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A Letter from Mr. Le Clere to 2 Friend is
England, occafion'd by the Englifb T ranflati-
on of bis Additions to Dr. Flammond on the

New T eftameni 5 with [omeibing velating to
- bis Ars Critica.

57 AVING perus’d feveral Sheets of an Englifh Verfion of
4 my Additions to. Dv. Hammond on the New Teftament,
1 which were {ent mc over, | waswell fatisfied with the care
% and faithfvinefs of the Tranflator, not doubting of his
cxacttnefs 1n the other Sheets, which I have not yect look'd over;
but conflidering how unfit Judges of fuch kind of \Vritings, thofe
who can read them only in their mother Tonguc ofien are,
i could not tell whether I had any occalion to rcjoice.  For here-
by thofe things ave fubmitted to the Cenfure of the Vulgar, which are
In part above a vulgar Capacity 5 for there are feveral things in this
volume, which, tho render’d into Englith, cannot be underitood but
by thofe who have fome skilt in the Greek Language, and in Hea-
then and Ecclefiaftical Antiguities.  No others can fafely cnoagh judg
of them, becaufe the force of Arguments many times entirely depends
upon knowing the ufe of the Greek Tongue, or Ecclefiaftical or Pro-
fanc Hiftory, Yet no Men determine more confidently of thefe things
than thofc who want that knowledg; becanfe they think themfelves
competent Judges of every thing that is written 1a their own [an-
guage, Andthercfore I have often wondard that the learned Man,
whofe Annotations I have tranflated into Latin, did not chufe rather to
write in Latin, than in Epglifh; when he very well knew that a great
many, nay all the beft things he had written inthem, were fuch as could
1ot be underftood by mere Englifh Readers.  Befides, Idid not know
whether fome learned Men of your Church-Clergy might think well
of @ Tranflation of my Additions; not hecaufe | have any where op-
poled the Dodtrins of the Church of Eigiaind, but becaufe many, | ean’e
tell why, are difpleafed that the Books of Strangers fhould be read by

their Countrymen. I have found this by cxperience, both before
A 2 and
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and not long fince, when one that was a perfe&t Stranger to me, with-
out my Knowledg and Confent, turned into Englifh the Lives of fome
Fathers that | had wyitten in French & confiderable time before, in the
Bibliotheque Unsverfelle,  For thofe Englifh Lives, which I have not yet
fcen, ftirred vp againt me the learned Dr. Cawe, who perhaps would
have faid nothing about the French Lives; at lealt he was till that time
filent, when in truth he had no reafon to reflect upon me tor any thing I
had fzid in them, as [ fhall fome time or other, and perhaps foon, fhew.

And yet there is no man it may be in the Continent, that has a greater
value for the Englifh Clergy, and other learned Men of thar Nation,
than 1, or that fpeaks or writes oftner. In their praife; and this not
out of Flattery (for what Advantages have |, or can have from thence,
who have long lince fettled my felf in Hollawd 2) but becanfe [ am reaily
of that mind. And this ] have teftified alfo by my Actions, having
tranflated feveral of their Writings into more known Languages than
Englifh, that every one might have the benefit of the Learning of
the Englifh Nation. What therefore can be the reafon, why fome
Englith Gentlemen are unwilling to have my Writings read in Englifh ?
1 do not know, nor do I think my felf concerned to be very inquilitive
Into it.

But as I am a lover of Peace, and utterly averfe to all Conten-
tion, it would perhaps have been more for my fatisfattion if I had
continued under the fhelter, if 1 may fo {peak, of the Latin Tongue,
and fo neither feared the rafh Cenfures of the 1gnorant, nor provoked

the difpleafure of thofe learned Men, who would have no body heard
but themfelves,  Yet fince I am forced to take my Chance, and the
Bookfeller bas thought fit to make me appear to his Countrymen in
Englith, Ifhall fay a few things to you, as my Friend, by which I
may perhaps remove the prejudices and mifapprehenfions of fome Peo-
ple.

Since my Latin Verlion of Dr. Hammond was publifhed, 1 find heis
become very famous, by that mrvititude of Copies which have been
difperfed into all parts of Europe, and are much ufed by all that ftudy
the Scriptures.  But notwithftanding the eagerncfs of Buyers and-
Readers, there have been divers Cenfures pafled upon this my Un-
dertaking, And fome of them are come to my knowledg, towhich
I fhall briefly reply.

There are fome who would not have had me taken up fo much time
and pains in tranflating Dr. Hammond ; but rather my felf have writ-

ten @ new Paraphrafe on the New Teftament, adding thofe things
which I thought were omitted by other Interpreters, ‘Thefe think too
o T T - favourably
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favourably of me, and not honourably enough of the learned Doffor,
But I who know my felf and him better, and underftand what it is to
keep within compafs, count it an honour to have my fragments added
to his completer Labours 5 if I may but do it with the leave of thofe
who are of acontrary optnion, And that | fpeak herein fincerely, and
not out of any feigned Modelty, fufliciently appears by the great trou-
le | have taken upon {elf, more for Dr. Hammond’s fake than my own ;
for if 1 had not had a great efteem for his Writings, I fhould never have
tranflated fuch a large Volume ; nor would 1 have added any thing to
idle Fictions, or fpent time in confuting things, the weakne(s of which
every one might fee.  And indeed as there are three things requifite
in an Interpreter, without which nothing extraordinary can be ex-
peéted from him, and which, 1f any one has, he does iil except he
employs them for the publick good ; thofe, in my judgment, were all
found in Dr. Hammond.  To wit, a knowledg of the Tongue where-
in the Author writes whom we undertake to interpret, and the Subject
of which he treats ; a continual and careful reading of that Writer,
{0 as to become perfect Malters of his Stile and Method 3 and laftly a
fort of Critical or Grammatical Habit, acquired by long Cuftom, and
confirmed by reading the beft Interpreters, fo as to be able to apply
what we know of the Language and Things, skilfully and pertinently,
whenever there is occafion.
Dr. Hammond was not only a very skilful Divine, but an excellent
Grecian and likewife Hebriclan, the Idioms of which Language are

often mixed by the Writers of the New Teftament with Greek Ex-
preflions,  They that underftand only fpcculative Divinity, often
{ftumble in particular Paflages, and many times look for Do&rins, true
indeed in themfelves, but nothing at all to their purpofe, in places
where they are not ; and know not how to make a rightufe of thofe
places whence they may really be deduced. They are contented not
to oppofe the received Dotrins, and think they cannot do amifs in
feeking them any where, provided the words do not too plainly op-
pofeit. By which means we fee the Antient Interpreters of Scrip-
ture, both Greek and Latin, becanfe they had no regard to Words or
Grammar, but minded only truth of Doctrine, have ftrangely mif-
taken the genuin fenfe of Scripturce. Hence, in part, came innume-
rable vain Allegories; which I do not call vain, becaufe they contain
talfe Do&trins, but becaufe they are grounded upon no certain reafon,
Hence proceeded the violent interpretations, and pitiful Subtiltics,
with which the Writings of thofe Interpreters sbound. We need
but read St. Auftin’s Commentaries on the Pfalms, where we fhall fcarce
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- meet with a page, that has not fome-examples of this kind.  Which

if it were a tiue way of interpreting, any thing almoft might be
proved or difproved out of any place whatfoever. TLis Dr.
Hanmond carefully avoided, and would have avoided more, if
fome particular things had not a little too often occurred to his
choughts 5 as the Herefy of the Gnollicks, the Deflruion of Jerufalem,
and Church-Difcipline 5 which three things he frequently fought for,
where no body acquainted with the Apoftles ftile, had ever before
took’d for them, and few again cver will.  Yet, as I faid before, Dr.
Hammond docs not near fo often dafn upon this Rock, as the Antient,

or molt latc Interpreters, efyecially thofe who havewritten in the laft
Age. I might add thisalfo, which is no fmall commendation of his
Annctations, that he follows moftly that fcheme of Divinity which
is morc agreable to Scripture, than the Opinions of many Interpre-
ters, keeping a middle way between thofe who deduce a fort of fatal
Neceflity from all eternity, of which ncceflity the Mind of Man isa
mere Inftrument 5 and thofc, who like the Heathens, are faid to deny
that Vertueis at all owing to God. |
No Man that reads his Annotations can doubt, whether he had
that other faculty of anexcellent Interpreter, which I faid lay man
exatt knowledg of the ftile of Scripturve, and cannot be acquired
but by a conftant reading of it. We fliall find but tew Interpreters {o
well acquainted with the Sacred Writings : That frequent and cxact
comparing of the words and expreflions of Scripture with onc anothéy,
which the Reader, npon the firlt opening of the Bock, may obferve,
puts this matter beyond all doubt.
- The third Qualification, which I faid was a Critical Habit of judg-
ing concerning the meaning of places, tho it was not fo great in him
as the two former, was howcever confiderable. And this I doubt
not he attained by a diligent reading of the belt Writers, cfpecially
Grotius y and he would have acquired it 1n a much greater degree,
if the conftant trouble of defending the Church of Ewngland, againft
ceveral forts ot Adverfaries, had not diverted him. DBot if we com-
parc him with the Antlent Interpreters, or with the greatefl part
of thoie who have written in the foregoing Age, we fhall find none
among the Anticats, and but few among thofc of late, that canbe
thought his Equals. For the Antients tho they underftood Greek,
crufted more to their skill in Rhetorick rhan Langnage ; and took
imorc pleufuic 1n running out into common places, or Allegories,
chan 1 ferioundly mterpreting words and cxpreflions.  Origerand St,
jerom, who belides underflood Hebrow, did alfo much more feldom
fee




occafion'd by the following Tranflation,

ule their knowledg in that Kind, than a fort of Eloguence which teok
much in their Age. And later Interpreters have been more indufiri-
ous to fill up their Commentaries with their own Divinity, and Cot-
troverfies with other Sets of Chriftians, than with firict enquiries in-
to the fignification of Words and Phrafes. But Dr, Hamnivizd, con-
fidering what is expected from an Interpreter, and knowing the dit-
ference between a Prcacher or a Divine, and an Expolitor of Scrip-
ture, fets himfelf to perform the part of an Interpreter, and feldem
concerns himfelf aboutany thingelfe.

Which being fo, it cannot reafonably be faid that I have fpent my
time ill in tranflating Dr. Hanmmond's Annotations, or In tllufhiating,
correcting, and enlarging them. But as mens Judgments commonly
are, proceeding not from love to Truth, but from Paflion, I find
there are others, who whether rcaily or feemingly, afhirm that I am
not indeed to be blamed for tranflazing Dr. Hanimond ;, but for annex -
ing thofe things to his Annotations, wherein I often charge him with
Error, or do otherwife contradiét his Opinion ; as if | were bound
to aflent to all that he fays, or onght to have fo great a reverence for
him, asto be afraid of profefling that [ think he was miltaken in his
interpretation of fome Paflages. |

But to give thefe Men fatisfaction, if they are willing to be fatisficd,
I would fain know which of the two ought to be moft valued, Dr.
Hammond's Honour, or Truth ! The Reputation of a Man long fincc
dead, and whofe Opinions no Law-divine or humane obliges us to fol-
fow ; or the defence of imniortal Truth, which we cannot forfake
without offending both God and Men? If they are of that humour,

that they had rather maintain the Honour of a learned Divine, as

{ before faid, but {ubje®t to ervor, than Tyuth, they arc not fit to be
ipoken with. 1 will have no conteft with fuch Men as profefs them-
fclves enemies to Tvuth: but fhall leave them, without any re-
ply, to the Mercy of their own perverfc Temper, But the Errors,
they fay, of great Men, ought to be conceal’d, rather than aggra-
vated. Ianfwer, I have no where aggravated any thing, but con-
tuted him in the fofteft terms, whenever I fuppofed him ina miftake.
However, I don’t think the greateft Mens Faults ought to be con-
ceal’d, who the greater they are thonght to be, the more liable un-
wary men are to be deceived by them, and thercfore whenever they
are out of the way, they ought above all others to be fet right again,
It 15 juft we fhould forgive their Miftakes, and bear with their Defedts,
1n confideration of their greater Vertues, and the notable Scrvice
they have done the learned World ; but we ought not to let Errors
H | | 3+ pals
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pafs under the difguife of Truths, It becomes all Candidates of Learn-
" ing, efpecially thofe that ftudy the Scriptures, to endeavour all they
can, and contend earneltly, that Truth upon all occafions may ap-
pear ; not that it may be-concealed, out of refpect to any man, or Er-

ror receiv’d inftead of Truth, The only thing juftly blamable, in thofe
who take upon them to correlt the Miftakes of great Men, is, if they
charge them falfly, pallionately, or malicioufly, not for the mani-
feftation of Truth, but to leffer: their Reputation; or if they endeavour
to obfcure their great Excellencies, and feverely inveigh againft {mall
Offences as unpardonable Crimes.

But when Miftakes in men, that have otherwife done great fervice
tothe World by their Learning, arc modeftly cenfured, only with
this defign, thatothers may not follow them in an Error; the Admi-
rers of great Men arefo far from having any reafon to complain, that
if thofe great Men themfclves were to live again, they could not,
without the greateft ingratitude, and being chargeable with intole-
rable Pride, but thank thofe that had civilly fhewn them their Error,
and fet them inthe right way., Menare not fo perfect in this World
as to be liable to no Miftakes ; and thofe to whom we give the higheft
Commendations are not {uch as have never erred, but whofe Miftakes
are but few, or only in things of little moment. Let us not therefore
cxtol Men fo, as if the greatnefs of their Judgment, or Learning, had
excmpted them from the common danger of erring 5 noron the con-
trary, think thein excluded out of the number of great Men, becaufe
they are convinced of fome Error. [ havefo high an opinion of Dr.
Hammond, upon reading over his Works, that I think there have been
few Interpreters ever in the World comparable to him 3 tho I have of-
ten differ’d from him, and fhewn fometimes that he was miftaken. So
no man has a greater value for F, Grotius, or is more forward to
commend him, or does it more frequently than I ; yet [ have fome-
times confuted him, both in thefe Additions and elfewhere, without
any abatement of my efteem or veneration for him. I am none

of thole, who are always upon the extreams both in applauding
men and reviling them. Iam for commending, without envy, what
1s praife-worthy; and rejetting, without malice, what is oppofite
to Truth.

