; they give us the
names of feveral of the difciples of Chrift, whom they allow to have had the mift of heal-

ing difeafes. Is 1t of no uie to us, nor any fatisfaction to our minds, to obferve from

the Fews themielves, that there were fuch traditions among them the New Teftament
fpears of, and condemns.? and that we are able, not only to thew in the grofs that there
were fuch things as the traditions of the elders, but that we can produce the particu-

lar ones our Lord mentions, and fuch cuitoms and ufages as are referred to by him and
his Ap,oﬁles? befides, are there not many, not only words and phrafes, but things, which

would have been morally impofiible to underftand in an ordinary way, withont the affiffance

of Fewsfh learning ? What could we have known of their {ynagogues, and {ynagogc-wor-

thip ? of the feveral fe&s of religion among them ? of their Sarbedrim, and other courts of

judicature ? of their {courging with forty {tripes fave one? of their phyladteries ? ¢i” being

uncircumcifed after circumcifion ? of a fabbath-day’s journey, with a multitude of other
things, as will appear by the following expofition? Upon fuch confiderations as thefe
many great men have declared their fenfe of the great ufefulnefs of Few:/h writings for the
underftanding of the New Teftament : and that it may appear I am not alone in my {enti-
ments on this head, I fhall produce the teftimonies of feveral of them.,

Our countryman Mr. Hugh Broughton, a man of great knowledge in the langulz%es,'
CW
Teftament, in every part, doth thew clearly that Ged is the author of it, infomuch that

« the Fews might know by the ftile that it came from heaven: in it we fhall find the

““ phrafe, firft, of the common Greek writers, fecondly, of the fwventy-fwo interpreters,
¢ thirdly, of the Tafmudicks, and fourthly, words made by the Apofitles. There 1is
““ no other way to maie Chriftians ready in the Bible, but by handling the Gofpel by
““ Talmudicks, to wholfe tenor of ftudy all the New Teftament’s ftile is bent. ‘The
¢ New Teftament, {peaking to Fews, is applied to their manner of fpeech, and plain,
“ to a Talmudic, where it 1s hardeft to us. The holy Spirit ufeth the unlearned Fews —a
« in Scribes learning, in writing for Scribes, to pafs them in their Ta/nudical {cience ;
¢¢ every part of the New Teftament theweth this to Ta/mudicks; and St, Paul, in {chool~
< education, heard Gamalzel their doltor, and frameth ‘all that Epiftle which he wrote to
¢ them to mect with their Ta/mudicks 8.” And the Evangelilk Matthew, he calls the Tal-

mudick of Talmudifis,

‘The learned Buxtorf ! fays- of the Talmzd, that there are: in i many things of great

moment, to illuftrate in a very remarkable manner, an infinite number of places in the
New Teftament, as to words, phrafes, and haftory. - |

Cocceius %, {peaking: of the traditions. of the“_“few;c,t *hés* thefe words: ¢ thefe are of ufe
‘¢ either to the fuller underftanding of the law of Mofes, as ritual, judicial, and moral 5 O
¢ for.the illuftration: of foreign laws; or to give light inta the hiftories of Fews/h affairs;

({4
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the phrafeology of the New Teftument, muift needs contri

or which is greateft-of :all, for the confirmation of the evangelic hiftory ; where: much
mention is made. of Feewzfp cuftoms, laws, -and.traditions—-—the knowledge of tlie
Talwud, and of Talmudic writings, affords very remarkable light for the illufiyation. of th‘e
New  ‘Feitament.—++8eeing . that ‘language ‘was in-ufe. in the age of Chrift, and his
Apoftles, which:is. with the Talemdifis; and they {poke in no other, as s evident
clear arguments. ind teftimonies of learned men : the comparing of that:language wi
ﬁe .much for the ifluftration

of it.. - Verily, if any one:would ‘but try to. tragiflate places into Febrew, he:iwill find

€< that in -many, Ta/mudic words and phrafes are nearer than Bible ones.” T
Rhenferdzus,
¢ Worksy, Tom. H. p. 416, 4225'693, 707. b Epift. Pedicat. ad Lex. Thalmuds -3 -Prefat. ad

8.nhedrin & Maccot.
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Rbenferdius * begins a very learned differtation of his after this manner: < Seeing’ all
¢ they deferve praife among Chriftians, who being furnithed with various forts of léarning,
< employ their thoughts and cares for the illuftration’of the facred feripture, I know none
<¢ that better deferve it than thofe, who being fkilled in the Hebrew language and laws,
<« from thence, as from its proper feat, borrow and hold forth light to the hiftory and
<¢ phrafeology of the New Teftament. Greece has much, Rome alfo, formerly miftrefs
<« of the nations, has much ; which being neglefted, or not rightly enough underftood,
¢ in vain you labour to underftand the. New Teftament; yet as much as that is, which
« indeed is great, it is but as a drop from the ocean, in comparifon of thofe things which

¢¢ the monuments of the Hebrews pour 1n for the fame ufe, not by bufhels, and meafures
¢ of three buthels, but by whole barns full,’”’

Mublius ', in an apology of hisfor the ftudy of the Talmud, delivers himfelf in the fol-
lowing manner: ¢ 'The Ta/mudic writings are of great moment for the underftanding of
<< the facred fcripture ; for in the verfions of the holy Bible, how many faults and errors
¢¢ are there arifing from ignorance of things in the 7a/mud2 Such an ignorant interpreter
<« eafily flips, and alfo leads others by the fame precipices. What will he do in the Old
«« Teftament, where all things are full of Ta/mudic argument? What in the New ? where
« indeed the context is Greek, the words, I confefs, are Greek, and the types are Greek,
< but the ftile is plainly Fewifh, and full of Talmudic favour; fo that the Talmudic vo-
¢« lumes may feem like a verbal commentary upon the New Teftament, which no one
“ will deny but he that is determined to maintain an hypothefis.”” And after giving
many inftances in the New Teftament, thewing and proving what he had afferted, he
further adds; without the refolution and folid explanation of the Ta/mudifis, thefe things
would remain entirely inexplicable, and be only known to fuch who have learned them
from the Mifnic and Talmudic fountains : and hence 1t 1s, that the moft learned men who
know this full well, have employed their chief ftudies this way, that from Tz/mudic and
Rabbinical writings they might moft happily illuftrate the books of the: New Teftament;
and then particularly mex}'tions Drufius, Grotius, Capellus, Cartwright, and Lightfoot.

Surenbufius ™ relates, what by experience he had found to be true, how that in his younger
days he applied himfelf to the reading of Greek authors for the better underftanding of the
New Teftament ; but did not receive that advantage from them he expeéted, the ftile
and language not agreeing, by reafon of the diftance between the writers of the New Tefta-
ment, and them : and he goes on to inform his readers, how when-he came to engage in
Hebrew ftudies, they not only led him in a right way to the underftanding of the Old
"Teftament, but beyond his expeCation gave him no fmall light into the more difficult
paflages of the New Teftament ; and for which, when he rightly confidered the thing, he
found there was good reafon, fince the writers of it were Hebrews, who had had an
Hebrew mafter, whofe do&rine they had heard both in the ancient Hebrew language ufed
in Bible exercitations among the doctors, and in the Syrzac diale&t, then common in
converfation, and in fermons to the unlearned.