But you ought not, they fay, to have mixed things of another kind
with Dr, Hammond's Annotations., Why not? for it’s true he ought

not to have any thing attributed to him that he did not fay ; but ina
Work publifhed fo long after his death, and that in another language,

I don’t fee why I might not add what I thought wanting in him,
tho



occafioned by the following Tranflation, X

tho perhaps he himfelf would not have approved of my Additions, if -
he had been alive.- For I did not publifs this work for his ufe, but of
them who are now living, or for pofterity, who may reafonably have
a greater regard to Truch thanto Dr, Aammond, They who do not
like my Additions, may retufe tobuy them. They may get Dr.
Hammond's Annotations in Englith by themiclves. But are there
not great Volumes publifhed bothin England and Holland, in wihich the
Commentarics of learned men both Papiltsand Proteftantes, great-
ly diftering in their opintons trom one another, are printed together ?
And who cvenamong the Papifts, was ever difpleafed upon that ac-
count, or did not rather highly commend the delign, becaufe by that
means what is wanting in fomeis {upplied by others ¢ But thol am
not always of Dr. Hammond’s judgment, yet the differences between
us are much fewer, than between the Critical Interpreters of the Old
and New Teftament ; and if they had not, [ would certainly never
have undertaken to tranflate any thing of his, But becaunfe Iagreed
with him as to the chict points of Religion and the manner of In-
terpreting, theretore I tranflated his Annotations, tho 1differ’d from
him in fome things. As I would have others bear with me whenever
I difagree with them, fo I cannot only bear with, but alfo love
and refpect others when they difagree with me. 1 count it an honour,
as | faid before, tohave my fhort Remarks publifhed with his accurate
Labours 3 butif I may fpeak a little boldly without offence, 1 do not
think fo meanly of my own performances as that their value, if it be
any, can {feem e’re the lefs by their being joined with Dr, Hammond’s,
It | had thought fo, T would never have publifhed them cither together
oralone, I might be miftaken indeed, asall men are commonly dim-
fighted {n that which concerns themfelves; which whether it be

true of me, let learned and impartial Readers only judg: but I could
not but do what I thought fit to bedone, °

There is fallen lately into my hands an Englifh Pamphlet intitled A
Free but Modeft Cenfure of fome Controverfial Books written in Eng-
l!ﬂ}, and among the reft of my Ars Critica, thoa Latin Treatile, and
quite of another nature from thofe Controverfics. To which there is
alfo added the Authors judgment concerning my defign in tranflating,
Dr. Hammoad, of which I fhall here fubjoin a few things. That Modeft,
bt Free Writer, whofoever he be, will not take it amifs, or at leafl
annot in reaton, it Iivodefily and freely vindicate my inicntion. ch

3 A3,
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fays, it is 4 barmful project to publifb Dr. Hammond™s Amotations on the
New Teftament, and at the fame time tomix iny own Additional Notes with
thems.  This, fays he, s a policick way to promote the Caufe, efpecially in
England, wheye the [Works of that learned and pious Aanotator are in fo great
efbeem.: When bis Criticifms and Inserpretatiois are biended with the Suciii-
an onts, how cafily will they be both smbibed together 2 T shought fis to caution
my Counsrymen about this hazard, that they may not be bvtrrzjcéi 1o Ervor,

even the worft of Evvors, woilf} they die tntent wpoi fudying she Truth,
' ” ?‘

The Caufc [ have undertaken to defend; both inall my other
printed Works, and my Additions to Dr, Hasizond, is no other
than the Caufle of Chrift and his Apoftles; whole Authority alone.(in
matters of Religion ), all Proteltants think is to be regarded and fol-
lowed, if wemay judg of theiy Opinion by the Confeffions they fub.
{cribe ; of which mind [ always was and ever fhall be},’r valuc the Au.
thority of Socinus, or any other uninipired perfons whatever, defti-
tute of reafon, no more than Dr. Hammond’s ov the Couieil of Trens’s,
When 1think they apree with Chnlt and his Apoitles, 1 aifent to
them ; and if not, 1differ from them. I never read all Sociius his-
Works, nor like his peculiar Opinions, fo fur as I know them, any
more than other mens, whom I judg to be inan Ervor.  Nay, [ have
fometimes confuted them, and asl fee occafion fhall confuie more of
them; not with a defign to make his Followers odious, or to gain the
favour of any Mortal, but to vindicatc Truth.}f" However, [ am not
of their mind wlho becaufe men errin fome things, that are stherwife
obedient to the Precepts of the Gofpel, and look for the coming of
Chrift to judg the quick and the dead, after the refurieion, by ths
rule of the Gofpel, and reward the Good and punifh tie \Wicked 5
and think not that they can attain Salvation by any other mcans, than
the Faith they have in Chrift, asone {ent from God, which Faith alone
they hope by the mercy of God, to have imputed to them for rightcor:~
aefs ¢ 1 am not, 1fay, of their mind that fentence fuch men to ever.
lafting Flames, into which they would, if they were able, 1mmediare-
Iy hurry them, without the leaft mercy 5 and in the mean time de-
cree in a crucl wanner to perfecute them with Execrations, and

Ecclefiaftical and Civil Punifhments. 1 have not fo learsed Coriff, 1
do not find the Apoftlesever acted inthat manner; and whillt they
are filent, and do not lead the way by their Example, I'had rather in-
cur the danger of being too merciful, than expofe my felf to the Charge
of the leaft Cruelty and Barbarity, God wili much fooner for%ive

them




occafined by the following Tranflation,

them that heartily love him, that is, who keep his Commandments,
and efpecially that great-and fo often repeated one of loving our
Mejchbour, their exceflive Charity, if any Charity can be excefiive
rowards men fearing God and Chrift, tho in fome things erroneous
than that horrible inhumanity, with which they arc frequently defa-
med, and perfecuted, and forced to endurc all manner of Punifh-
ments, only becaufe they prolels themfelves not ©o believe, what
they think Chrilt or his Apofties never revealed 1 had infinitely
rather ftand in the number of the mercifnl, betore the tribunal of
the great jndg, than in the comapany of Perfecntars, wnatever
their Riches or Honours are in this Worid. 1 had rather he in
the mean while evil {poken of and fufpected of Errors, which |
am 4s far from as can be, than appear by any means to ccunte-
nance fuch Barbarity. _

Moram ! of thelr mind, who oppofcthofe that diifer from them
with any kind of Arguments, after the example of bad Lawyers,
who deny all that their Adverfaries affirm, and afirm all they de-
ny. ‘Trugh, in my judgment, can never be well defended but by
Truth, Let others contend with Paflion, and afirm what it 15 the
interelt of their party fhould fcem true, or deny, not that which
they are fure is falfe, but which they think it neceflary fhould
appear fo, that their {ide may prevail ; as for me [ will aiways {ay
what L think true, and fhail never fear any danger to the Chri-
ftian Religion from Truth, This was heretofore the mind of a
ereat man, for whom Dr. Hammond had alwaysa very high value,
whom lic often tranfcribed, whom he defended againit the Calumnies
of his Adverfarics, and in whofe praife he every where {peaks. All
know very well that I defcribe Hugo Grotins, who whenever he thought
Socinus, or Crellius, truly interpreted any place of Scripture, made
no fcruple to follow them; tho he knew at the famc time that {fome il
minded men reviled bhim for it. Wherefore Dr. Hammond has juftly
morc than once pleaded his Caufe, as every one, that has read over
the {fecond Volume of his Works, knows,

I am not at all for diminiking Dr. Hanmond's Reputation, as I
have already {ufficiently declared 5 I do not deny but hie was a prous aind

learined man « nay if 1 had not thofc thoughts of him, 1 would never
have nndertaken to tranflatc onc ling of his Writings. Lut my Ani-
madverfions ncither nced his Picty nor Learning to make them be
read, if they are valvable; and if they are not, the Learaing and Piety
of Dr, Hammond will not procure me the Reader’s favour; on the

3 2 contrary.
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contrary, 1f I am any where miftaken, the comparing them with Dy,
Hammond will but render my Miftakes the more vifible. //But Sociniar
Do&rins, {ays my Cenfurer, will be imbibed with the true. I an-
fwer, 1have before denyed, that1 follow Socinzs as my Guide s but |
don’t underftand why this Cenfurer fhould be fo much afraid lelt the
true Docrins afferted by Dr. Hammond fhould not be effcétnal to
prevent the ili impreffions, that falfe and Socinian Interpretations may
make upon Readers minds. 1f I were to reafon alter his manner,
1 Thould fay that this Cenfurer 1s a clole Socsmian ; who by fecret me-
thods endeavours to advance the credit of Socinus his Opinions, For
it maft needs be a very powerful Doltrine in his apprehenfion, which
it any, thoneverfo little, of it be mixed with the Writings of Or-
thodox Divines, it [o obfcurcs all their Realons, that whether they
will or no, it is cafily imbibsd. This way of arguing tends more to
magnify and promote, than to deprels and cxtinguith Socinianifm,
againft which the .moft learncd Annotatiogs on the New Teltament
are not, 1t fcems, a ﬁlmCiCﬂtPFCFCI‘VE['!VC.'ZDBC[]{'IES this, there isano-
ther thing which gives ground for fufpicion, and it is what my Cen-
furcr, and other fuch as he gencrally ftand by,  To wit, If a perfon
be any thing ingenious, or morc Jearned than ordinary, and writes
out of the common road, he is prefently a Socinzginy as if all men of
fenfe muft needs turn Socinians, We have lately bad a remarkable
inftance of this in the worthy and ingenious Mr. Zock, who, becaufe he
reafons more accurately about many things, thanany before him had
donc, in his Excellent Treatilc of Aumane Underftanding, 1s imme-
diately cried down asa Socinian, by this Cenfurerand others. Thisis
in earneft to favour the Socinians, to make all good wits of thetr num-
ber. Juft fuch reports were formerly fpread of AugoGrotins, and Ren,
Cartefius 5 which werc no difgrace at all to thofe men, but an honour
to the Socinians,  So Erafinus was before charged with Arianifm, by
the Monks of thofe times, and others no better than they ; asif it had
been impoflible for a man of his capacity to be Orthodox. #1 am con-

~ {cious to my felf how far I come fhort of thofe great men in learning,

and natural abilities ; butif my Cenfurer was 1n earnefl inthe com-
mendations he beftows upon me, he muft nceds own,that thofe endow-.
ments of mind which he attributes to me, were allo the occafion of
my falling into thofc Opinions, which he calls the worft of errors.
But if he only flatter’d me, that he might {peak the more fpitefully of
me afterwards, let me tell him, that feizned Refpect 1s an argument of
very little candour, to fav.no worfe of It

it



occafion’d by the following Tranflation,

If he will fay that Socinus was miftaken in a great many things, I
fully agree with him; but T can-reckon up a great many worfe Lr-
rors than his, whercot I fhail mention but onc out of refpet to my
Cenfurer ; that is, of thofe who think men dafcrve eternal Torments
whom Chrift never condemned; who by all mcans perfecute thofe
that differ from them, tho they own themielves to be as liable to Er-

ror as the very men whom tiacy perfecute; who, in a word, think |

they may upon very {light {nfpicions traduce men that are heartily
devoted to Chriftianity, and fober in their fives, asa kind of Plagues
to be carefuily fhunned. He that does not afcribe to Chrilt,. what
he thinks Chrift never aflumed to himlelt, it otherwile he perform
conftant obedience to all his Precepts which he fully underftands, may
obtain the forgivene(s of his Ignorance from a moft favourable and
compaflionate Judg ; but he that breaks the Command of loving his
Neighbour, which is as clear as the Sun at noon-day, by Slandering,
and Bitternefs, and Cruelty, and dics in thofe Vices, fhall never,

unlefs a new Gofpel be made for him, be admitted into the Kingdom
of Heaven. ./ +

Here T-might take leave of my Cenfurer; but becanfe lie has
thought fit to f{et fuch another mark of Intamy upon my s Critica,
I fhall briefly fhew, that he is mightily miftaken, and did not diligent-
ly read what he was refolved to condemn. He fays in the hrft place,
that my Defign in that Treatife was, by a new and cunning way to
propagate Socinianifin.  Bot I who know my own mind and purpofe
a great deal better, utterly deny it: and there is nothing in the
thing it felf, which aggues that [ did fo undefignedly. My intent
was to fhew how Students might arrive to a folid and ufeful fort
of Learning, And therefore | Intermixed a great many Examples,

taken from things of the greatelt moment, to prove that Craticsfm was
no contempticle Art.

But my Cenfurer produces fome Paflages by which he endeavours ts -

fhew that my Defign was to clear the way for Socriianifin 5 which pla-
ces I fhall briefly confider, that every onc may feec with what Inte-
grity and Modefty he defcants npon them.

Haid in Past 1. Chap. 1. 4. 3. That many things in the Writings of
the Antients had a refpe® to the Opinions of their Times; which
mult therefore be known, that we may underftand what they mean.
Ya cum FJudeorim precipua in diving cultu ceremonia in facrificio ¢fent fi-
ta s tdeo i Novo Teftamento omnia fere pictatss officia [acrificii nonine 11-
terdum indigitari,  So becaufe the chief Ceremony of the Jews in sfi-z;f;m:

Hor(his
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Worfhip was Sacrificing, thevefore in the New Teftament almost all veligious
dutics dre fonetimes exprefled by the name of Sacrifices, Then I add,
Mortein Chrifli facrificium quoque vocart, quod fuerit pracipua ejus ple-
tatis pars, & quadam babeas facvificits fimilia: That the death of Chrift 15
called alfo a Sacvifice, becaufe it was the chbief pare of his Obedience, and
had fome things in it vefembling Sacvifices,  Here my Cenfurer tranflated
my words fo negligently, that he renders the Phrafe ¢jus pictatis,
of that Religion, as if I had a refpect to the Jewifh Religion ; whereas
I manifeftly {peak of Chrift’s Picty towards his Father, Then hence
nc infers, thatl {uppofe the Sacrifice of Chrift was only a mctaphorical
and inproper Sacrifice, to fide with thofe that reject Chrift’s Satisfacti-
on, But what kind of Logick is this # That “action of Chrift, by
which he principally redeemed men, is called a Sacrifice, by a Phrafe
taken from the Cultom of the Jews, tho it did not in all things refem-
ble a Sacrifice: therefore Chrift did not redeem us, By what revela-
tion eame my Cenfurer to know, that to the cnd Chrilt might re-
deem men, it was requiiite he fhould be flain juft ltke a Victim, with-
out any manner of difference? And how will he prove that there
was cvery thing in the death of Chrift which was obfervable in a Sacri-
fice? Its certain the Prieft and the Sacrifice was not the fame; the
Sacrifice was flain In a confecrated place, the Blood of it was pour-
cd out at the foot of an Altar; and many other Rites were ufed,
none of which, properly fpeaking, were ¢bferved in Chrift’s Crucifi-
xion, Notwithitanding which, the Death of Chrift might have all
the cflicacy of a Sacrifice. It is fit, for my Cenfurer’s information,
to obferve that we are not to feek for all the circumftances of a Sacri-
fice tn the death of Chrift 5 becaufc in fo doing men often mix their
own rotten Inventions with divine Revelation: as forinftance, fome
inconfiderately fay, that the Crofs was an Altar; whereas there nei-
cher was, nor could be, any Altar in this Oblation, upon which the
" Sacrtfice was to be confecrated 5 as it was in the Levitical Sacrifices.
But this cvery one knows, and I would not have mention’d it,
but that my Cenfurer {peaks as if he was ignorant of it. As for
his faying that what I aflirm of the word Sacrifice being attri-
butcd to the Death of Chrift, is nothing to the bufinefs of which
I undertook to treat in that place of my s Critica, | leave that
to the cxamination of the Reader, [ have not fo much time to

[pare, that T fhould always be teaching the Elements of Logick or
Grammar,

In



occafion’d by the following Tranflation.

In Part I $. 1. ¢ 3. I have put it beyond all. doubt, that tho ihe
s105t high God 15 ftiled by the Fews Elohim, yet that word fignifies God, as
be is the obje® of Worfhip, ox€emu@-, not his most perfet Nature. 1 have
fhewn alfo that the word s was ufed by the Jews that fpake Greek,
by the Gentiles and the Chriftians themfelves in the fame fenfe;
which is of no {inall ufe to the underftanding of innumerable Pafla-
ges in antient Writers, both facred and profane , which would o-
therwife be very obfcure. Nothing can be more evident; and the.
defign of the whole Chapter, to thofe who are not wiltully blind, is
very plain, The cthing 1t [elf 1s not oppofed by my unknown Cen.
furer, becaufe it is undentable, and 1s confirmed by the Confent of

the molt Jearned men ; but he fufpelts that my defign in writing it.

was,to intiieate that tho our Saviour might be the objed¥ of divine Worfhip, yet
that he is ot God.  Whether he {peaks as he thinks I cannot tell, be

that to himfelf; but Ibefeech him never to treat anyother man at
the {ame rate as hehas done me. For to pretend to know the fecret
defigns of Men, is not only 7mmodest, but fenfiefs ; and in this matter
{ allure him he is ucterly miftaken. Inever thought Chrift might be

the objec# of divine Woifhip, tho he was not God : that would be mere:

Idolatry. Nay, the Socimians them{elves do not fay that Chrift cught;
to be worfhipped as the moft high God, while they do not think him
to be the molt high God ; but only with fuch a Worfhip as is due
to an Ambaflador from the {upreme Majelty. 1 would have my
Cenfurer read their Books before lie undertakes to oppofe them:
and not attribute to me what neither I nor any ‘man clfe ever ima-
gin’d. It is not the part of a smodest Man to cavil at what he does.
not underftand, nor of a man of Cander, to mifreprefent other

mens Principles.
In the following Chap. IV. I{aid I did not think there was any Em-

phafis in this Phrafc, thon fhalt dic the death, Gen. ii. 16, but that it
fignified fimply, Death ; and I rejected both the Opinion of S. Auftin,

whno looks here for I know not how many kinds of Death, and thofe-

who interpret it of Mortality, which Interpretation I afivmed to be
contrary to the conftant ufe of the Hebrew Language. What fays my
Cenfurer to this? Does he fhew that Ufe is againft me ¢ Dees he
prove that I was miftaken ¢ By no means ; but he contends that I fide
with a Party, wiz. of Socinianss as if there were not learned Inter-
preters of all Parties that reje@ that Interpretations -which can be de-
icnded by no Example, but only by weak Arguments. Befidcs, fox
my Cenfurer’s fatisfaction, tho [ do not think Mortality is therc meant,
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yet Ldonbt not but 4dam was immortal before he finned, and that he
really became mortal by Sin, which he might have under{tood from
iy Commentary on Gea, 111 19.

“fn the fame Chapter [ proved by manifelt Examples, not only out
of Heathen Writers, but out of S, Paul and Fofephus, that the Phrafe
to write laws in the heart, In feremiab, 1s not to make them ncceffaris
Jy be obeyed, but only vemembred without a Monitor. My Cenfu-
rer fays, that the Prophet {peaks of the New Covenant, which { never
denicd 5 then he adds, that this Phrafe lignifies that by wvirtue of the holy
Spirit the wnderflandings of the fasthful arc fo enlightned, and their wills
and confeiences [o effeckually wrought wpon, that they are enabled to obferve
the Law, But by what undoubted Example does he prove this?
Nonc atall.  Nor could it any more than that irreliftible eflicacy, be
demonftrated by any Theological Arguments. But I have proved by
examples out of St. Paul Rom, ii, 15, and Fofepbus, that that Phrafe is
not to be ftrained too far, And as toSt, Paxl’s words, my Cenfurer fays
nothing, only hic denies that examples taken out of Heathen Writers
arc any proofs ; asit 1had produced none but them. Then he fays

that in the paflages ot Fofephus, the Writing of the Law 1n Mens Minds,
and the preferwving it in their Memories, feem to him to be two diftinét
things. But It the Reader confult thofe places, and he will wonder at
the fhrewdnefs of this free Cenfurer,

[ faid that by this Phrafe of St. Luke in A%s xvi. 14. The Lord opened
her Heart, that (he attended to thofe things which weve [poken of Paul, was
meant no more than that, by divine Providence it camc to pafs, (quibuf-
cunque tandem machinis ufus it Deus) whatever engines God mnade ufe of
that Lydia attentively gave car to St. Paul: As {ufficiently appears by
tlic foregoing Examples, My Cenfurer thinks this to be a ftrange ex-
preflion, quibufeunque tandem machinis ufus it Deus  as if any that under-
ftood Latin did not know it to be a metaphorical Phrafe taken from
Citics, arc batter’d with Engines,  And my ufing fuch a Metaphor can-
not feccm [lrange to thole, who have read in St. Paul 2 Cor. %. 4. that
the IWeapois of the Apoltles warfare were not Carnaly but mighty through

"God, to the pulling down of flrengholds.  For why may not 1 ufe fuch
another Metaphior, and fay Eiugines? Who, befides, that has any
thing of Learning does not know that the beft Latin Writers ufe
that word in this Mctaphorical fenfe ¢ Let my Cenfurer read but this
Paflage of Crreroin Epift. xviil. to Brutus : adveliquos bis quogue labor
inibi accofjit, ut omnes adbibcam machinas, ad tencnduin adolcfcentern,
But would you know, good Sir, what tholc machines were, which God

madec




occafoned by the follawime Tranflation.

made ufe of toopen the Heart of Lydia, feeing Ihave not exprefled my
Mind more clearly in my 4rs Critica 7 Why they were thofe [piritual
Weapons of St. Paul, by which be pulled down fivong bolds 5 namely, the
Gofpel, which opens the Hearts of its Hearers, unlefs they are wil-
fully fhut againft God’s call.  So the Fews ordinarily faid that the Zaw
opericd therr Heaits, as you may be informed by Zud. Cappellus on Luke
xxiv. 25. A forrof Infpiration whereby God works upon all the hear-
ers or the Golpel, to enable them to receive it as they ought, if it be
not tireir own fault, or upon fome only, whom he irrefiltibly works
upon, 1s no where intimated in Scriptare, as {fonme of the moft learned
Men have long fince fhewn, whom my Cenfurer may read. Whereas
he fays that I infift upon the ambiguity of the words ro redeems, and Spi-
rit, on purpofe to patronize Sociinanifm, that is butthe repetition of
a Calumny which he brings over {o often as to make 1t naufeous.
He can’t deny that what I faid is true, but to leflen my Reputation,
he pretends I wrote it with an 1ll defign. I muft undoubtedly, to
pleafe him, not only have reviled the Soeinians, but made my f{eltalfo a

Liar, or concealed the Truth, that they might be the more ealily refut-
ed, or rather feem to be fo. Then the commendablenefs of my defign
would have made all my diflimulations and falfhoods praife-worthy :
Bug thefe are the tricks of a Man whofe own Confcience condemns
1}1%, and who is a great favourer of the Socinian caufe, whillt to un-
difcerning Perfons he feems tooppofe it. Which 1f it was not my
Cenfurer’sdefign, as I will not afhrm ; at leaft he manages things fo,
that 1t is as eafy to {ee he1sasunfita Man to putan end to that Contro-
verfy, asheis good at detractingand calumniating.

In Cap. vii. I fhewed that ¢ g/a{ 3eof are properly Gods,by the inftitu-
tion of Men, or {uch asare accounted Gods. And yet, {ays my Cenfurer,
fuch was ouir Saviour, [ay the Socinian Mafters, he 15 aGod by drvine Infti-
tution,  Thevefore hence he ought to have inferred, if he would be
confiftent with himfelf, thatit was not my defign to gratify the Socini-
ans, whom yet he unfitly compaies to the Heathens,

In the viith Chapter | faid that irrefitible Grace which is aflerted by
S. Auftin, did not feem tome to be agreable to Scripture; and that the
word Grace had no cvident meaning init. My Cenfurer does not prove
the contrary, botendeavours to make me odious, for {faying that St.
Auflinwas a popular Speaker, but no Critick.  Asif that were nota thing
very well known to all that have read his Works, or asif any doub-
ed of 1t. Teafily believe my Cenfurcr never read St. Auftin's works, in
which I deal more lairly with him, than he does with me. Otherwile I

fouid
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fhould fay that either he had no knowledg at all of the Holy Serip-
tures, or a great deal of impudence, who fhould attribute to St. Auffin
a critical Skill, and that in the Scriptures (for here the Difcourfe
is about the interpretation of Scripture) and endeavour to make me
il thought of for denying it. He calls him 4 piows and - learned Father,
which titles he gives to Dr. Hammond,whom he knew to be of a contrary
opinion. Butin this matter St.Auftrn neither thought pioufly, nor wrote
learnedly of God. And as little piety or learning does he thew in his Epif-
tles to Boniface and Fincentius 5 where hezealoully defends Perfecution
on the account of Religion, and that with very abfurd Arguments, He
was onc of the very firft that pre noted fome two Do&rins, which take
away ali Goodnzis and Joftice, buch from God and Men.  For by the
one God i epredes.ted as creating the greateflt pavt of Mankind to damn
them, and {eatence them to erernal Terments, for Sins committed by
another, or which they themiclves could not avoid; and by the o-
ther, Magiltrates, and all that have the Adminifiration of publick Af-
fairs, are ftirred up to perfecute thofe that differ from them in mat-
ters of Religion, However that fivft Doctrin might be born with, be-
canfc if any Man rafhly fhuts others out of Heaven, and erroneoufly
reflects upon the Goodnefs and Juftice of God, provided he does
not perfecuie thofc that differ from him, and force them topic;-
fefs themfelves of his Opinton 5 he docs more bnrt to himfelf than®e-
thers, becanfe God is neverthelefs Gracious and Merciful.  But-he
that 1s for being cruel to thole that differ from him, docs mifchief

- both to others, and to the Truth. Hc makes himf{elf a Beaft, and for-

feits eternal Happinefs. which 1s promifed to reafonable Creatures, not
toSavages; he perfecutes the innocent, and expofes them to innume-
rable Calamities ; in fine, he difparages Truth, 1t hc defends it by
fuch Methodsy and if hc oppofes it, he profanes the moft Sacred
thing in the World, and fights againft God who 15 its Author.,
And this is no vain fear about what perhaps will never be; we have
reafon to be afraid left St. Auflin’s Authority fhould move Chriftians
to perfecute onc another for diftercnces 1n Religion.  The 'thing is
altually come to pafs already ; fora certain great and powerful Mo-
narch, in whofe Kingdom many thouiands of Proteftants lately lived,
was chiefly by that Father’s Authority moved to attempt and execute
thofe things ; for whichail Exrope has juitly rung wiih the loud Com-

- plaints of poor wrctches tiat have beea forc’d to fiy thetr Country.

[’s certain the French King, whois otherwife no Tyrant, could net

by any means have been induced to cancel all hus paft Edidts i faveur
of
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of the Reformed ; and make ufe of the barbarity of Souldiers, to
extort from them a confeflion which none of the Clergy of that
Kingdom could by all their falfe reafonings bring them to, nnlefs it
wereafter the foremention'd Letters of St. Aujfn had been read to him,
whofe Authority, being impofed upon by Flatterers, he thought he
might {afely follow. Let my Cenfurer go now and refent my being
{5 hardy as to fay the truth of St. Auftin, 1 {peak in that manner,
who do not ufe, like many others, to calumniate the Living, and fpeak
untruths in favour of the Deadl.