Wagenfeil ®, 1 have before obferved, affirms, that there is no book in the world, that
can be of that fervice for the illuftration of the holy fcriptures,. as the Ta/mud ; and adds,
<« that the inftitutions (or traditions) which are mentioned in the Ta/mud, did certainly of
““ old obtain among the Fews, the authority of the New Teftament openly convinces us ;
“ in which many of them are found, in the moft exprefs words; wherefore fobn Light-
< -foot an Englifbman, a man well verfed in Hebrew literature, performed alaudable work,
¢ in explaining the four Evangelifts ; .when out of the Ta/mud chiefly, he ftudied to bring
¢t light to the facred writers, and to illuftrate fome of the more obfcure fayings in them :
<« that laborious’work 1 highly value, for'the whole is fillea with deep learning, and fur-
~<¢ pifhes out many things, of which no interpreter ever thought, nor could think of;

< without fkill in the flgdlmud s would to God he had lived, to handle all the facred books
“ in the fame manner; but feeing death has prevented it, it would.be a defireable thing,
¢¢ if another, by the way fhowed him, would endeavour to goon with it to the end ; who
‘¢ would certainly gain great favour and thanks, among all thofe that have a juft value for
‘“ fuch things.”” More teftimonies of this kind might have been produced, but thefe may
fuffice ; .nor fhould I have mentioned thefe, but to thow. that I am not. fingular in my opi-
nion and fentiments, concerning the manner of explaining paffages in the New Teftament,
out of fews:/h writings; and that this is notarafh ftart and {ally of mine, which fome, who
are utter ftrangers to thefe things, might have imagined, but is what has been thought of,

. | R AU - well

“ Differt. 1. de decem otiofis Synagog. Thef. 1. p. I, 2. ! Prefat. Apologet. pro {tudio Thalmudico ad
Coccei Titul. Sanhedrin & Maccot. o Prefat. ad Mifnam. o Prefat. ad ‘T'ela Ignea, p. 65, 6(:.
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well weighed, confidered, and approved of by men of the greateft figure, and with whom
1 am not be named. |

‘What fome learned men on the other fide of the queftion have affirmed, is monftrous and
thocking, that whatever the Fews have delivered in their Mifuah and Gemara, 2ll the wif-
'dom of the ancient Hetrews, the traditicns of the clders,whatcver they have in them con-
cerning their antiquities, rites, and cuftoms, efpecially thofe which give any light to the New
Teftament, are taken from the New Teftament itfclf, from the fayings of Chrift, and his
Apoftles, from the fathers, and from chriftian apoftates ; and that Chrift, and his Apoftles,
have no refpect to the rites, manners, and cuftoms of the “fews, in ufe before their time ; and
therefore nothing can be learned out of the Ta/mud to expound places in the New Teftament.
Braunius ° has given a full anfwer to all this with a great deal of {pirit and juft reafon-

ing. I fret at my heart, {ays he, to fee men, meaning particularly Poffius and Oaven,

otherwife well verfed 1n Greek and Lafiz authors, teach things fo abfurd and manifeftly
falfe, with fo much boldnefs; and they muft pardon me, if I fay with {o much igno-
rance, for I fay the truth : whoever has but juft dipped into the Mifnah and Gemaira, and
other ancient books, will at once obferve, that they that affert fuch things, are moft igno-
rant of Yewi/h antiquity, and have never read the above writings; and have only took
fome things, and thefe often botn bad and falfe, out of the obfervations of others. He
“rightly takes notice of the “fews implacable hatred of Chrift, his apoftles, and the fathers
of -the Chriftian church, who had theiv writings in the utmoft abhorrence and detefta-
tion, and would never borrow any thing from them. He obferves, that this is as ridicu-
lous as to {uggeft, that the Greet and Roman writers, took out of the New Teftament,
what they fay concerning Ceefar Augufius, Cyrcnius, Pontius Pilate, and other things which
relate to the Romarz hiftory ; that it is equally as great a piece of madnefs, to imagine that
the fews took what they have written concerning the rites and cuftoms of their own nation,
out of the New Teftament, as it would be to fuppofc that the Ilcathen writers have taken
from thence what they fay concerning the Oflympze games, and other cuftoms alluded to
by the Apoftles. e expofes, in a very jult manner, the folly of fuch an affertion, by
obferving that the 7fews, according to it, would have known nothing of f{ynagogucs in
Fudea ; nor cver thought of phylacterics, and the enlarging the borders of their garments;
of paying tithes of mint, anife, cummin, and other herbs; of a fabbath-day’s journey;
of drawing on the forefkin after circumecifion; and of the law of {courging with forty
{tripis, fave one ; nor perhaps would they have fworn by Leaven and earth, by ferufa-
lep, >y the temple, and by their head, or have made ufe of pipers and mourners at fune-
rals, or forbid the plucking ears of corn on the fabbath-day, except they had met with thefe

things in our New Teftainent; ail which would be monfiroufly ridiculous to fuppofe ;
and yet no more (o than what thefe writers fuggeft.

Some may think I have made too much ufe of Few:/h authoritics in the following ex-
pofition ; my concern Is, that I have made no more ufe of them; and that my reading
and obfervations have not furnifhed. me with more materials of this kind, which I am
very well fatisfied, might be obtained from them ; for which reafon I fhould have chofe
to have deferred the publication of it, hoping I might be able, by fuch means, to give
further light to fome paflages of {cripture; and only the importunity of my friends, and
the confideration of the uncertainty of life, have prevailed upon me to let it go into the
world as it 1s.. I have ufed all diligence, both from my own reading, and from the ob-
fervations of others, to make it as perfect- in this way as I could ; and from none have 1
had fo much help and affiftance as from the great Dr. Lightfoo, who has broke the ice
for me, and pointed out the way in which I fhould proceed, as #agenfe:/ obferves, On

confulting my Adverfaria, and comparing my notes with what the doctor has obferved, 1
found fome things taken notice of which he has publifhed : and indeed, it can hardly be

thought it fhould be otherwife in reading the fame writings, and with the fame view ; but
I have not thought proper to drop them on that account, but have rather chofe to make ufe
of others produced by him, unobferved by me, in order to make this work as complete as
I could, and which lovers of Hebrew learning will thank me for; tho’ the reader will
not be able to obferve {carce any thing but what is either corrected, improved, or con-
firmed. And as for thofe who may not have a tafte for thefe things, I hope they will find
without them a fatisfaCtory expofition of the facred text; and I may further obferve, that
citations of this fort will not appear fo frequently and largely in the other parts of the
work, as in the firft volume. It is very poffible, that my fondnefs for this kind of litera-
ture may have betrayed me into fome weaknefles, which I hopc will be overlooked. And
o doubt but there are miftakes made by me in this fort of learning itfelf, which men

of
e Selecta fucra, 1. 5. Exercitat. 2. p. 617, 621---620.
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of candour and ingenuity, efpecially fuch who know the difficulty and intricacy of fuch
ftudies, will not bear hard upon me for, but gently corret. Some of my readers may be
offended with fome things they may meet with in the citations out of Fews/h writings,
not being ufed to fuch reading ; and this is an infelicity that attends teftimonies produced
out of both Heathenifh and Fewifb authors, that there is often fomething not pleafing and
grateful to Chriftian ears; I have, as much as I could, pared off what might not be fo
agreeable ; but fometimes it has been neceflary to recite more than is eligible, in order to
finith the fentence, and complete the fenfe; and the reader thould obferve, that he is no
further to regard the citation, than as it concerns that for which it is made, the phrafe-
ology, hiftory, rite, or cuftom referred unto,

As for the Orzental verfions I have chiefly made ufe of in this work, they are thofe
that are publifthed in the London Polyglott Bible; and I have, for the moft part, followed
the tranflations of them in it, chufing rather that my readers fhould truft to the labours
of thofe learned men concerned in that work, than to that little knowledge and fkill I
have in thofe languages. ‘The various readings of the text I have not entered into a cri-
tical examination of ; I have only fele¢ted fome of the moft material ones, which differ
moft from the commonly received reading, oragree with the Vulgate Latin and Eaftern
verfions, or furnith out an ufeful obfervation. Nor need the reader be uneafy, left the
authority of the fcripture fhould be weakened, and become doubtful by thefe different
readings : for as a learned man of our own nation has obferved 9, ¢ it is an invincible
““ reafon for the fcriptures part, that other efcapes fhould be fo purpofely and infinitely let
‘“ pafs, and yet no faving or {ubftantial part at all fcarce moved out of its place. To fay
¢ the truth, thefe varieties of readings in a few bye-places do the fame office to the main
“ {cripture, as the variations of the compafs to the whole magnet of the earth; the mari-
““ ner knows fo much the better for thefe how to fteer his courfe,”