My Cenfurer pretends, thatin Chap.ix. wherel faid that Philofo-
phers and Divines often ufc words glmt have no meaning in them, and
whichif any one defire them to interpret, they can give no folid
anfwer, for which Iinftanc’d in the words Traisfubffantiation and Coi-
[ubftantiation. My Cenfurer, I {ay, pretends that [ have arelped alfo
to the Triuty, and other particnlar points belonging to the fame mat--
ter.  This forfooth is that smodefi Cenfurer, otherwile called fearcher of
Hearts, who can divine what other Men think, tho theyare never fo
profoundly filent, Werel to make a Conjeturc from what he has
written, | fhould fay that he did not only exterminate Charity, buc
even Jafticcand Truth out of the nmmber of Chriftian Vertues.  But
[ had rather think he crred through I know not what Pafiion, that
hurried him to the violation of thofe Daties of Religion, which he
himfelf accounted the motk facred. |

My Interpretation of the words Righieoufirefs of God, in Chap, xii. 1+,
for God’s rightcous Precepts, has no afiinity with the pecnliar Dodtrins
of the Socinigns, unlefs it be inthe brains of a Man that fees things
where they are not, and has conceived fuch a dreadful Notion of the
Socipians, that upon the leaft noife he prefently imagins 2 whole Army
of them to be comingupon him. [ am fure Crellius and Seblickingivs,
theiv chief Leaders, give us a quite different interpretation of this
place.

In Chap, xiv. 1did not fay that St. Fobi had the fame thoughts of the
cternal Reafor, as Plato; but only called the Divinity which dwelt in
Chrift, Asyes, 1n a Platonical manner ; and added, that it remained to
be enquir’d whethier S. Fobin underftood that word in a Platonical fenfe,
plainly intimating that { thought the famc word might be taken in
diiferent notions. 1 faid alfo thatif that word were to be underftood
in a Platonical feafe in St. Fobin, we fhould be forced to go over to
the Ariansy which, according to the opinton my Cenfurer reprefents
mc to be of, no Marvin his wits would fay it were neceflary to do.
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But this fearcher into Herefies forgot that Platonifm or Arianifim was
very different from Socinianiﬁn. And he knows not, or makes as ;f

he did not know, thatl have in a particular Diflertation, explained
the beginning of St. Fobn’s Gofpel, in a fenfe contrary to Platonifin,
Whereas 1 faid that all Chriftians do at this day very much differ
from the Opinion of the Vicene Council,he knows that can be manifellly
proved from Englith Books,not to mention Latin. He knows very well
that the Iearned Dr. Cudworth has proved that the Niceae Fathers, and
others, thought the three Hypoftafes to be three equal Gods, as we
fhould now exprefs it. Let him read alfo the Life of Gregory Ng-
zignzen, which 1 have written, and has been tranflated ifto Eng-
lifh, if he does not underftand French; and he will find that Gre-
gory was undoubtedly of that Opinion. The thing is fo clear, that
it cannot be queftion’d by thofe who lhave conlider’d it. But of
this clfewhere. .

In Chap, xvi. Ircjeted the myftical and high flown interpretations,
and grmeeit of the Antients which are deftitute of reafon s and I {till
reject them, with all the beft Interpreters of Scripture. 1 value Rheto-
rical Arguments, which depend only upon the Speakers fancy, and are
not to be tried by the rule of rignt Realon, no more than my Cen-
furer’s Calumnies, which are the products 0f his own fruitful brain,
Such is his faying that I rejected the Rhetorical Difcourfes of the Fa-

thers, becanfe I think all things to be clear and plain in Chriftianity,
and that no Myftery is to be admitted. Of which there is not {o rauch
as one word in that Chapter, where I {peak of vain Rhetorick, and
not of the obfcurity or perfpicuity of Religion. 1 never thought
we had a clear and perfect Notion of all thingsrevealed, as I have fuf-
ficiently fhewn in the 24 Part of my Ars Critsca, where | treat of clear
and adequate Notions. My Cenfurer, who knows the fecret Thoughts
of mensBearts, ought to have known what I had written in a Trea-
tifc he took upon him to cenfure. But he read it only to find matter
of Calumny, notto do himfelf any good by it.

What 1 faid about Concrete and Abftral? Notions in Part. 11, C. s,
let my.Cenfurer read overagain a little moie fedately ; and he will
find I had great reafon to fay that the names of Synods were names
of abltraét Ideas; becaunfe many attributed to them things- which
vather fhould have been in them, than which really were fo, to
heighten their Authority tothe prejudice of Religion. The Council of
Tvent 1s alone enough to fhew the neceflity of this Obfervation, But

thefe Leflons were written for the fake of fuch as love Truth 5 not.
{uch
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fuch as are ready to derend or oppofe any thing for Reward.

[n the vilith Chap, of the fame Part, ! faid that all Men had not the

fame Notion of God, but fome a larger and more noble one, and o.
thers a meaner and more contracted one, of which I alledged very
plain examples, which I thought were almoft ufelefs, becaufe no Man
that had the leaft knowledg of Mankind could have any doubt of it.

But this Cenfurer neither underftood what 1 faid, nor himfelf, while he

affirms that thele are 1o very reverent thoughts of God. They only think
irreverently of God, who either worfhip Idols, or after they have
endeavour’d, without any regard to Truth, Juftice or Charity, to
defame Mecn that fear God, think they have deferved well of Reli-
gion and their Country, and that thercfore thofe Revenues are due
to them, which the Picty of the Antient Chriftians inftituted only in
favour of good and learned Men, nor of Slanderers,

Afterwards my Cenfurer upbraids me for reciting in Part 111, feveral
places of the New Teftament, wherein the Difcourfe is of Chrift, cor-
rupted by bad Men in the antient Copics, whether they thought well
orill of Chrift; whichldid not enquire into, nor did I deduce any
Confeltary, relating to any Theological Dotrin, from thence. He
does not thew that there was no alteration made in thofe Copies, be-
caufe ke could not ; but he interprets all thefe thingsin a bad fenfe ac-
cording to his cuftom. What he himfelt thinks of thefe things, I

cannot tell, nor am [ concern’d to know ; but I muft needs fays he de-
tends the Caufe which he affirms to be the beft, both here and
elfewhere, juft as the moft defperate Caufes ufe to be defended;
that is, by concealing Truth, and endeavouring to make thofe who de-
elare it, asodious as is poflible.  Which whether it be for the honour
of aParty, I leave him to confider, and thofe whofc province that is.
At lalt he concludes his unjuft Accufations with-an Obfervation,
which cffeinally confutes almoft all he had faid before: to wit, that |
have alledged nothing new in favour of the Secimzans about thofe places,
nor endeavour’d to confute Bithop Peasfon, and Bithop Stilling flcet.  For
thence he ought to have inferred, that T had another delign, which
[ fhould not have executed otherwile than 1 have done, if there had
never been any Soesnians in the World, My intention having been
only tofhew the ufc of Criticks in things of the greate/t moment,
and if [am not miftaken, I have rcached my end. The 1eft of what

my Cenfurer fays, has either been already confuted, or docs not de-
ferve confideration.

This, .
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This, worthy Sir, 1s what thought fit to fay of Dr. Hammond
and my Ars Critica, which I had a mind (hould be publifhed, that the
World might have this Teftimonial of my Intentions, not to engage

my {elf in a Quarrel with my Cenlurers whoit he be not brought to

righter Apprehenfions by what 1 have here fuid, no Arguments would

ever convince him.  Let him now call himielf to an acconnt for his
Accufations, and not hope that God fsould be propitions to him, un-
lefs he repent of his unchriftian Behaviour; which I fpeak with fo
hearty a good will to him, that T carneltly pray God not to lay this
thing to his charge, but rather reducc him to a better Mind. |

TOURS,

e, ]. Lt CrERC

Errats.

P 3. line 8. 1, their bold, Do 48, L8 1. deeprooting, or like weeds, P. g5, 1. 16. . Velf.
s1. D.214. | 13 1 bas not robad. Pu2za. Lig. £ Jbid, r.Verf. 28, Noteh. P. 472,

a}"ld 475 runTit, 1. COLO SSTIANS, P.sys. 18, 1. compared with former, yes
ey,
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Dr. HAMMO N D s
ANNOTATIONS

ON THE

New Teltament.

’

Addition to the Annotation on the Title of the
whole Book.

RO this which Dr, Hammond has obferved of the word
i, if weaddwhat is [aid of the [ame word by Groti-
us, there will vemain but this one thing further to be no-
ted, whereby many places of Scripture, yea thewhole Chrifts-

a Dottrin may be iluftrated : Namely, thct the word Swbiics, 7;z

whatever fenfe it be taken, is metaphorical, and borrowed from the

- Cuftorms of Men; for Covenants and Teftanicints properly fo called,

are only made aiigft Men.  Now detaphorical Terms ave [eldoms

gronnded upon a perfect Similitude between thofe things, to which
they are indifferently applied; and therefore they connot always be

Jerned up to the whole Latitude of their natural [ignificati-

on. It is fufficient if therebe any Agreement, tho but fmall, ve-

fweer .

N
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Addition to the Annotation
tween the thing, of whith any word is ufed in a metaphorical [enfe,

and that which i properly fignifies.  Sothat all that can be inferred

from the bare word, is, that the feveral things expreffed by ity have
[oine affinity with one another. And i order to determin wherein thas
(irilitude lies, we imufl carcfully confider both things themfelves :
Which being dowe, we inay argue from the thing 10 the [ignification
of the word, but not from the word to the thino, |

So that from the [acred Writers calling the Laws of God diuben
a Covenant or Yeltament, this only in the firft place can be con-
cludid, that thereis [ome likenefs between the Laws of God and Co-
venants or Teftaments. But that we may diftinctly know wherein that
likenefs confifts, we muft- fir[t confider in what manner God deals with
Men, [etting afide all metaphorical Notions, and looking as narrowly
as polfible tuto things themfelves 5 them we inuft enquire what Mei do
when they enter into Covenants, or make Teffaments 5 and laftly, by «
compaiifon of both, we may gather the true [enfe of the metaphorical
Word or Phrafe.  Sothar they labour in vain, who whilft things
themfelves vematn obfenre, deduce as many Similitudes as they can
from words, __

Now if we confider the way in which God deals with Men under the
Gofpel, and then think what is ordinarily done in Teffaments, we
fball find that thereis only this fimilitude between the Gofpel and a
Loftament, that in both there is [omething piven, and in both Death
‘nlervenes,  So that wherever the Gofpel is called a Teftament, pro-
vided the Speaker can be thought 10 have a clear knowledg of things
shemfelves, onlyone or other of thefe will be [ipnified. For this is
alfo to be carcfully obferved, that the mind of the Speaker muft be
knowi before any thing be affirmed of it ; for tho two things agvee
i many particalars, yet we often thisk but of one, or a few of them,
sud wonld not abvays have thew all ureed. To illuflrate this by
ain example, It appears from the place 12 Heb iX. 10, 17. which
Dy, Hamwmond here interprets, that the Sacred Wiiter only coii-
pares the Gofpel and a4 Teflament [0 far, as there is a Death and
(ift -t both,  Awd therefore the [fonification of the word Sixdiica
prralt 7oty as 10 thofe words, to be cxtended any farther, I like

| HANACT



on the Title of the whole Book.

mananey where it s taken for 1 Covenant, it is wot to be inferred thar
all thofe things are o be fought for in God’s Qeconomy, either Old or
New, that ave 00 /z7vable in Covenants, and that every thing muft be
i;;i'frprﬂ';?f:l accordrng to tne Notion of a Covenant. From a [reddy
confideration of the thing it [elf, it appearsthat God's Difpenfations
are wething bat Laws ;- And therefore whatever is [aid avont faderal
Sigus, by which God and. Men do seore clofely bind themfelves to one
:zfmfb{fr, bfffzg f{’fi{?:z"f.f Scr.fpnﬁ'ﬁ; and not 10 be cert(zfﬁ{)' concluded
from the word Covenant, is perhaps to be reckon’d among thofe
f/)f?i‘g.f, which Diwvizes have wmore [ubtilly invented than ﬁllid{y
proved.  God has no where declared that it was his defigiz to deal with
Men [0 as that all his Dilpenfations [hould perfectly refemble Cove-
nants, even in the [maleft Circumftances,

But perhaps foineinay veply that fometimes weither the mind of
the Speaker, nor thizgs themfelves are fufhcicntly known to us, and
ask what we are to think then of the [igntfication of words: I do not
fee what elfe can be dowe in [ach a cafe,than to determine nothing rafbly
as if it were certain, It is uindonbtedly the part of awife Mai to
refrain from judging of what is dowbiful, and 1 confefs I do not
kinow, 17 this dark [tate of Mortality, what can be [afer than lay-
ing fuch areftraint uponour [elves, But this Doctrin will pleafebus
few, becanfe moft Men love to conceal their Ignorance, and had va-

ther feem learned than vedlly be fo.  This may [uffice to have been
[aid once for all about an over [ubtil interpresation of et aphiori-
cal words, thas I may have no occafion to incnlcate it.

Addit, tothe Remark on the words wzm seziatv i the Title of
the firft Gofpel, after thefe words, fFill reimaining to#s.] Barnabas
who wrote 15 the [aine Aze with St, Matthew, Ep. Cath, ¢ iii. cites
this Gofpel in thefe words : Atcendamus ergo, neforte, ficat icriptum
et, multi vocats, panci electiy inveniamur,  Let us take heed there-
fore, left we flould be found as it is written, many are called, but
few are chofen,  Thefe words are twice found 1 St. Matthew C /mp.
xx. 16, and wxii. 14, and in no other place of Scripure.  For 1t
s obfervable that St, Matthew s bere cited as Scripture, as that

C form




Addition to the Annotation, ¢
formof Speech, SICUVT SCRIPTUM eft, manifeftly fhews :

whence we may infer in how great Efteem this Gofpel was, as foon as
evey it was publifbed. Hence it came to pafs that when Barnabas
his Sepulchre was thought to have been found out by Revelation, by
Anthemius Bifbop of Salamis i» Cyprus, ir was feigned that St
Matthew’s Gofpel was found alfo on the breaft of Barnabas, writ-
ten in Tables of Thyne wood (‘Thyins tabulis.) See Theodor.
LeGor Lib. 11. ar the begtnning : and Nicephorus Callift. Lib.

xvi. . 37. and Suidas o the word S, It g5 reported alfo thas
the [ame Gofpel was carried by Bartholomew into India, thar is
Athiopia, where 1t was found by Pantenus Catechift of the Church
of Alexandra, wader the Reign of Commodus: fee Eufeb, Hift.
teclef. Lib. v. c.vo.  Thefe things, whether true or no, (hew that
she Antients thoughe this Gofpel was written before the others, and
thas the Apoftles carvied it about with them.
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GosrEew according to St. Matthew.

CHAP L
Verl. 1. B QHO " which is properly to bring forth, meta-
Note a. ‘ phorically fignifies to effed?, yet it does not thence

follow that =199 Tholedah fignifics every
cvent ; for the Metaphors of derivative words
are often different from thofe of their Primitives. Inall the places
the Dotfor alledges, Tholedal plainly ﬁgmﬁes the origin of a thing,
which the Gfﬁcl.s call yimeas.  If Gen, ii. 4. & v.1. be e‘-:amm’d, it
will appear that the meaning of the'facred Hiftorian is s 5 viz.
that that was the origin of the World dnd Mankind he had de-
fovibd.  Chap. xxxvil. 2. Thefe are the Gencrations, vefers to what
goes before; and the meaning of Mofes is noz:hmg but this, that
the Anceltors of Facob were the fame with thofe of Efsu; whofc

Genealogy he had declared in the Chapter immediately preceding.
So Numb. 1il. 1. The Generations of Mofes and Aavon, {ignify their

origin from the Tribe of Zews. In the fame fenfc we meet with the
word Yeems feveral times 1n Howmer »

"Queavis 3 Gome Hfuzare mteest T Sal.
The Ocesin from wuich all things bad their origis,

And clfewhiere, ﬂ)mmng of the Ocean, he calis it Swwv Juzaw, thai from:
which the Gods bad their origin,  BICAGr ﬂf;umwthr*lcfm as Grotis Very
wal laterprets i, is 4 df,:,”pho;z of the Oricin, which ticle muft be

reckon’d p E[I\ d oquf to this Chapter.
Verl, 8. Tesei d iefuimes & (/.»-H Here are threc Kings t+ft out,
Andziay Jess, aad Amazigh.  Avain, St. Luke reckoning up nincteen
3! Generations -



ANNOTATIONS on

Generations of natural Delcendents from Salathiel to Yofeph, whilft
St. afatthew numbers but ten, accorcing to legal extraction 5 this Jat-
ter muft needs have omitted feven perfons likewife in his laf ~afs of
Geaerations,  Concerning thefe Omillions, many make divers Con-
jectures,  Thatof Grorins 15 generally look’d upon to be the beft ;
that St, Afaithew kept to the number of Generations in the firft Clafs
from Abrabam to David, which was moft known, for memory fake, in
the reff 5 and {o it was neceflary that fome Generations fkould be o-
mittcd, thatthere mightbe jult three fourteens, Burt it does not feem
at all probable to otners, that the Evangelit, mercly for the {ake of
keeping to the namber of fourtccrr, fhould defignedl; pafs over ten
Perfons, efpecially in that part of his Computation in which it be-
hov'd hini to ufs the greateft exatiaels, becaunfe it was leaft known ;
for 1ilt the vime of the Gaptivity, the Genealogical feries of the Royal
Family of Dawvid was very well underfiood, but from that time to
Chrift it was known but obfcurely,  Belides, a perfon cannot be fiid
to retanr any Genealogy 1n his Afomory, that out of fifty Perlons, or
thereabouts, mrits teny and if the Genealogy of Chrilt muft needs
have been divided into certain Ciafles, it was not thercfore necellary
thata fifth part of his Anceltors nould be pafs’d over to make a divi-
fion into fourteens, when it had been cafy to make another divifion. This
madc a very pood Friend of thine think that St. Matthew lighted upon
a genealogical Book of Dawid’s Family that was defe@ive 5 and acci-
dentally oblerving there threc Clafles of fourtecis Gencrations between
thefe three great periods of time, wiz. before the fetting up of the
Regal Government, during its contimiance, and after its fall, was
thereby mov'd to make fuch a divifion in his acconnt of ChrifPs Li-
ncage, which he would not fo much as have thought of, if he had
made wleof anentire Book. Therc was no reafon, he faid, to wonder
at his faying thata genealogical Book might be corrupeed, becaufe a ve-
ry great and confiderable Error, that had formerly perplex’d the An-
tients, and by that appears to be a very old.onc, had crept into the
t1th verfeof St Mattbew’s Text it felf, and thar notwithftanding his
accuratc cnumeration of Perfons, and idicarion of their number, And

bence alfo he thought it was, that there arc fome Perfons omitted
w1 1 Chron, iv. 1. as likewife in chap. vi. in the rccounting of Aarew’s
Race, which Grotius upon this place obferves.  But this is {ubmitted
(0 the Judgment of the learncd Reader. Bowever it looks as if Matthew
did 1n the 1 fF verie cite a Book of the orisinof Chrift, from whence he
ook all that follows, asfir aswerfe 16.

* Verf.




St MATTHEW. 3

Verl. 16, "Tusds 6 aepui@ Xersvs. | There are fome Manufcripts in Chapter
which the words "Tnsgs ¢ Acyu@ are wanting, becaufe the Tranferi- L
bers thought them too languid ; but in moft of >em, and thofe the old- t\~u
eft, they arc found , as alioin the antient Verfions. ‘That Chriftian
who inferted a Pallage concerning Chrift into Fofephus’s Antiquities,

Jib, 20. ¢. 8. did likewife make ufe of the fame Phrafe ;. upon which Ori-

gen againft Celfus {ays, Fofcphus wrote that the Fews were opprefs’d with Y

[o many evils for the vold attempts upon James the brother of Fefus, T aeyouls SHopts
e, that was calld Chrift, 1ib. 1. p. 37. concerning which place, fee

Tan, Faber in lus Critical Epiftles.

Verf, 18. “Eugésu | I* €. 1t fell out or happenr’d that fhe was big with
child. So the word is taken in Apollodorus, Biblioth. lib. 1. ¢. 4. {. 2.

where e treats of the frifc between Apolio and Marfyas; digedeis
xeciarwy & "Amanev, when dpollo bad overcome.

Verf, 19. Note g. | To the Examples brought by Grotins and onr
Author, add this one more ont of Terence, Heaut. 4%, 4. Sc. 1. where
the Wife thus befpeaks her Husband :

Mi Chreme, [ateor, vincor y nunc boc te obfecro
Ot mee frultstie m juftitia tua it aliguid prefrdii.

Ibid. note h. 7} Salmafius feems rather to be in the right, who in
his Comment. de Helleniftica Pref. after he had obferv’d that ohadufua-
new {ignifies to punifh, becaule Punifbments are <pgfifuam examples,
in whieh fenfe it is often met with in the auntientef Greeks, re-
marks that among the more modern it has the fignification of expo-
fmg to fbame; which he promifes to confirm in another place by
examples, and to fhew that it ought to be fo taken in St. Marthen,
He adds, that if the Evangelist had meant by it a capital punifbinent,
he wonld rather have faid, wi3dror dvrld pgdefuansiva, being un.
willing fhe fhould be punifl’d.

This Remerk of Salmafius 1s confirm’d by an example out of Plutarch,
lib. de curiofitate, p. 20, where he fays that a perfon who is prying
and inquifitive into the evils of other micit, 15 like one that fhould
have a Book full of Homer’s Verfes without a beginning, of tra, scal [n-
congruities of Speech, # 7 &' Aparbyr weis 7ds qurding dmpsmis & de-
nesus donfion. tauny apgdefuanle18 1 and of thofe things which were in-
deceiitly and filthily fpokess against women by Archilocus, by which be tra-
dicd himfelf, that is, made bimfelf infamous, becaufe fuch foul Specch-
¢s conld come from none but a lewd and impure perfon.

| i) CHAPD.
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Chapter
1]. CHAP IL
VY .
Verf 2. EW Stars, among the Gentiles, were fometimes
Note c. look’d upon as Omens that the Infants born at the

time ot their appearance fhould arrive to gicat pow-
er. See my Note upon Num. xxiv. 13. But whatever truth there was
tn fuch Omens, it was only underftood and brought to mind after thofe
Infants were affually pofle(s’d of the fupreme Authority ; for no Aftro-
logy can aliure fuch athing any length of time before-hand.  Swppofe a
new Star appears upon the birth-day of any one ; was theie no other
Child born Inall the Country, belides that oise, on that day 7 Or is
st written upon the Star m {uch characiers as the relt of Mankind
canaot wnderitand, but are ealily legible by ajiveingos, that it ap-
pc:a.r*"d in honovr of fuch a ﬁii'tff!!!m‘ nfant 7

Tihere1s no recutrring beve thercfore o Affrriary; no more than to
Balaan’s ot any fuch like prozbeey, which had been too davk to help the
Wife-men, upon fight of the Siar, to diviie that there was a K
born to the Fems, Jtis much more credible, that they had beenwaind
of it by a heavenly vifion, asatterward v, 12, they arc admouifhed 1o
rcturn another way into their own Countrey.  Howewer this Star was
no Comct, for Comets are too high, to mark out cortainly fo fmalia
place as a little boufe. It {eems to have been a fiiy muctesr that was
miraculonfly folong preferv'd, and appear’d in thewsiddle of theAtr like
onc of thofe we call falling Stars, orthelike.  Thisis the likelicft ac-
count of this matter 5 but it may not be unufcful, to fhew out of a very
tcarned Gentleman of [reland what Argnments there ave to fapport
their opinion who attribute fometbing here to Aftrolocy, end the ra-
ther becanfe there i1s fomething 1n bis Opinton that is very vell wortl
our obfervation, and of fpecial ufe in the Interpretation of Propiccies.

it 1s Mr. Henry Dodwell in his 2d Jettcr of Advice. His words avc
thele,

[ Firfithereiore, I {uppofc that God did intend the Prophecivs which
were committed towriting, and carolled in the puviic Cangn of the Church,
fhould be #ndeifrood by the Perfons concernedin them. TFor otherwilc
it could not properly be called a Revelation, 1f after the difcovery
things ftill remained as intricate as formerly.  And it is not credible
that God fhould publith Revelations only to exercife and puzzle thein-
duftry of human enquiries; or as an evidence of kis own knowledg
of things cxceeding ours (tho indeed that it felf cannot be known

o



St MATTHEW. 5

by us unlefs we'be able to difcern fome fenfe which otherwife could not Cha pter
have been known than by {uch P1opne{'es) much lefs to give occafion 1l

to Enthufiafts, and cunningly defigiing Perfuis, to pradiife felitivins and st st
sowations under the pretence of ﬁf!jzflnm Pr opba/fcs witliout any pofl-

bilig ;ofmtm:ﬁrl EO:ﬁ*‘MhOﬂ by the O:tboaﬂzx who npon this fuv*po“l

muft be prefuned asignorantof themas themﬁ.lves* und there is no

pradent way ofavmdm” this #felefuefs and dangerosfi-fz but b} rei-

dum them :ntclhglblc to thic Perfons co: 1ccmeu fm.l Scenizdly, the
Pul’ons cencerned in thefe kinds of Revelations, ca hmt bc the Fisniets
themfelyes, or any other private Peifons of the Ages whercin they were
delivered, but the Church i veiieral alfo I fx m ¢ Aces. toras Pro-

phefic 1 an.,nclal IS asr.r:rmf “hnff data, and t!mt.,-mc zs all ethers of

that kind | given priinarity a .11 originally for the puilich ufe ot the Churchi;

{o certainly fuch of them as were comm xtted L0 Wi It;ng and defignedly

propagated L0 future dges, wult nceds have been of a ge gexeral and periza-
neat concerinent. ﬁmd This dly, the Church cr’\ncmnm in tiofe l’m ha-

fies, cannot only be thofe Ages which were to furvive therr chcnn*phﬂn
ment, but aifo thofe before; and therefore it cannot be {uflicient to
pletend, as many do, that thele Prophefies Mhall then b, 'f,zd”rﬂnm
when they alcﬁdﬁﬂcd but it will be further requiiite to allert that
they may be o before.  For the only momentous veaforr, that muft be
concewcd concerning thelc, as well as other Revclations, mult be
lome duty which could not otherwifc have been known, ul qcn muit
have been fomething antecedents for all confearcnt duties o F paticice andd
vif1omation are common to thcm with other Provideises, and thme{mc