I have nothing more to obferve, only that I have here and there taken notice of the
more material objeCtions of the Fews to the writings of the New Teftament, and have
given a {hort anfwer to them; and the rather, as they may partly ferve to remove their
prejudices againft them, and partly to confirm Chnftians in them ; fo likewife to obviate
the exceptions of deifts, who join with them inthem, and make ufe of the fame, and im-

prove them to the fame purpofe,

As to my religious principles from which I am denominated by inen, they are pretty
much known in the world by the writings I have already publithed, and my notes on the
feveral parts of fcripture will be found to correfpond with them. I have ftudied con-
Iiftency with truth, and with mylfelf; and I hope nothing will appear contradi¢tory to
the form of found words, and the analogy of faith, or be yea and nay, but harmonious,

uniform, and all of a-piece,

And now I do, in the moft fincere and grateful manner, give thanks to God for that
meafure of health and ftrength of body, and for all the gifts and graces of his Spirit af-
forded me, by which I have been enabled to go through this arduous work thus far, and
would be depending upon him for frefh fupplies of grace and ftrength for the publication
of the whole. I moft freely acknowledge, that all I have of nature, literature, and grace,
I have from him, from whom every good and perfect gift comes; I have nothing but
what I have received ; nor would I glory as though I had received it not: and if I have
wrote any thing contrary to the ‘diviie perfeCtions, or what may refle&® any dithonour on
the dear name of Jefus, or be any way injurious to the truth, as it is in him, or be detri-
mental to the intereft of pure and undefiled religion, I do moft humbly intreat forgive-
nefs at the hands of God: I am fure I have not wrote any thing of this kind knowingly,
and on purpofe. ‘To conclude, 1 do moft earneftly defire and implore the blefling of
God 'upon thefe labours of mine, that they might be ufeful to many in reading them, that
their minds may be enlightened, their faith may be eftablithed, their knowledge of divine
things may be increafed, and God may be glorified.

1 J. Gregory’s Preface to his Works.
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EXPOSITION

.OF THE

New Teftament.

,..Theh Gofpel according to St. M ATTH EW.

of God. Though he was employed in colleéting
the Roman tax, yet he was of Fewih extraét; as
appears, from his being called the fon ‘of 4lpbeus,
Mark 11. 14. and from his name Matthew Levi ;
for as the ldtter, fo the former is an Hebrew name.
The Fews fay ® one of the difciples of Fefis was cal-
led ‘RN, Matthai or Matthew : his name [ignifies
i gift or given; he was one of thofe the Father had
given'to Chiift, and was kept by him, when the
fon of perdition was loft, Fobn xvii. 6, 9, 11, 12.

It may not be improper to enquire in what lan-
guage this Gofpel was written. The ‘ancient Chri-
flian. writers were generally of opinion, .that AZaz-
thew wrote it in Hebrew 5 Papias and © Pantenus
were of this mind, as alfo Ireneus®, Origene, Eu-
ebius 'y Athanafiusc, Epiphbanius®, and ferom® ; and
it is afferted in the titles of the Aradic and Perjic
verfions, and at the énd of the Syrizc verfion
of this Gofpel, that it was written in that lan-
guage ;. and this opinionis efpoufed by Grotius
and 'Hammond, though juftly exploded by others ;
for what has been publithed by AMunfer, Mercer,
Huster and Robertfon, "are  tranflations,” made by
themfelves or others, and of no antiquity : and
{ince Hebrew and Syriac wortls' are terpreted’ in
this Gofpel, fee chap. 1. 2°3. and xxvii. 33, 46.
which would not have been.done, had it béen writ-
ten -in  either language ; ‘and fince Matthew gene-
rally follows the Séptaagint verfion in the pafliges

HE fubjelt of this book, and indeed of
all the writings of the New Teftament, is
The Gtg/j?t’f. 'The Greek word Eum)rﬂs?qau
ficnifies a joyful meflage, good news,
glad tidings of good things ; fuch as Chrnft was
anointed to preach, the Angels brought to the
fhepherds, and the Evangelilts, Apoftles, and Mi-
nifters of Chrift publithed to the world. Ifa. Ixi. 1.;
and li. 7. Luke 1. 10. And fuch is the account giveni
by this infpired writer, of the incarnation, life, ac-
tions, miniftry, miracles, fufferings and death of
Jefus Chrift 5 whereby peace and reconciliation, par-;
don and righteoufnefs, atonement and redemption,
life and falvation are obtained for loft, perithing'
finners. The Fews, to whom the meflage ot grace
was firft fentr, and among whom the Gofpel was firft
preached, having defpiled and rejected it ;. they andy
their pofterity, in allufion to the word Evangelion,
moft wickedly and blafphemoully call the whole New!
Teftament, W91 NN or WOA W Aven Gilion ?, a
revelation or -wolume of iniquity and wanity 5 but
bleffed are the people that know the joyful founa, Plal.
Ixxxix. 15. o | '
The . writér of this Gofpel, Matthew, who alfo
was called Zevi in Lukev. 24, was by occupation
a publican, or tax-gatherer, and was in his employ
when Chrift called him by his ‘grace. He was one
of the twelve Apoftles fent forth by Chrift to pteach
the Gofpel of the kingdom, Matth. x. 3. and was .. ‘ ¢ verfion
honoured to be the firft of the writers of the New|cited-by him out of ‘the Old Teftament; and fince
Teftament, and to be the firft publifther therein of}} the Hebrew language was not generally known at
the good news of the incarnate Saviour ; and was. a{that timre’ to the common people, only to the
wonderful inftance of the rich and fovereign grace|learned ; for the law'and -the prophets, when read
" a'T,-Bab. Sabbat, fol. 116. 1: Y et: Nizzachon. p. 1’5, 39, 87, G4, 134, 186. "Ed. Wagenfeil: ¥ T, Bab. Sanhedrim,
fol. 43. 1. ¢ Fufeb. Hiit. Fecl™ 1. 3. C.30. P.114. i/id. ib. L.g. ¢. 8. p.172. c.10. p. 175. & L 6. c.25. p. 226.
4 Adv. Harel. L 3. c. 1. ¢ [n Matt. Tom. 1. p. 203. Ed. Huet. , ¥ Eccl, Hift. 1. 3. cap. 24. p.95. . B Synopf. facr.
%Eript. p- 134. Vol z. B Conira Harel. 1. 1. Hpr. 29 & 30. { Citalog, Script. Ecclel. fol.'go. Tom, 1. ad Hedib..fol. 46.
om. 3. - - . . - U e . R |
Vor. I. o B T
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in the fynagogues in that language, required an
inrerpreter 3 and fince. the. Greek tongue was the
langu
th'::gEvangelif’cs wrote In Greek, and the Gofpel was
defigned for the Gentiles as well as the fews; it
is-moft reafonable-to-conclude that this Gofpel alfo
was wrote in Greek 3 whereby that ancient prophecy
was fulfilled, at leaft in part, God fball enlarge or

perfuade Fapheth, and be fball dwell in the tents of

Shem, Gen. ix. 27. the Gofpel being publifhed in
the language of Fapbeth, the Greek languag:, which
the Fews, the pofterity of Shem, now underftoodk
agreeable to which the Zalmudic writers interpret

the
above words, ¢ They fhall fpeak N9 D w52

more commonly {poken, and -the-reft of.

7T H E W. Ch.1. ¥.1.