J-. s. A b

may be known in an ordinary.may.  Now for aniccedeit duties, fach as
icem to be 1ntimated 1n the Pr njmﬂs r,}(mjt{wf VICTC any ate mn...ﬂ[lO-
ned, nothing can {uffice but an aiicecdent saformatini. Belides, to what
end can this poftuate knowledg ferve? For mLm)mT(b“sr.rmzrofthc
Divine prefeicace upon the accompliflmient of his Predicfions 2 This is
accdlefs {or they aircady profefs themfclves to helieve it Isit there-
fore for the convidtion of Inmjidcls 2 But neither can this be prefumed on
a rabnsl seconnt.  For how can it be known that o rrm o was fulind-
led when it is noz known what was predicted ? Cr g can it be knows

whatwas nredicied whenthe prediGtion is focxpreffod as to be capable
of 71147 i) ﬁr fes, and no means are acknowledgec roflible for diftinouifl-
INg the e;uiveeation ? Na}‘-':, will not nuch aafﬁn of diili ity fcom Lo
‘uch a I’c.wn wlhicious 01 that fratapcn of the JJ{I‘*ﬂntf Oracles, 16
preierve thie acpumtxon of a Propactick Spivit by 2 provi Hion b efmchwl

n’)l'u.VOI tinz an(mngcx of difeovery 2 for I‘li(}a..d 1: is kind ot 10|= helie
lbr‘ig"l Cﬂ 1111 r}l ]!1111 11‘_ Jr: Jt(_} lﬁlj f}p IIP F 2 i{.}lllul‘: ;1]‘
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Chapter deed it may agi<e to any natural Man of ordinary prudence.  For in pub-
. lick affaivs (the {ubjet of thefe Prophelies ) which proceed more regu-
LA larly, and arc lefs obnoxious to an interpolition of private Liberty, the
multitude who arc the caufes of fuch Revolutions generally following

the complexion of their Bodics,and therefore being as ealily determined,

and therefore predicted from natural canfes, as fuch their complexions:,

it will not be hard, at lealt very probably, to conjeure future contin-

gences from prefent appearances of their ndtural caufes, And then by
toretelling them in ambiguous expre/ffions, he may provide that if any of

thofe fenfes, of which his words are capable, come to pafs, that may

be taken for the fenfe intended; fo that a miftaking in all but one

would not be likely to prejudice hiscredit.  And at length if all fhould

fail, yet a refuge would be veferved for their fuperfFirious rewerencers of

his uthority, that themfelves had rather failed of underftanding his

true fiife, than that had failed of truth. Eflpecially if among a multitude

of attempts, but one hit Inone fenfe (asicis hard evenina Lotrery that

any fhould always mifs, much more in matters capable of prudential
conjelFures ) that one inftance of fuccefs would upon thofe accounts more
confirm his credit than a multitude of failures would difparage it ; becaufe
in point of fuccefs they would be confident of their underftanding him
vightly, but in mifcarriages they would lay the blane, not on the pre-
diftion, but their own mifunderftandings. Now {eeing this way is fo
very cafily pretended to by Cheats beyond any probable danger of dif-
covery, it cannot to perfons not alveady fawourably affefted ( who only
neced conviftion ) prove any Argument of a Diwine Infpiration, and
thercfore will, cven upon this account, be pertectly ufelefs. Suppo-
{ing therefore that it is neccflary that thefe predictions be underftood
before, as well as after that they are fulfilled 5 1t will follow Fourthly,
that where they were not cxplaimed by the Prophets themfulves, there
they were intelligible by the ufe of ordinary means, fuch as might, by
the Perfons to whom the Revelations were made, be judged ordinary.
For that they fhould be cxplained by #ew Praphets to be fent on the par-
ticular occafion, there is no ground to believe ; and if thefe Prophefics
were fo exprefled as that they needed a sew Revelation for explaining
them, they muft have been ufelefs, and indeed conld not have deferved
the name of Revelations, they ftill tranfcending the ule of buman smeans
asmuch as formerly.  For if they had been revealed formerly, what
need had there been of a mew diftovery 2 And if this need be fuppofed,
it muft p]ainly arguc that the former fretended Rewelaticn was not {uffi-
cient for the intormation of mankind in the ufe of ordinary means; and
that which 1s not fo, cannot anfwer the intrinfick cnds of a Revelation,

This




St. MATTHE W,

This therefore being fuppofed, that old Revelations afe thus intelligiﬁle Ch
without sewores, it muft needs follow that their explication muft be

apter

derived from the ufe of ordinary means.  And then for determining V™

curther what thefe ordinary means ave that wight have been judged fuch
by thofe to whom thefe Revelations were made, I confider Fifthly, that
¢his whole indulgence of God in granting the Spirit of Prophelie was
plainly accommodated to the Heathen practice of Divination. This might
have been exemplified in feveral particulars, Thus Fivfl, the very

practife of revealing futnre contingences, efpecially of ordinary confulta-
tions concerning the affairs of private and particular perfons, cannot be
fuppofed grounded on reafor (otherwife it would have been of eternal

ufe, even now under the Gofpel) buta condefcenfion to the cuffoms and
expectations of the Perfons to whom they were communicated. And

Secondly, that an order and fucceffion of Prophets was eftablifhed, in

Analogy tothe Heathen Diviners, 15 Dy a very Ingenious Perfon prov- pr, stil-

ed from that famous Pa

lage of Deut. xviil. 14,18, to which purpofe lingfleers

healfo produces the concurrent Teftimony of Orige cons. Celf. L. 1. Ovie-Sacr
And thirdly, that the fenfe ot the Platonifts and other Heatbens, con- L2.¢ 4.

: L R : N. 1,
cerning Diwine Infpiration, its nature and paitsand different degrecs, and

diftintFion from Enthufiafm, does very much agree with the notions of
the Rabbins concerning it,will appear to any that confiders the Teltinto-
nies of both, produced by Mr. Smithin his excellent Difcourfe on this
fubiet. Hence it will follow Sixthly, that, as this Divination of

which they were fo eager, was originally Heathenifh, {o they were moft
inclinable to make ufe of thofe means of underftanding it to which they

had been inured from the fame principles of Heatbeiifir; clpecially
where God had not otherwife either exprefly provided for it, or ex-
prefly prohibited the means formerly ufed ; and thofe Means others fail-
ing, were moft likely by them to be judged ordinary.  And that Oses-
rocriticks were the proper means among the Heathens for explaining
their Divinario per [ommium, anfwering the Fewifh degree of Prophefie by
Dreams ; and indeed the principal Art of the Harioli and corjeéFures con-
cerning Vifions, as far as they held Analogy with thofc Reprefentations
which were made to other lefs prepared Perfons in their fleep, will
notneed any proof, It might have been fhewn how the principal
Rulcs of the Jewifh Cabbala were very agreeable to the like Arts of

Yradition among the Heathen, and among them were a curions myfti-
cal kind of Learning contrived for maintaining a converfation with

theie Gods;, wherein as they were imitated by the Guofticks, fo thefe
Rules themfelves were derived from the Feathei occult Philofophy. And
certainly 1t 15 moft likely to have been fomnc kind of exprefling and cx-

platning
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o205y and fome kinds of Learaing fubfervient thercunto,
naby Rudied by the 7 rr-'u Candidates for Prof -JLfICI'l
thoir Sohoels 2ad Culozen, and which made it fo fbrange, that Perfons
Wattiaf thar prerarvaiion, fuoh a3 Sl and Ao, fhould b.... by God ho-
roorcdvithin Boides thatave find the pundiual fulfilling of {everal
rrealiniens o tnx Challiais b, vivtae of their Oaarocriticks (thofe molt
cmiscat Tranisinonscr tha C""“"W:f"a ot Cyrus, and the Death of Alex-
VUITE NS i:\z (L0l u) plainly 1:11pl} Ing that God him{elf,
as nedsiongd timie I’} s to be Divinatery, {0 he obferved the Onerro-
il Xl i i catmn For it 15 not probable that Revoluti-
al dcitgns, and fiznal interpolitions of Divine
orcknovwn or bmﬁed by the Dewil, hic be-
lfn thifts of cauizocation for concealment of
S T i rooser imoral prabapiiny, and confcquently of
s e Andic cannot feem more dtrange that God fhould
serve the Balss or Oidvconiticss and Hiergg! yﬂm(s in hus Refponfes
T S nieer with a pious defizn oy his own people, than that
anivvIv Cho Alatoois *u,mﬁu s 1n their own pradtice. Thus
the ;*:31‘:9 ~d by the ’7’;.....:;::, s for difcerning the true
roafon of their fiaines, 1S4, vi. 2 2.0, 12, and mcet B#agin in the

..".1 JI.LI...:_L

"‘h

cinof iz s ::::::':f:r? .‘.\umb XKL L, 16. and revealed ouy Savionys
Nereiny o the L2 G bythemeans of a §STAR.  And particularly
i {’=::5r:--::--£:-';l:} teoiw antabienels to tais purpoic will not be {cru-

04 DT Them W admit the "lcfhmony of Tiggis Pomzcins, who af-
{11338 :E:.., S irvention thereof to the Patviarch Fofern, which will

1

Sxvary ©320vnaus 1o thag prevailing Opinion amoag the ..f'-..f:ir.,,c 1l

o dare e Ak & that all Ars were deriv “flonﬁl :.on

! T*Jl"o was {o fameus for expoundiag La LIS,

. e Poies) D
' T I R B - TR . r1 - 1""l“r H ‘-l 1+ ¥ W -""* ! ""i -3

. hewras taon the by the Heatuens to do fome thi: 138 by tac Lifivation

’ .’; IJ-" ’} g ':5’ [Jﬂ:-:' "'. [- }....I: l] d Cf} if ]* nI C Lnif'”:j Q:n'.;li't l- il-'l

LoidoWas g gl ;rt,j:::.}:.t in it verl. 17, :w:l Wwas accordinaly 1n-

Juwided 1 the decree dor ifliag tbﬂ Cu"a'n,. Daﬂ 1. 13 1 owas
13

Yierefore after hissuirze s inforpree o ef Aebieha s SLJ:mn‘s,
oporisied o be _,'Ef.zj?s_r r,r e M::.r'é:f.s.mx Ajivvinsiis, Sa'f g )f ors and
Challans, DianovotnL anid Ll..c:" cforc certainly was Lhou*Iu, 10 things
ot evceeding L oer e the AN, 0 have p*occx....u.u 1ccording Lo
L3 ProLcrintians g 1ot i:::, 12 the terpretatiog, 100 519G 11 Li‘*-;.: difco-
v, 7 th2 Droin it ol And tf"':::y"1 15 ;:E’i a5 i ‘, bung
saceraed 1 trc o vorr of Ris Predic 30 i, muk :11'"0 Bave b 1 fo m
i fLc ot tien Soelfp Ahfes ba wproty airmed skil-
iAol lonnnd 1—’?#;_11.*.?':;15, mﬂ; Uhereiors b srefomed skil-

ful
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£l not only in their Hieroglyphicks, for which theyare fo cm_nmonly Chapter
famed, butalfo In Oneirocriticks to which they were alfo a_ddl&ed, as I,
appears Ger. xli. 8, And methinks that challenge mgde in the Re- """
welation concerning the mame of the Beast, that here 15 wifdoms, and Rev. st
that he that hath wnderftanding fhould exercife bimfelf in counting the 8.
aumber thereof (as it feems plainly to allude to the Cabaliftical way of

finding out Names by Numbers, whereof we have among the Heathens

a precedent 1n Martsdns Capella, who thus fits the #ames of Mercury and L 2
Philology, to fhew the congruity of their Marriage, belides very many

more in the Gnofticks in St, Irenaus, f0) feems to imply that it was,

tho hardly, in the exercife of this Art, difcoverable even by human
wifdom. Certainly St. Irencus underftood him {o when he attempted

to vnriddle him by finding out names, whofe numeral Letters, in the

Greck Tongue wherein the Challenge had been made, might amount to

fuch a number. 1 do not, by all that has been faid, intend that all
Prophecies are explicable by any Rules of Art or fuitable Conjectures. 1

know many of the Heathen Oracles themielves were not. T he Oracles

expounded by Themiftseles, Curtius, Nebrus, &c, did not depend on

Arebut Luck, My meaning is only concerning the Prophetick Fifsone,
and only thofe of them which ave lett unexpounded by God himfelf, but

are to be prefumed fufficiently intelligible in the ufc of ordmary means. ]

Thus far Dodwell, who adviles them that ftudy Divinity to reail
thofe Writings of the Antients, which concern the critical knowledg
of Dreams, and the interpretation of Oracles, as that which would be
of ufe to ’em in the underftanding of obfcure Prophecies. But as it 1s
with great modelty that he propofes this, and only as a conjeiure
which he fubmits to the Learneds examination; {o I fhall alfo leave
the Reader to his own Judgmentabout it.

Ibid. wgjeuricas. ] Abont the fignification of this word, confult
Grotis upon this })lace, and upon the {econd precept of the Decal. It
being ufed promifcuonily in Seripture to fignify both Diwine Worfhip,
and alfo that Honounr which we give to Afen, becaufe in the Ealt the
fame geltures of Reverence were ufed towards Aen as towards God,
1 Chron, xXiX. 20. it is not credible it fhould here be taken for an aét
ot divine Worlhip, for the Wife-men did not know Fefus to be the
Son of God, but only that he would be a very great King, and therefore
they gave that Honour to him which us'd to be fhewn to Eaftern Mo-

marchs. And for this reafon I fhould decline the ufing of the word ado-
vave here, which tho it had herctofore a doubtful fenfe amongft the
Latms, yet now by the ufe of the Schools js made to fignify only di-

e VIAL




10

ANNOTATIONS on

Chapter wine Worfbip. And therefore it is alfo a fault in the French Verfions,

11
A

where this word geseuvdy is all along tranflated adorer, which in the
French Language does by no means belong to eswil, but Religions Wor-
fhip only 5 it being altogether incredible, that ali thofe who proftra-
ted themielves-at the Feet of Fefus, knew him to be the Son of God, who
might and ought to be lionour’d with diwineWorfhip, And indeed what
one Apofle calls agzomwdy, another frequently exprelles by wesomadew
to fall down profirate.  Sce Matt. viiL, 2, compar’d with Lue. v. 12. and
1x. 18, compar’d with Afare. v. 22, Luc, vill, 41, and Adaté. xvii,
2ipq 245,

Verll 15, “Ine wiagesd = sy, &c.] Confult what our Author has
upon the 22, wer. of the foregoing Chapter, and what Grotius before
him has collected npon the fame place.  They fay that there were two
kinds of Prophecy 5 theone di4 fouswr, when the event is direily forg-
told, the words referring to that only 5 the other dvd meafudmy, when the
words of a Prediétion are fo conceiv’d, as to refpelt indeed primarily a
certain event, but yet fo alfo as to fhadow out fomething thatis of greater
importance. So Hafta {pake indeed divedty of the lfraelites ; but becaufe
the bringing of the People of Ifracl out of Egypt was a type of Chriff’s
return out of the fame Country into Fudea, therefore in fpeaking of

the type, he is to be thought to have {poken concerning the Anri-

type alfo.
But there are a few things to be obferved with relation to this mat-

ter, which the moft learncd Interpreters have paft by.