“ {poken in the language of Faphbeth, in the midft
«“ of the tents of Sbeyz 1.7 R. Jocbanan ™ explains
them thus: ¢ D52 Y37 2he words of Fapbeth
¢ {hall be in the tents of Skem ; and fays R. Chiya
“ ben Aba, the fenfe of it is, The beauty of Fa-
“ pbeth fhall be in the tents of Shem.”  “Which
the glofs interprets thus : -¢ “The beauty 6f Fapbeib
“ 15 the language of Favan, or the Greek languagc,
““ which language is more beautiful than that of
‘“ any other of the fons of Fapbeth’® The time
when this Gofpel was written is faid » by fome o
be in the ¢ighth or ninth, by others, in the Sifteenth
year after the afcenfion of Chrift, when the Evan-

prophecy ; fays © Bar Kapbra, mentioning the | gelift had received the extraordinary gifts of the

fpirit, among which wids the gift of tongues; and

““ 4n the lagguage of Fapheth, in the tents of | when the promife of Chrift had been made gaod to
<t Shem 3*° or, < the words of the law fhall be| him, Fods xiv. 26. T )

CHAP L

HE book of the gemeration of Fefus
Chrift, &c.] This 1s tiie genuine
title of the book," which wasput to it by .the Evan-
gelift himfelf ; for the former feems ta be done by
another hand. T his boolt is an account, not of the
divine, but human generation of Chrift ; and not
merely of his birth, which lies in a very little com-
; nor-of -his-genealogy, which is -contained in
this chapter ; but alfo of his whole life and altions,
of what was faid, done, and fufter’d by him. Itisan
Hebrew way of {peaking, much like that in Gen.v. 1.
and which theSeptuagint render by the fame phrafe as
here ;3 and as that was the book of the generation of
the firft Adasm, this is the book of the generation of
the fecond Adam.. The Fews call their blafphemous
hiftory of the life of Jefus, w My v 7N aD, Zbe
book. of the generations of Fefus °. '
~ This account of Chrilt begins with the name of
the Mefliah, well known to the Fews, tie fon of
David 5 not only io the Scribes and Pharifees, the
more learned part of the nation, but to the com-
mon people, even to perfons of the medneft rank
and figure among them. Sce Mast. 1X. 23. and
xii. 23. and xxii. 42. Nothing i1s more common

Ver. 1.

in' the Fewifbh writings, than for W7 {3 the fon of | ¢ no reproof.

David to 'ftand alone for the Meffiah ; 1t would be
endlefs to cite or refer to all the teftimonies of this

“ NI 12 the fonof David comes. The tradition
‘“ of R. Fudab fays, In the generation in which
““ M 12 the fon of David comes, the houfe of the
“. congregation (the ichool or fynagogue) fhall be-
““ come a brothel-houfe, Ga/lilee thall be deftroyed,
and Gabalene fhall become defolate ; and the men
of Gadul (or the border) fhall go about from
city to city, ‘and fhall find no mercy ; and the
wifdom of the fcribes fhall ftink ; and - they that
are afraid to {in {hall be defpifed ; and the face
of that generation fhall be as the face of a dog,
and truth fhall fail, as ic is faid, I7a. lix. 15.—
““ The tradition of R. Nehorai fays, In the gene-
‘“ ration in which WY {2 #be fon of David comes,
young men {hall make afhamed the faces of old
““ men, and old men fhall ftand before young men,
¢¢ the daughter fhall rife up againft her mother, and
‘“ the daughter-in-law againft her- mother-in-law ;
¢“ nor will a fon reverence his father. ‘The tra-
dition of R. Nebemiab fays, In the generatjon in
which ™7 )2 the fon of David comes, impu-
dence will increafe, and the honourable will deal
‘¢ wickedly, and the whole kingdom will return to
‘¢ the opinion of the Sadducees, and there will be
“I'ls a tradition of the Rabbins,
that W 12.2b¢ foiz of David will not come, until
traiterous practices are increafed, or the difci-.
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kind ; only take the following », ¢ R. Fochanan < ples are leflened, or until the fmalleft piece of

*“ fays, in the generation in which "Y'V 13 #be for of § <

¢ David comes, the difciples of the wife-men fhall
‘¢ be leflened, and the reft, their eyes fhall fail
with grief and forrow, and many calamities and
fevere decrees fhall be renewed ; when ‘the firft
vifitation is gone, a fecond will haften to come.
It 15 a tradition of the Rabbins (about) the week
(of years) in which "7 12 ¢be fon of David comes,
that” in the firft year this fcriprure will be ful-
filled, Amos iv. 5. I wil]l rain upon ons city,
&c. in the {econd, arrows of famine will be fent
forth ;5 in the third there will be a great famine,
arld men, women and children, holy men and
men of bufinefs will die, and the law will be
¢ forgotten by thofe who learn it ; in the fourth
¢¢ there will be plenty- and not plenty ; in the.fifth
¢¢ there will be great plenty, and they fhall eat and
drink and rejoice, and the law fhall return to
them that learn it ; in the fixth there will be
voices (or thunders ;) in the feventh there ‘will
be wars.; and in the going out of the feventh
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- ¥ T. Hierof. ‘Megilla, fol. 71. 2.
Sanhedrim, fol. 97. 1. Shir Hafhirim Rabba, fol, 11. 4.

* _ ! Berefhit. Rabba, §. 36. fol.32. 1.
Biblioth. Grzec. 1, 4. ¢ 5. §. 2. p. 127. & Valefl. not. in Eufeb, Eccl Hit. p. 5az.

money fails from the purfe, or until redemption
““ 1s defpaired of” In which paffage, befides the
proof for which it is cited, may be obferved, how
exactly the defcription of the age of the Meffiah,
as given by the Fews themiclves, agrees with the

ageneration in which Jefus the true Mefliah came;
who.as he was promifed to Daevid, and it was ex-
peted he fhould defcend from him, fo he did ac-
cording to the fleth ; God raifed him up of his feed,
Rom.y. 3. Ai#s xin. 23. it follows; The fon of Abra-
bam. dbrabam was the firft to whom a particular
promife was made, that the Mefliah fhould {pring
from, Gen, xxii. 18. The firft promife in Gen. iis.
15. only fignified that he fhould be the feed of the
woman ;3 and it would have been fufficient for the
fulfilment of it, if he had been born of any wo-
man, In. whatfoever nation, tribe, or family; but
by the promife made to Abrabam he was to defcend
from him, asJefus did; who took upon him the feed
of Abrabam, Heb. i1. 16. or affumed an human na-
ture which {prung from him, and is therefore truly

the
m T, Bab. Megilla, fol. q. 2. " Vid. Fabricii
* Apud Wagenfeil. Tela Tgnea. P 1. Bab.

A
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the fon of Abrabam. The reafon why Chrift is

T H E W

the daughter of Shem the great.

3

And Plares be-

firft called the fon of David, and then the fon of Jgat Efrom; called Hezron, Rutbh iv. 18. where the

Abrabam, 18 pardy becaufe the former was a more
known name of the Mefliah 3 and partly that the
tranfition to the genealogy of Chrift might be more

fame phrafe is ufed as here. He had another fon
called Hamul, 1 Chron. ii. 5. but the account pro-
ceeds from Pbares, in the line of Efrom. nd

cafy and natural, beginning with Abrabam, whom

the Fews call 1 DrT &N the bead of the gencalogy, |

and the root and foundation of 1t, as Mattbew here
makes him to be ; wherefore a Few can’t be dif-
pleaﬁzd with the Evangelift for beginning the ge-
nealogy of our l.ord at dbrabam.

Ver. 2. Abrakam begat Ifaac, &c.] The defcent
of Chrift from Abrabam 1s in the line of Ifaac ;
Abrabam begat Ifbmacl before Iffaac, and others af-
ter him, but they are not mentioned ; becaufe the
Mefliah was not to Ipring from any of them, bur
from Ifaac, of whom it is faid, iz laac fball 15y
feed be called, Gen. xxi. 12, and who, as he was a
progenitor, fo an eminent type of Chrift ; being
Abrabam’s only beloved fon; and particularly in
the binding, facrifice and deliverance of him. Jfaac
begat Facob. The genealogy of Chrift proceeds
from JIfaac, in the line ot Facob. Ifzac begat
Ejau as well as Facob, and they two were twins,
but one was loved, and the other hated ; wherefore
no mention is made of Zfax, he had no concern in
the Mefiiah, nor was he to ipring from him, but
from Facob, or Ifrael, by whofe name he 1s fome-
times called, /f. xlix. 2. Facob begar Frdas and
bis bretbren. The hineage of Chrift is carried on
from Facod in the line of Fudab ; the reafon of
which is, becaufe it was particularly prophefied that
the Mefliah, Shilob, the prince and chief ruler, fhould
be of him, Gen. xlix. 10. 1 Chron. v. 2. And i1t
is evident beyond all contradition, that.our Lord
{prung -from his tribe, Heb. vii. 14. -The reafon
why the brethren of F«dab, who were eleven in
number, are mentioned, when the brethren of 7faac
and Facob are not, is, becaufe tho' the Mefliah did
not fpring from them, yet the promife of him was
made to the twelve tribes, who all expelted him,
and to whom he was ient, artd came. Thefe made
but one body of men, and therefore, though the
Mefiiah came from the tribe of Fudahb, yet he is faid

to be of -them all, Rom. ix. 4, 5.
Ver. 3. And Fudas begat Phares and Zava o

Thamar, &c.] The genealogical account of Chrift
goes on from Fudeh in-the line of Phares, with
whom Zara 1s mentioned ; not becaufe they were
twins, for fo were Facob and Efax, and yet the
Jatter is taken no notice of ; but it may be becaufe
of what happened at their birth, fee Gen. xxxviii.
28, 29, 30. But the line of the Meffiah was in
Phares, and very rightly 1s he put in the genealogy
of Chrift, the Jews themfelves being witnefles ; who
exprefsly fay, that ¢ the Meffiah comes from him.”
Thele two are faid to be begotten of Thamar,
daughter-in-law to f#dab ; who, though fhe was a
Canaanitifh woman, has the honour to be named in
the genealogy of Chrift, who came to fave Gentiles
as well as Fews : nor can the Fews reproach our
Evangelift for putting her into the account; fince
they themfelves frequently acknowledge that the
Mefliah was to {pring from her : they fay, * ¢¢ there
“¢ are two women {from whom come David the king,
¢ and Solomon, and the king Mefliah ; and thele
“¢ two are Thamar and Ruth.”’ Fonathan Ben
Uzziel on Gen. xxxvii. 6. fays, that Thamar was

9 Tuchafin, fol. 8. 1, Tzeror Hammor, fol. 29.
§ Zohar. in Gen. fol. 1035. 4. Glofll in 7. Bab. Maccot. fol. 2
t T. Bab. Megilla, fol. 14. 2. Juchafin, fol. 10. 1.
Mofes Kotlenfis Mitzvot Torah, pr. neg. 112.
Nazir. fol. 23, 2. Sota, fol. 47. 1.
T. Bab. Sanhedrim, fol g3. 7.
132, 4, % Juchafin, fol. 10. 2.

3. and 134. £

3. 2.
Shalfhelet Hakabala, fol. 7. 2.
5 Targ. in Ruth i. 4.
Zohar in Deut, fol. 10g. z.
Midrafh Ruth, fol 34.4. Zohar in Gen. fol. 2. 1.

Efrom begat Aram 5 called Ram in Ruth iv. 18.
where the fame way of fpeaking is ufed as here.,
Efrom alfo beflides him begat Ferabmeel, Chelubas,
or Caled, and Segub, 1 Chron. 1i, o, 21. but thefe
are not in the line,  Elibx, who converfed with ¥os,
s faid to be of the kindred of Ram, Fob xxxii. 2.
whether the fame with Ram or Aram, may be en-
quired.

Ver. 4. And Aram begat Aminadab, 8c.] Which,
with what follows in this verfe, exaély agrees with
the genealogical account in Ruth iv, 19, 20.

Ver. 5. And Salmon begat Booz of Rachab, &c.]
‘T'hat Salmon begat Booz, is affirmed in Ruthiv. 2 1.
but 1t is not there faid, nor any where elfe in the
Old Teftament, as here, that he begat him of Ra-
bab, that is, of Rabab the harlot. This the Fvan-
gelift had from tradition, or from the Fewifh re-
cords. That the Meffiah was to {pring from Boaz
is aflerted by the Fewi/h writers £ ; and they alfo own
that Rabab was married to a prince in Jfrael, which
fome fay ¢ was Jofbua : they pretend that fhe was
ten years of age when the [fraelites came out of
Egypt ; that fhe played the harlot all the forty years
they were in the wildernefs, and was married to
Fofbra upon the deftrultion of Fericho. To excufe
this marriage with a Canaanitifb woman, they tell
us, fhe was not of the feven nations with whom
mearriage was forbid ; and morcover, that fhe be-
came a profelyte when the fpies were received by
her : they own that fome very great perfons of their
nation {prung from her, as Feremiah, Maafiiab,
Hanameel, Shallum, Baruch, Ezekiel, Neriah, Se-
raiab, and Hulda’s the prophetefs.  T'he truth of the
matter 1s, fhe became the wife of Salnon, or Salma,
as he 1s called, 1 Chron. 1. 11. And in the Targum
on Ruth 1v. 20. 1s 1aid to be of Bethleben: ; he was
the fon of Nanjbon or Naaflon, a famous prince 1n
Fudab, and the head and captain of the tribe,
Numb. 1. 7. and 1. 3. and vii. 12, 17, and x. 14.
And from Rawab {prung the Mefliah, another in-

f | ftance of a Gentile in the genealogy of Chrift ; and

a third tollows. 4nd Booz begar Obed of Ruth ; who
was a Moabitefs. It is a notion that generally ob-
tains among the Fezos », that the was the daughter
of Eglon, grandion of Balak, king of Moabd ; and
it 1s often taken notice of by them ¥, that the king
Mefliah fhould defcend from her; and alfo other
perfons of note, as David, Hezckiab, Fofiak, Ha-
naniah, Mifhael, Azariab, and Daniel ; wherefore
the mentioning of her in this genealogy, can’t be
faid by them to be impertinent. And Obed begat
Feffe. Feffe isthought to be, not the immediate fon of
Obed, but to be of the fourth generation from him 3
though no others are mentioned between them in
Ruth, any more than here. A Fewifh writer ob-
ferves =, that ¢ the wife men of the Gentiles fay,
<¢ that there were other generations between them ;
¢ perhaps, fays he, they have taken this from the
¢ wife men of Ifrae/, and fo it is thought.” Now
notwithftanding this, Feffe may be faid to be begot-
ten by Obed, as Hezekiab’s polterity, who were car-
ried captive into Babylon, are faid to be begotten by
him, 7/ xxxix. 7. though they were a remove of

, | {feveral
r Shemot Rabba, §. 30. fol. 131. 4. Caphtor, fol. 122. 1.
Tzeror Hammor, fol. 4q9. z. Zobar in Gen. fol. 63. 3.
Abarb. Kimchi & Lanjado in Joth. 6. 25. &
T. Bab. Sanhedrim, fol. 105. 2. Horayot, fol. 10, 2.
Shalfheler Hakabaia, fol. 8. 1. ¥ ‘Targ. in Ruth iil. 153.
1zeror Hammor, fol. zo. 4. & 123. 4. &
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feveral generations-from him. However, Feffe is
rightly put among the progenitors of .Chrift, fince
the Meffiah was to be a rod ot his ftem, and the
branch of his roots, and is called the root of Feffe,
If. xi. 1, 10. which words are interpreted of the
Meffiah . by many of the Fewifb writers ¥ 3 and to
this day the Fews fpray for him in their {ynagogues
under the name of ¢» (2, the fon of Feffe =.