Firit, to ufe the inftance of Fofea, it muft be coniefs’d that no body
living in that Age could have pofhibly difcern’d any preditfion 1n thofe
words of his, but by an intimation from the Prophet limfelt; wviz. that
tho he fpake of a thing that was paft, yet he had his mind upon an

.event thatwas to happen at fome Ages diftant, of which the former

was a typical reprefentation, Otherwife, who could in the lealt fufpect
that there was any Prediction latent in a fimple relation of matter of
Fatt? Ifracl was a Child, and I loved bim, and called my Son out of Egypt,
No body fure will fay, that the Fews who were far from being a fubtil
People, could ever of their own heads, without any advertifment,
have difcover’d herea Prophecy. The fame we arc to think of all
other Prophecies of this kind.

2dly. Since it is no where found in the old Teftament, thatany {uch
Intimation or Advertifinent was given, either we muft acknowledg that
no Prophecy being o megfudmwy could be underftood by the Fews be-
fore the event 5 or elfe that the Prophets did privately inftruct their

Difciples, if not alfo admonifh the common People, that whenever they

recounted
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recounted any of God’s palt favours, or when they fpake of themfelves, Chaptcr:
they had In thelr minds a refpect to fomething future. Nay it wasne- 1l

ceflary they thould have particularly and feverally interpreted every Pre- L\
di&ion of that kind, and pointed to the cweat which it had a refpett
to; for otherwife who could be fo fubtil as between two not much
differing cvents, 10 difcern which of’em was defigned in the Predicti-
on ? But the firft of thefe having been confuted by Mr. Dodwell, we muft
necellarily admit the fatter, and fay that there remained among the
Fews in Chrift’s time feveral traditions concerning the fenfe of Pro-
phecies, handed down from the Prophets themfelves. The reafon
why they did not commit thefe traditions to writing, I confefs 1 do
not clearly fee, butit does not follow from thence that there werc
;20 fuch unwritten Dodfrincs.  Nor do 1 deny but that this way of teach-
ing had its sneonveniences, and that fome falfe opinions might creep in
amongft the true traditions ; but our enquiry is not what would be moft
convenicat, or what we our fclves fhould have done, but what was done;
which is the only thing to be confidered in {earching into Antiquitics,
3dly. The fame we wuit think of the types and of typical Fredictions,
for no body that was not firft warn'd could ever underftand thofe

things that werc done, or which came to pals, to have been rerefeirtari-
ons of things fruture.

athly. Unlefs thefe things be fo, all theufe of thofe typical Prediddti-
ons muft have been conhn’d to thole to whom they were explained
after the ewent, which how {mall that is, appears from what we have
cited out of Mr. Dodwell at the 2d werf. And not to repeat what has been
{aid by him, I might at leaft gather from hence, that no Arguments
could be brought from that {ort of Prediftions to convince fufidels by ;
and whatever weight they had among Chriffians, it was intirely ow-
ing to the Authority of the Apoffes, and not to the Evidence of the
Arguments. For 1t 1s manifeft to all that underftand Aebrew that the
Prophet {peaks concerning Ifracl; and that he fhould, fpeaking of their
coing out of Lgypt, have had a refpelt to ChrifF’s return into Fudea,
would have been 1mpollible for us to know without a Revelation.
And therefore we muit be oblig’d to fay that the Propbets left their Dif-
ciples a Key, 9. ¢. by which to unlock their Predi&tions, which would
otherwife have been fhut up out of every body’ view. And had not
this been fo, it is certain the Fews conld never have grounded their
expectations of a Meffias upon fome places in the Prophets, ont of
which no fuch matter could be fetch'd by the mere affiftance of Gram-
mar 5 nor would the Apoftles have cited them as making for their

purpofe. For both the former had made themfelves ridiculous if
C 2 they
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Chapter they had negletted the grammatical fenfe, and recurred, without ahy
II.  other reafon than their own fancy, to a more fublime onc; and the
) latter had been but 1ll Difputants, to produce fuch Paffages as might
be bifs’d at. The Authority of the Apoftles ought not here to be ob-
jected, as that which added ftrength to their Reafonings ; for they
toemfelves did not rely upon their own Authority, but upon the force
of their Arguments. You will no where find it faid, that Prophecies
ought fo or fo to be interpreted, becaufe the Apoftles, who were in-
{pir’d by the Holy Ghoft, and whofe Doctrine God confirm’d by Mira-
cles, did 1n that manner interpret them ; but this they take every
where for granted, that they fhould be fo explained, asthey explain’d

them from the receiv’d Opinion amongft the Fews.

Verl. 23. Note 1] Many think it firange that the Prophets fhould here
be quoted, when no fuch thing as what is here mentioned can by the
help of Grammar be deduc’d from any words of the Prophets ; for
there is no place from whence it can be grammatically gather’d that
the Meffias was to be called by this name of a Nazarene. That which
is drawn from the meer imilitude between the words Netfer and Nezir, -
1s harfh and far-fetch'd. By what means therefore could this be deduced
from the Writings of the Prophets 7 It muft be, doubtlefs, by an al-
fegorical Interpretation of fome place which was vulgarly known in
thofc times, but is not now extant. And this feems to be the reafon
why St. Matthew did not produce any one Prophet by name, but faid
T3 aegpimisy the Prophetsy n the plural number, as referring rather

o fome allegorical fenfe than any Scripture words, as Ferom has well
~obferv’d.  So the Writers of the Apoflolical times uled to cite a Tra-
dition jus? as if they were the very words of Scripture, as we may fee
frequently done in the Catholick Epiftle of Barnabas, Chap. vi. and
eipecially where the Difcourfe is about the Seape-gost. He brings us,
as out of the Scripture, thefe words, as they are extant in the antient
Verfion. Exfpuste in illum omnes & pungite, & imponite lanam coccine-
am circa caput illius, & [fic in aram ponatuy : & cumita faltuns fuerit, ad-
ducite qui ferat bircum in eremum, & auferat & jortet illum in fFirpemn,
qha dicitur vubus, cu:1s & frultus in agris adfumys (leg. adfolemus) in-
vementes, &c.  Spit all upon bim, and prick biim, and put fcarlet wool a-
bout his bead, and fo let him be laid upon the Altar : and when you bave
done that, bring fome bedy that may carry the Goat into the wildernefs, and
sake bint awdy and bear him to a plant calld a Black-bervy bufb, the fruit
of woich we alfo us'd, finding it in the fields, &c. Seealfo what H. Grotiys
has upon Aatth. xxvil, 9. Juft {o Philo, p. 5. dc munds opificio, cites
thefe for the words of Mofes, Tir ) dicamy 4 varriy Sy Aoyp £ 596 Aspy d-
¥ Ve
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wave, Svar Se8, ) TUTHS ixdve T vonroy 9% Exeive, 0 e Adys Wksy eixav, O'c. Chapter
That the invifible and intelligible reafon, and the reafon of God,was the image 111,
of God, and the image of this was that intelligible light which was the image S~~~/
of the divine reafon, &c, But thisis no where to be found in Mofes.
And this is a common practice with him. '
That God might deprive the Fews of all pretence for unbelief, he
would have all thofe things accomplif’d in Chris# which the Fews
thought were to be fulil’d in their Meffias, which were not
contrary to the end for which he fent Yefws into the world, wiz,
the Reformation of Mankind, and the making of them happy, whether
they were allegorically underftood from the Scripture, or had their
rife from fomewhat elfe befides it. Thus becaufe the Fews inter-
preted the Ixix. Pfal. 22. of the Meffias, Fefus knowing that they
would give him Vinegar to drink if he faid he thirfted, faid accor-
dingly, he thirfted : After this Fefus knowing that all things were accom-
plifld, tha the Scripture might be fulfilled, [aid, I thirst, &c. Fob. xix. 28.
And f{o likewife at other times he took the occafion of fulfilling
certain other Prophecies that otherwife were of no fuch great mo-

ment in themfelves ; which the Apoftles have ftudioufly obferv’d, See
afterwards chap. 1v. 14.

«HAP IL

Verf, 2. § Mmediately after that Citat. Tellus confracta peribit ] To the
Notec. § Colletions that learned men have made, that they
might fhew the meaning of Ifaiah to be only, that Fobn

was to brepare the way for Cbrif#, thefe Verfes may be added out of
Ovid. 1ib. 2. Amor, Eleg. xvi,

At wos, qua veniet, tumidi [ubfsdite miontes.
Et faciles curvis vallibus efte vic.

The Poet here wilhes his Miftrefs a commaodions Paffage, and expref-
fcs his defire, by Metaphors taken from what ufes fometimes to be
donc, upon the approach of Princes.

Ibid. at the end of that Note.} *Tis a miftake in our Autlior, when he
fays that the Hebrew Fudges were fo denominated from their inflict-
ing of Punifhments, 7. e. from the moft hatefnl part of their office:
They were called fo from their judging or determining of Strifes be-
tween the Fews, as appears both by the Hiftory of Samuel, and alfo of
the other Judges. This. is the proper fignification cf the word(f‘iuldgr.i,

which



¥4 ANNOTATIONS on

“Chapter (which has nothing In it to provoke {pitc or tl-will) and from whick
I this term of their Office is more likely to have beenderiv’d. This needs
L~ no ampler proof, and nothing cortld have led our wery learned Author
into fuch a miltake, but only his earnelt delire to tlluftrate the Subjecy
lic was upon, by too great a plenty of Examples, as his vfual coftom is.
Verf, 4. Note e.] We may add to what Lir. Hansnond has heve ob-
ferv’d, thefe Verfes of Owvid. Faft. v, where he isdeferibing how the

firlt men, that fpent their days in the Woods, tiv'd:

Et modo carpebant wivaci cefpite grarici,
Nuie epule teuera fronde cacumes erant.

And a little after,

Poinaque & 133 tenests anres mella favis,

Clemnens Alexandrings Strom, lib. 1, relates out of Hellanicus, that the

moft Northern Peoople eat of the tops of trees dreedevas veandles,
Verf, 7. Tiswéidefer. ] ‘This Interrogation has the force of 3 Ne-

gation: for St. Fobn's meaning 1s this; You have #et been taught by

any body, that by my Baptifm merely, witliout Repentance, you fhall
avoid the Deltruétion that hangs over vou, therefore repent, &v.

Such another Interrogation the Learned think to be that in A v. 2.
which St. Matthew has exprefs’d by a Negation, chap. i1, 6, Sce Gro-
tis upon the place,  Of the fame kind is that Intervogation in #irgil,

Nam quis te, jpvenin confidentiffine, woftras
Fuflis adive domos ?

5. ¢, 70 body order’d you, but you came of your own accord.  Sce Ifa, i.
t1, 12, {make this brief Remevk, not for any difficulty there was in
the thing, but becaufe our Autiwr has not exprefs’d the ncgative force
af the Interrogation in his Pai-.phralc, and no body elfe, that I know
of, has taken notice of Iit.

Verl. 11, Note g.] Thofe :hat know how very antient the Cufton
was of puritying by Fircand WVater amongft the Heatliens, will hard-
ly give their confent to wiat Dr. Hamsmond here fays, about the De-
vil’s imitating the Baptilt, of Jobn and Chrift. Sce what Fob., Lomei-
evis de lufiratrontbus has colleteed with relation to this matter, Cap, xx,
There being an evident and experienc’d aptitude in Fire and Water

to purge away filth, it is no wonder that they were by many Nati-
<13 made Embiems of the purifying of the mind.

Ibid.
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1bid. Nore h.] What our Author fays here is true; but raking to- Chapter
gether all that feem’d to countenance or fupport his Opinion, he has  1V.-
alledg’d a place out of Lue. xxil. 27. that makes nothing tohis purpole, vy~
for Chriff’s meaning is not that he converfed with his Difciples in the
quality of a Difciple, but that tho he. was their Lord, yet he had chofen
rather to sinifter to them, than to exad any thing from them in an
ausbortative way.  See that place.

Verf. 12, 'T¢ 5 awryv. ] Palea, Straw, is not here intended, for that
ferves for many uvfes, and is never burnt 5 but it is the Husk, or that
which the Grains of Corn are wrapt up in, and the beards or fragments
of the ears, which by the Greeks aic calld dywar.  Hifych, Ay, o
dwepye Qs I dvepG dyrag pagéde MAzrny a busk, is the name of that whicl
is dyuesr,  We meet with it in a Verfe of Homer, lliad. E. 490, |

Q¢ I avep® dyves o0t izpgis 1] dAwels

"Avdpey AizusyTry §7e 78 Eayin AwudTap

Kelid emafoulvor aviiey, }’hd‘,??;r:rlfﬁ "f‘.; cfxpa;,

‘A A Nmohdbzgtver ] LouQLULL,
As the wind cavries the busks i the [acred floors, whenn men ave famming,
and when yellow Ceres feparates, the winds violently rufhing 1n, the fruit
from the busks, whilft the places ade to reccive the hisks wax white.

The manner of fanning among{t the Greeks 1s defcribed by Xenophon,
in Occonom. pag. 863. Edit. Wechel. where we meet with this word
ayew feveral times both for the flraw of Corn, and for a husk.
But the Septuagmt diftinguifh them in Jjz. xvi. 13. where they call
e busk wigy Lower, the fnall dust of the ftram.

Verfl 16, "AvedySnouy adm) of §cavol. ] 1 am apt to think there was a
parting of the Clouds, and then that a light fhone very high out of
the Sky, as it was in the Gofpel of the Nazarenes 3 concerning which
matter confult Grotins. Plutarch has fomewhere this Saying, ¢eariv
paoyiver SEeyr, Which cannot be underftood but of a cleawing of the
Clouds by their retiving hither and thither.