Ver. 6. Aud Feffe begar David the king, &c.] The
defcent of the Mefiiah runs in the line of Dgwvid, the
youngeft of Feffe’s fons, who was defpifed by bhis
brethren, and over-looked and neglected by his fa-
ther 3 but God chofe him, and anointed him to be
king, and fet him on the throne ot Ifrael ; .hence he
- 1s called David the king 3 as alfo becaule he was the
firft king that was of the tribe of Fudab, and in
the genealogy of Chrift, and was an eminent type
of the king Meffiah, who is fometimes called by the
fame name, Ezek. xxxiv. 24. and xxxvil. 24, 25.
Hpf. 1ii. 5. and who was to be his fon, as Fefus is,
and al{fo right heir to his throne and kingdom. /ud

David the king begat Solomon of her that had been|Hepbzibak, 2 Kings xxi. 1.
the wife of Urias ; which was Bathfbebab, though not
named ; either becaufe fhe was well known, or be-
caufe of the fin the had been guilty of, which would |

eaflily be revived by mentioning her name: our
tranflators have rightly fupplied, tbat bad beep, and

not as the Yulgate Latin, which fupplies it, tbat was|.Adaiah of Bofcath, = Kings xxii. 1.

the wife of Urias 5 tor Solomon was begotten of her,
not while fhe was the wife of Uriah, but when fhe
was the wife of David.
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one of their own genealogical writers, whofe words
are thefe ®; ¢ wc iee in the genealogy of Ezra that
““ he hath fkipped over feven generations . (perhaps
“ 1t fhould be 1 fix and not | féven, fince {ix are only
“ omitted) from Abitud to Abitub.” Noris it any
objection that Feram is faid to beget Ozias, which
he may be faid to do in the like fenfe, as has been
before obferved of Hezekiah, If. xxxix. +.

Ver. 9. And Ozias-begat Foatham, &c.}] Called
Jotham, 2 Kingsxv. 7. him Ozias begat of Ferufhab,
the daughter of Zadok, 2 Kings xv. 33. .And Foa-
tham begat Achaz, or Abaz, 2 Kings xv. 38. to him
the fignwas given, and the famous prophecy of the
Mefliah, If. vil. 14. And Achaz begat Ezekias, orx
Hezekiab, 2 Kings xvi. 20. him Adhaz begat of .4bi,

the daughter of Zacbariab, 2 Kings xviii. 2. He
was a very religious kKing, and had that fingular favour

from God to have fifteen years added to his days,
If. socevii, 5. - |

Ver. 10. And Ezekias begar Manaffes, &c.] Or
Manafleh, 2 Kings xx. 21. him Hezekiah begat of
ke was very remark-
able both tor his fins, and for his humiliation on ac-
count of them. And Manafjes begat Amon, of Mef-
bullameth, the daughter of Haruz of Fotbab, 2 Kings
xx1. 19. He wasavery wicked prince. _A4nd Amon

begat Jofias, or Fofiab of Fedidab, the daughter of

e was a very
plous king, and was prophefied of by name fome
hundreds of years before he was born, 1 Kings xiii. 2.

Ver. 11. And Fofias begat Fechonias, &c.] This

Ver. 7. And Solomon begat Roboam, &c.}) Called| fechonias is the fame with Fehoiakim, the fon of Fo-

‘Reboboam, 1 Kings Xi. 4

3. of Naainab an dmmoni-
tefs, 1 Kings Xiv. 21, 31,

And Roboamn begat Abia,

Stas, called fo by Pharoah-necbo, when he made him
king, whofe name betore was Eliakim, 2 Kings xxiii.

fometimes called Abijam, 1 Kings xiv. 31. fometimes| 34. him Fofias begat of Zebudab, the daughter of
Abijab, 2 Chron. xii. 16. and fometimes, as here,| Pedaiab of Rusmab, ver. 36. and bis breibhren. 'Thefe

Abia, 1 Chron. ili. 10. Him Reboboam begat of|were Fobanan, Zedekiab, and . Shallum.

Maackab, the daughter of Abifbalom, 1 Kings xv. 2.
called " Michaiah, the daughter of Uriel, 2 Chron.
Xiil. 2. Mauckab and Michaiab being the fame name

or elie fhe went by two names, as her father did..

And Abia begat Afa, who was a good king ; his
mother’s name is the fame with the name of his fa-
ther’s motlier ; and perhaps it is not his proper mo-
ther,” but his grandmother who is meant in 1 Kings

xv. 10. He is wrongly called 4faph in the Perfic

and Ethiopic verfions, and in.one copy.

Ver. 8. And Afa begat Fofaphat, &c.] Called

Fehofhaphbat, 1 Kings xv. 24. whom Afa begat of

'ﬁmé_uzb, the daughter of Shilbi, 1 Kings xxi1. 4a2.
He alfo was a very good prince. 4nd Fofaphat begat
Joram 5 called Feboram, 1 Kings xxii. 50. to whom
his father gave the kingdom, becaufe he was the
firlt-born, 2 Chron. xxi. 3. And Foram begat Ozias
called Uzziah, 2 Chron. xxvi. 1. and Azariah,
2 Kings xv. 1. He was not the immediate fon of
Forain 5 there were three kings between them, Abg-
ziab, Foafb, and Amaziah, which are here omitted;
either becaufe of the curfe denounced on A4bad’s fa-
mily, into which Foram married, whofe idolatry was
punifhed to the third or'four generation ; or.becaufe
thefe were princes of no good charaéter ; or becaufe
their names were not in the Fewifb regifters. Nor
does this omiffion at all atteft the defign. of the
Evangelitt, which is to fhew that F¥efis, the true
Mefliah, is.of the houfe of Dsvid; nor ought the
Jews to complain of it, as they do *; fince fuch
omiflions are to be met with in the Old Teftament,

particularly in Ez#z vii. 2. where fix generations are’

omutted at once ; and which is taken notice of by

" ¥ Targum, hb‘enEzm & Kimchi in loc. & Zohar in Exod. fol. 71. 1.
* R. Haac Chizzuk Emunah, par.

'F'. Bab. Beracot, fol. 29. 1.
v id, Hieron, Comment. in Dan. 1. ful. 264. B, -

Two of
them were kings, one reigned before him, viz. Shal-
lum, who is called Feboabaz, 2 Kings xxiii. 30. com-
pared with Fer. xxii- 11, 12. the other, viz. Zede-
kiok, called before Mattaniab, reigned after his fon
Feboiakim : thele being both kings, is the reafon why
his brethren are mentioned ; as well as to diftinguifh
him from TFechonics in the next verfe; who does not
appear to have had any brethren: thefe were about
the. iime they were carried away to Bebylon, which is
not to be connected with the word Jegat 3 for Fofiak

.

did, not beget Fechoniab-and his brethren. ar that
time, for he had been dead fome years before ; nor
with Fechonias, for he never was carried away into
Babylon,. but died in Fudea, and {lept with his fa-
thers, 2 Kings xxiv. 6. but with the phrafe bis bre-
threrz; and may be rendered thus, fuppofing 7us un-
derftood, wbhich were at, or about the carrying away
to Babylon, or the Babylonifb captivity.. |

Ver. 12. And after they were brought to Babylor,
&c.}] Not Fechonias, but the fither of Fechouias,
and the Fews. Fechonias begat Salathiel. Not Fecho-
nias mentioned in the former verfe, but his {fon, called
Jeboiachim, 2 Kings xxiv. 6, 8. and Cowniab, Fer. xxii.
24, 28. both which are rendered. Yechonias by the
Septuagint in 2 Chron. xxxvi. 8. TFer. xxii. 24. and he
is fo called, 1 Chron: iii. 16. Abulpbaiags  calls
himm Funackir, and fays he is the fame who in Ma:-
thew 1s called Fuchonia ; and he afferts him to be the
father of Dagmuiel the Prophet. But here a confider-
able difficulty arifes, how he can be faid to beget
Salathiel, called Shealtiel, Hagg. 1. 1. when he was
pronounced childlefs, Fer. xxii. 30. To remove which,
it may be obferved, thut the fentence pronounced

may

z Seder TEphillnt, fol. 278. 1.7 & 285, =. Ld. Bafil.

2. P. 390, b Juchafn, fol. 1o0. 2, ¢ LLit. Dynaft..p. 35.
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may be conlidered with this tacit condition or pro-
vifo, it he repented not. INow the “Yews have a tra-
dition ¢, that. he did repent in prifon, upon which
the fentence was revoked 3 but there is no need o
fuppofc this, though it is not an unieafonable fup-
polition ; for the fentence does not imply thar he
thould have no children, but rather that e ‘.{hmﬂd,
as will appear upon reading the whole 5 thus faith
the Lord, write ye this man childicfs, a man that Jfhall
not profper in bis days s for no man of his feed foall
profper, fitting o the throne of Davids and ruling any
more in Fudab. Belidesy the Hebrewy word =My,
rendered childlefsy comes from 3% which fignibes
to muke nakedor bare; and {o denotes not only {uch
as have no children, or are bereft of them, but fuch
as are by any providence ftripp’d of thie bleflings ot
life; anc are lett bare, deftitute; and unhappy, as
“Fechonias and his pofterity were : however; the 7ews
have no reafon to find fault with oir Evangelit,
fince Salathiel is exprelsly called Fechonias’s lon,
r Chron. iii. 17. either he was his prener natural
fon, or; to ufe their way of fpeaking, MO [=
the [on of the kingdom 5 that 1s; his heir and fuc-
ceflor in the kingdom, as {fome have thought ; lince
it looks as if he was the fon ot Neriy, Luke ni. 37.
though the chronicle of Jedideus of Alexandria '; or
Philo the Few, fays, that Fechonias was called Nori,
becaute Ner, or the lamp ot David fhined in him,
which had been almoft extinguithed: . And Saluthiel
begat Zorobabel.  This account perfectly agrees with
many paflages in the Old Teftament, where Zero-
bate! is called the fon of Shealticl or Sclathiel, Ezra
31, 2. and v. 2. Neb. xii 1. Jlagg. 1. 1, 12, 14. and
ii. 2, 23. which is fufficient to jullify the Evangelift
in this affertion. There is indeed-a difficulty which
as much prefles the Feaws: as the Chriftians; dnd that
is, that Zorebabel is rcckoned as the fon of Pedazab:
x Chron.iii. 19. for the folution of which a noted
Fewwifb commentator ® oblerves; that ¢ in- Haggas,
¢ Zachariah and Ezra, Zorobabel is called the fon
<« of Shealticl, becaute he was his fon’s fon; for
Pedaiolr wasthe {on of Shenltiel, and Zorobabel the
f{on of Pedcink 3 and don’t you oblerve, adds he,
that in muany places childrens children aré men-
tionedl as children.”” © Neo doubt there are many
inftances of this; but to me it feems that Pédaiab
was not the fon of Shealtiel,-but his brother, 1 Chron.
iit. 17, 8. And I greiitly fulpect that Shealtiel had
no.children of his own, fince none arc mentroned ;

Ls
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and that he adopted his brother Pedaiab’s {on Zoro- |
babel, and made him his heir. and fucceflor in the |

governmerit of Fudab. However, it is certain, as
a genealogical writer * aimong the Feres oblerves,

that he was ot the fon’s {ons ot Fechonias, king of

Fudeh, from whom our Evangelft makes hm to
delcend. * -

Veér. 19. And Zorobabel begat Abind, &c.} The
children of Zorobabel are {aid in 1 Chron. 1. 19, 20.
to be Mefbullam, and Hanaiziab, and Shelomith their
fifter, but no mention is made of Abiud :- he {eems
to be the fume with Mefbn/lam the eldeft fon, who
might have two nanics § nor is this unlikely, fince
it was ufual, efpecially about the time of the Bady-
lonifh captivity, for men' té have more names than
one, as may be obferved in Daniel and others, Dai.
i.'7. where they went by ene, and in Fwdea by an-
other, . And ioiud begat Elizkim, &c. From hence

d Kimchi in 1 Chron, 1. 1~. & n Jer. xxil. 3o.
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¢ Ib. in 1 Chron. 11, 13¢.

-
D
i to the 16th verfe the genealogy 1s carried down to
Fofeph, the hufband ot Mery ; which "account mutt
b: taken from the gencalogical tables of the e,
to which recourfe might be had, and with which it
aorecs 5 or otherwile the Zews would have cavilled
at it ; but I don’t find any obje€tions made by them
to it.  That there were gencalogical books or tables
kept by the Fews is certain; from the following
inftances *; *¢ Simeon ben Azzai lays, I tound in
v Ferufalem, YOI NON, a volume of genealogics,
‘¢ and there was written in it, &¢.”’ . Againk, lays
R. Leviy ¢ they found a wolume of geircalogics in
¢ Ferufalens, and there was written in it that Hillcl/

L£C

- came from Davidy Ben Fatzaph from Afaph s
¢ Ben Tzitzith Haccefeth trom Abner y Ben Cobefin
« from Abab; Ben Calba Shebuah trom Caled ;, R.
Fannai trom £l 3 R. Chayab Rabdba trom the chil-
dren of Shephatiak, thefon of Abital ; R. Fofe be
< Rabbi Chelpbetha from the children of Yonadab,
‘¢ the {on of Rechaby and R. Nebemiakh from Ne-
‘ bemial the Tirfhathitz’ Once more Y fays R.
Chana bay Chanina, *° when the holy blefled God
¢ caufes his Shechinab to dwell, he does not caule it
¢ to dwell but upon tamilies, MDAV which are
‘e genealggizedin Ifrael”” Now if Matthew’s account
had not been true, it might eafily have been refuted
by thefe records. The author of the old ® Nizzachorn
takes notice of thie clofe ot this genealogy, but finds
no fault with it; only that it is carried down to ¥s/epa,
and not toMary ; which may be accounted for by a rule
of their own ", MO TP AN DX SNHLD,
the motber’s family is not called a family, whereas the
father’s is. It is very remarkable that the Fewi/p
Targum ° traces the defceht of the Meffiah from the
tamily of David in the line of Zorobabel, as Mai-
thew does 3 and reckons the fume number of oenc-
rations; wanting one; from Zorobabel to the Mefliah,
as the Evangelift does, from Zorobabel to Yefiis :
according to Mattheiv, the gencalogy ftands tiws,
Zorobabel, Abind, Eliakini, Azor, S.do, ..ol
Eliudy, Eleazar, Matthan, Facob, :jcqn, Yol
and according to the Zargum the or’ . is thir, ¢ 2o
“ ropabel, Hanantabh, Fefaiah, Ncpleizh, vi
“ Qbadiab, Shecaniah, Shemaiak, Necri:l, Iliocics,
¢ Ananiy this is the king Meffizh, who is tc b
¢“ vealed.”” The difference of names may be ac
counted for by their having two names, as before
obierved. ‘This is a full proof, that, according to
the Fetos own account, and expectation, the Meffiah
muit be come many years and ages ago.

Ver. 16. And facob begat Fofeph, &c.] Accord-
ing to an old tradition mentioned by ? Epiphoniys,
this Facod, the father of Feofeph, was named Pan-
ther, and which name perhaps is originally Fewifb 5
and it may be obferved, that Fofeph is {ometimes
called by the Few:fh writers Pendera 9, and Jelus
WY 12, 2he fou of Paondira *. It "has created
fome difficulty with interpreters, that ¥acéd fhould
be here faid to beget Fofeph, when Fofeph in Luke
is faid to be the {on of £/, Some have thought
Fofeph’s tather had two names, one was Facod, and
the other £/ ; others take them to be two different
perfons, and {uppofe that 7o/eph was the natural fon
of . the one, and the legal fon of the other, either
by marriage, or by adoption, or by the law of the
brother’s wife, Deut. xxv. z, 6. "But the truth of
the matter s, that not 7ofeph, but Jefus, is by Luke

called

£ Apud Vorft: Obferv. in Ganz. Chronolog.
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called the fon ol £/7, as will be made to appear in its
proper place.  Fofeph, who is here called the hutland
of Mary, becanfe he not only efpoufed her, but
upon the advice and encouragement of the Angel,
took her to be his wife, was, as is evident by this
genealogy, of the houfe and lineage of David ;
though a mean and obfcure perion, and by trade a
carpenter.  Mary, whichis the {fame name with M-
riam in Flebrew, was a poor virgin. that dwelt at
Nazareth, a city of Galilee ; yet allo of the family
of David, and belonged to the city of Bethlebem ;
of whom wwas born Fefus who is called Chrift, or
Meffiah ; being that illuftrious perfon, who was {po-
ken of by the Prophets of the Old Teftament under
that name, and whom the Fews expected. We
may learn from hence, what a low condition the fa-
mily of Daevid was in, when the true Mefliah came;
according to ancient prophecy, it was like a ftump ‘ot
atree, or like to a tree cut down to the root, Zfa. xi.
1. and Chrift who {prung from it was like a root out
of a dry ground, J/a. lii. 2. From the' whole of
this genecalogy it appears, that 7efus was of the feed
of Abrabam, of the tribe of Fudab, and of the fa-
mily of Dawvid; whereby feveral ancient prophecies
have their accomplifhment, and thercfore he ought to
be acknowledged as the true Mefliah: and alfo that
he was of the blood royal, and had his defcent from
the kings of ¥wdah, and was heir apparent to the
thronc and kingdom of his father David. The Tal-
mudic Fews own'that Fefus, or Fefu, as they call him,
was put to deith becaule he i D}D‘?D‘?_JT'!P wWas
nigh to the kimgydom, or nearly related to it. Yea,
even in that'malicious book * they have written of
his life, they reprefent him as akin to queen Felena,
who they fay, on that account, would have {aved his
life. Ard this'was fo clear a point, and their fore-fa-
thers were fo thoroughly convinced of this matter, that
they would have took him by force and made him
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mention, and.may be numbered in this manner; Fe-
chonias, or Feboiachiin, Salathiel, Zorobabel, Abiud,
LEligkim, Axor, Sadoc, Achim, Eliud, Eleazar, Mar-
than, Facoh, Fofepb, Chriff. This way of reckon-
Ing by generations was ufed by other nations 25 well as
the Fews ®, particularly the Grecians 5 fo v Paufanias
fays, ¢ from Thaerypusto Pyrrbus the fon of Ackilles,
¢¢ e auJ'pwu ¥y CEXX £iC YeEvext, WEre ﬁﬂem genemn’*
“¢ ons of men.” And Herodotns *{peaking of thofc
who had reigned in Babdylon, fays, among them were
two women, one whole name was Semiramis, who
reigned before the other yevenss wale, filve generations;
many other inftances of the like kind might be given.

Ver. 18. Now the birth of Fefus Chriff, &c.] The
Evangelift having finifhed the genealogy of Chrift,
proceeds to give an account of his &irth, which in-
cludes both his conception and bringing forth ; and
which he fays was on this wife, ¥lds, fo, after this mai-
ner, and which was very wonderful and aftonifhing ;
woven as, yag, for bis mother Mary was found with
child, not of man, no, notof Fofeph her hufband ;
tor Chrift had no real father as man, Fofepbh was on-
ly, as was fuppoled, hijs tather; but of the FHoly Ghoft,
according to Lukei. 35. The Holy Ghoft fball coine
upon thee, &c. and this was done that the human
nature of Chriflt might be clear of original pollution ;
that {o being the immediate produce of the Holy
Ghoft and without {in, it might be fit for union with
the Son of God, and for the office of Mediator he
had undertook: 'When Mary is faid to be found
with (hild, the meaning is, it appeared by evident
figns, it was obferved by Fofaph particularly, who
might know not only that fhe was with child, but
with child of the Holy Ghoft, by converfation with
her, who might relate to him what paflfed berween
the Angel and her, Lukei. 28, 36. though it looks
as if as yet he did not know this, or at leaft was not
fully fatisfied about it ; f{ince he had a mind to have

a king, Fobn vi. 15. but hiskingdom was to be of | put her away, before he was affured of the truth of it,

another kind, a fpiritual, and not a temporal one.
Ver. 1. So.all the generations from Abrabam, &c.)
The FEvangelit having traced the genealogy of
Chrift trom Abrabam, which he divides into zhree
parts, becaufe of the threefold ftate of the Fews,
i/t under Patriarchs, Prophets and Judges, »ex:
under Kings, and #ber under Princes and Priefts,
gives the fum of cach part under its diftin¢t head :
foall the gencrations, that is, the degrees of generation,
or the perfons generated from Abrabam to David,
both being included, are fourteen generations; as there
were, and no more, and are as follow, .Z&rabam,
lfeac, Facob, Fudab, Phares, Efrom, Aram, Ain-
sninadab, Naaffon, Salmon, Boaz, Obed, Feffe, David.
And from David until the carrying away into Babylon
cre fourteen generations, Here David who clofed the
the firlt divifion muft be excluded this, and it muft
be obferved, that the Evangelilt does not {ay as be-
tore, that @// the generations from David to the cap-
tivity were fourtéemz, tor there were feventeen, three
kings being omitted by him at once; but, the gene-
rations he thought fit t6 mention, 1n order to reduce
them to a like number as before, and which were
fufficient tor his purpofe, were fourteen; and may be
reckoned in this ordery Solomon, Roboam, Abia, Afa,
Yofaphat, Feram, Ozias, Foatbau, Achaz, Ezckias,
Manaffes, Amon, Ffofias, Fechamas, or Feboiackim.
And from the carrying away into Babylon unto Chrift
are fourteen generations. This mult be underftood as
betore ; for there might be more generations in this
jnterval, hut thefe were cnough to anfwer the defign
of the Evangelift; and which he thought proper to

- ¢ T:Bab. Sanhed. f61: 43. 1.
* Clio, L 1. ¢ 184.p. 74.

* Toldos Jefu p. 10,

| @ Vid. Pirke Abot. ¢. 5. §. 2,
Y Hilghot. Ifhot. ¢, 1. §. 1, 2, 3.

by theappcarance of an Angelto him. Now Aary’s
being with child, and its being known, were faéts, at
the time when the was ¢/poufed to Fofepb, and thereby
the outward credit both of Mary and Fefus were fe-
cured ; for had this appeared before the efpoufals, the

Fews would have fixed a brand of infamy on them

both ; and both the efpoufals and her being found with
child, were b¢fore they came together 5 that is, -before
they cohabited together as man and wife, betore he
brought her home to his own houfe and bed. The
elpoufals were before they thus came together. It
was ufual with the Fews firft to efpoufe or betroth,
and then to marry, or rather confummate the mar-
riage, by bringing the woman home to her hufband’s
houfe, between which there was fome {pace of time.
The account and manner of betrothing is given by
Mazimonides ¥ in the following words. ¢ Before the
¢ givingof thelaw, if a man met a woman in the
{treet, it he would, he might take her, and bring
her into his houle and marry her between him and
herfelf, and fhe became his wife ; but when the
law was given, the Ifraelirtes were commanded,
that if a man would take a woman he fhould ob-
tain her betore witneffes, and after that fhe thould
be hiswife, according to Dext. xxii. 13. and thefe
takings are an affirmative command of the law,
and are called POYYR N YUYV efpoufals or be-
tyothings in every place; and a woman who is
obtained in fuch a way is called DD™TIND IN PETPD
efpoufed or betrothed;, and when a woman is ob-
tained, and becomes MWD efpoufid, although
fhe 1s not yet N2¥2J married, nor has entered into
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