CHAP IV

verf. 1.7 Nitxb "ze 78 mdua]@.] What is here rclated, may
more eafily be conceived to have happened to Chrift

| In a Vifion or Dream, than really. It looks, me-
thinks, very odd, that an Ewil Spirit fhould be permitted to have
{ueh a power over our moft holy Savioyr, as to carry him through the

Air: and then that profpect of the Kingdoms of the whole World could
no
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Chapter no more be fhewn from a Mountain than vpon a Plain: for what is
[V. there to be feen from a Mountain, befides Woods, Fields, Rivers_
L~ Villages, Towns, and the like, and thofe only afar off? But thefe
things.do not ufe to be ftiled in any Language, the Kingdoins of the
orld, aid the glory of them, That which we call the glory of Kingdoms,
i1s vather the {pleador of a Kiig, which conlits partly in his {plendid
Attire, partly in his Guards or Attendents, and partly in his coftly
Edifices, and other things of that nature. So the glory of a Kingdom
is taken 2 Chron. ix, 25. where Solomon 1s the {ubjet of the Difcourfe ;
as atterwards here in St. AMatthew, chap. vi. 29. where the word &4
isufed, Seealfo Rew, xxi. 25, 26. Now it’s true, in a Dream, the
moft powerful Kiigs of the Earth, with all their glory, might be fhewn
to Chbrifi In a moment of time, as S. Luke {ays thefe things were, but
not if he were amake or from a mountain. The Phrafe “7TI0" % o/ ]G
therefore, may be interpreted here as St. Luke does that of "EN nd mvd.
wale 33 the Spivit, 1. e. In a Pifionn, as Rev.1.10. And fo Ezekiel de-
clares himfelf riuz30im o0 & mdipal@-y ch. il 2. & 11l 12. when being
1n a Vifion he thought the Sosrst took bimup.  And chap. xl. 2. we find
the fame perfon again »7 slasiar (ds be faucy’d) caught up into a
highmountain. And fo likewife St. Foba, Rev. xxi. 10.  But how-
ever, by this ifisn Chrift might learn that his Life would not be
without Temptations, and that he muft do really what he feenzed to him-

{elt to doin a Dream, |1. e. ftrive againft Unbelief and Ambition.

Ibid, Note a.”] As Satan in Hebrew, {0 an€2@-in Greek imports
a Hater 5 for f1al2r2:3, does not only flignity to calumniate, but al-
{o to hate; and to this latter fignification the Septuagint fcem to have

“had a refpect, when they rendered 1w by aw€rer, for the Hebrew
word fignifies to oppofe or hate, but never to calumuiate, Of the fig-
nifcation of the word Jefzarssw which I mentioned, we may fee
an example out of Stralo, in Cdfaubo’s Notes upon p. §43. lib. xviii.
where he obferves that it frequently occurs in the fame fignification in
Pisloftratus.  In that fenfe 1 Mac. 1. 38. Antiachus is called Awl€onG-.
To this the word «imza.i:G- 1s {ynonimous ; of which fee Grotius up-
on 2 Thefl. 1i. 4.

Verll 8. Thw 2w avmv. ] i,e. the glory and riches which he {aw ly-
ing 1n the valt tracts of the earth. So =129 amongft the Fews figni-
fies glory and wealth. See what I have obferved upon Gem. xxxi. 1.
Apallo 1n Owid 1s reprefented {peaking thus to Phaetoin, whilflt he was
Jooking down from the palace of the Su upon the Earth, Aetam. 1. 2.

e _ngd-



. MATTHEW.

e Quidguid habet dives civermfpice mundus,
Eque tot ac tantis ceelr, ierreque, marifgue
Pofce boins aliquid, nullas paticre repullam. -

Verf, 14, émages ] Sec the Notes upon Chap. i, 23. H. Grotiis
has obferved upon Fas. chap. ii, 23. that it was cominon for the
Hebrews to fay, that fuch or fuch a place of Holy Scripture 9pin3 1. ¢.
smrpd Sy, ot was fulfilled, whenever any thing came to pafs, refembling
w hat was mentioned in that place. Bt he gives s no example of i,
and therefore 1 fhall produce one out of R. Salomon vpon Gen. xi. 8.
where at the words the Lord [eattercd thein abroad, he makes this remark,
ARy T S OY RN DD 1D MMBRE 0 M Evwa

CUNADY NN P PN e
As they had [aid, left we be feattered abroad upon the face of the whole carth
[o that Saying of Solomon was werificd concerning them, What he 15 afraid
of /hall come upen bim. And this way of fpeaking the Grecks alfo them-
felves nfed upon a like occafion. edlian lib. iil. ¢. 29. has thelc words:
Atsriuils 0 SWQTXS VK0S saaenfu, \@ép LAy, 07 Ty Cu T Teaywdtas 4046 au s
EKITAHPOL 2 Xwelven avad 39 mhapls, daax@, &c.  Diogenes Sinopenfis
ufed continually to be faying, that be fulfilled and vnderwent all the curfes of
Tresedy, for he was a vagabond, and bad no bomc, &c. 1. ¢, that one might
{cc fomething in his condition refembling that which the Playcrs in
Tragedy ufed to with, when they were in a rage, to others. So like~
wife: Olympiodorus, in the Life of Plato, applies to hima Verfe out of

- r i~ -}
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As e was lving all alons, a fvgrm of bees came and filled bis mouth with
boicy-comios; that 1o that Saying of Homer might prove truc.of fiim,
Fro whofe tonguc proceeded a found [weeter than baicy,

vert 15, Note e, ] Our Author fhould rather have faid, that feve-
ral “larions diwelr iz this Coalt, than round atout 1t, For there were
feveral Warions that dwelt alto round about the rest of Judea, We
fhait hemoil Bty heretore to find out the reafor of this Appella-
tion, hy wnat Sirabo fays abouot the northern parts of Fudea, lib. xvi.
Tavsr 1 aegdeini, T midd IV ¢f Srasn gy "o evaer arzila wiToy T
Aty ioss vavs %) AgaClan, i) dotstueor - Now thefe Counntrics lie towards toc
Nort», ac eqh of them ave mofMy inbabited by a wmixt fart of Peodle, made
t¢p o cgyptians, Arabians, aind Phenicians.
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ANNOTATIONS on

CHAP V.

Ver{l 1, &

R His {fame Hiffory, and thefe very Difcourfes of Chrife,
Notea, 2

are related by St. Luke , chap, vi. but much more

m. compendonfly, and not fo diftin&tly; whence we
may perceive that the Evaugeliffs have not reported the very words of
Chrift, but only the fenfe of whathe {aid; according as their own or
others memory fuggefted it to them. And this may teach us that the
fenfe is that which we fhould principaily look to, and that we ought
not to andtonuze, or infiit too nicely upon every fingle word. Other-
wife we fhall hardly make the Evangelifts to agree with one another.
As for Inftance, Chrift {ays herc in St. Matthew, verf. 3. bleffed are the
poor i Spivit, but in St. Luke this word = svdipam is wanting. Now
if we take thefe words of St. A7atthow in the fineft and wiceft fenfe, Chrift
will be found to {peak here, not of thofe that arc deftitute of riches,
but thofe who in what condition focver they be are not too much puff*d
»p in their minds. Onthe other hand, St. Lute’s words do not proper-
ly import humble-minded perfons, but perfons of weai ¢ffate. The
like we may obferve concerning the 6tn verfe, and abundance of other
places, in which the Ewangdiffs veport the fame thing with fome
variation.

Verf. 8. Note c. ] Thatin thefc words the pure iz beart have a bleffed-
nefs conferred wpon them, 1s plain enongh 5 but what that bleflednefs
is, is not fo clear. Of old the Fews asiwell as the Feathens thonght
they might fometimes havea fight of the Gods. By the Gods, 1do not
mean the very divine Nature, but corporal Shapes allumed by Angels.
Yeaand fo the sinoft bigh God himifelf (1t 1t was not rather an Augel cal-
led by his name thatappear’d to the Jfraehtes ) gave notice of his pre-
{ence by a cloud or by fire, which form the Fews called by the name
of God, asapypcavs from the Pentateuch.  They had a conceit alfo, that
if any onc fhould fec thofe forss againft the will of the Gods, they

would certainly die, or lofe their fight.  Sce my notes upon Gen. xvi,
13. And thercfore whoever wasadmitted by any God to an interview
with him,was look’d upon to be his fpccial favouritey asthe Holy Scrip-
ture informs us concerning Mofis, who went near to the Cloud, In
which the Angel had wrapt him{elf, and tatked with him. Hence,
this phrafc to fec God was ufed to cxprels fome great happinefs, even
among[t the Gentiles, vhich gave occafion to thofe Verfes in Pirgil

Jile



St. MATTHEW.

Ille Denm vitam adipiciet, divifque videbit
Permiftos Heroas, &' ipfe videbitur illis ;

and thofc in Owid,

Eelices illi, quiwon [imulachra, fed ipfos,
Suique Desins corans corpora verg vident,

Add to this, that becanle God was thought, not only by the He-
brews but alfo by moft Heathen Nations, to have his Habitation 1n a
peculiar manner in Aeaven, and Heaven was efteemed the {eat of
bleflednefs 5 therefore to fec God, and to be in the feat of fupreme hap-
pinefs, came at laflt to fignity one and the fame thing. And hence
tt is faid of the Samts, Heb. xii, 14. that they fball fee the Lord, and
1 Cor, X1l 12, face to face, i.c. like Adofes, they fhall be permitted to
have an accefs to the Light 1t {elf by which God manifeits his prefence
in Heaven ; and becaufe they are to fee him as be 15, they fhall alfo, as
Adofes, wholc countenance was made to fhine, become like to God, 1 Joh.
il 2. From thistt appears that if there be any folidity in what the
Schoolmen {ay abont the beatifick wifton, they muft deduce it from meta.
phyfical reafoiings, and not out of thefe places of Seripture.

Verlo 150 Note. g0 1 The Law being here foken of, [ fhould ra-
ther chink that by ye/pue we ave to underitand the 0/ faaple, or that
which we commonly call the Grammmatical or Literal {enfe of the Law,
in which refpet theve are innumerable external rites enjoined in it
and that by =refua 15 meant the mind of the Lawsiver iying hid under
thofc fymbolical Precepts.  Ariffotle in Lib. de vepub. often ufes the
word 5 ¢o/puae for writtaz laws, In oppofition to the will of the Gover-
oty OF the interpretation that he puts upon them. So Lib. 2. ch. ¢.
w2 A UTfr S oy BehTioy welver, &2 X5 1d Yyedpualo w TE paues | If 15 b the
beft way to pafs fenteace according to our own will and pleafure, but by the
wiitten Statite and Laws.  And Lib. 3. ¢. 15, after he had faid thas
the Law fpeaks of things but in general rerms, without accommoda-
ting it felf to particular cafes, he adds, =3 x7 5 2 puame deya o i,
that it 1 a foolifh thing for 4 Governaur to fallow fFri Hy the writtor Jaw; and
a lltﬂ:f: ﬁftCT, 6x. Esy 1) 27 YIgppdle 2y vopee delsy wwr . roda, 115 0t the f.w;ﬁ
way of adminiftying a Comimonwealth to kesp . 1o to the Letter a:id the 7.qws.
50 alfo Cicero oppofes the Jetter of the Law to the inr 1 of (5> Law-
naker, Libo 1. de Inventione, cap. 38, Ommes lere. ad cooriandlg
Rewpublic.e veferve oportet, & cas o utilitate COMBRMET, Mo ex oLt
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10 ANNOTATIONS on

Chapter que in literis est, interpretari, Al Laws ought to be divected to the benefit
V. of the State, and have fuch a confbruttion put upon them as the publick
AN datereft requires, without fiicking too clofe to the letters in which they are
written.  Sce likewife Lib. 2. cap.48. And under this confideration
the Laws of Mofes ave called yedppa and yedppare, iz, whentheyare
underftood in a Grammatical fenfe; and ave oppofed to mawpa, 1. ¢ the
defign of God in enacting them. The word Spirit is uled in Scripture
to lignify any thing that is out of fight, in contradiflinction to what is
apparcat and confpicuous, as the letters are of the Law,  But this may be
more clearly demonftrated inits due place.
Verf, 18, Note. 1. ] Ludovicus Cappellys 1n Arcano punct. Lib. 2.
Cap. 14. has faid cnough abont this place; and1f we confult him, and
join what Dr, Hammond and he have obferved together, we fhall hav
as completca Commentary upon this place as can be defired.  Chriff's
meaning is that nonc, no not the leaft moral precept, which did not
necnliarly refpec the Fews as a Commonmwealth, but was hited to all men,
and all Ages and Places, of which kind there were many inthe Law,
fhould cver be abrogated by God.  "Tis as it he had {aid, tha~he would
be fo far from licenfing Men to break any of that fort of Precepts,
that he would require an exact performance of the very leaft of them.
As rwas v fignifics an abolifhing of a Law, foa Law is faid jivesu,
which continues in its full force and obligation. And therefore the
ohraft Sos dy mdymybomre does not fignity until all be fulfilled, but, but
all iss precepts fhall be fiill obliging, for %es, as Grotius has obferved, has
here the forcc of an Adverfative.
Verfl 22, 6 sl 5u8u@-, &c. ] ©ur Aunthor, 1n his Paraphrale, part-
ly makes Christ to fpeak himfelf directly, and partly miinuates and in-
termixes his omn Remarks with bis words. But yet I muit {ay, that
this is harfh and forced, as the DoFor’s way of expreflion (no difparage-
ment to his Learning ) commonly 1s.  Befides, his Paraphrafe upon
this period docs not make the mind of Chris clear enongh, which I
rake to bethis. ¢ 21, 22, Ye know that Muorder was forbidden by
s wfi5. and that this Law of his threatned Death to the Tranlgreflors
“ of it: but let me tell you, that it is not only thole heinous fort
¢ of crimes that will be puniflicd by God in another life: \Whoever
% fall bt indulge bis anger, and make a cultom of carrying himfclt
“ faftily and morofely to others withont rcalon, thail have a punifh-
@ ment infi¢ted upon him, comparable to that capital one to which
*“ perfuns arc fentenced by tive leffer Sanbedrrin and that fhall be
 the lighteft penalty for Sins committed againit your Neighbour.
+ Rt whoever Mall be found to have got an ill habit of mocking and
| “ duriding
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deriding others, fhall in this kind of Punifbments {uffer as heavy a ote, “hapter
as that which ufed to be inflicted by the greater Sanbedrim for V.

¢ the boldeft Crimes. But laftly, he that fhall accuftom himfelt to s~
““ yail, or revile other men, {liall have a Penalty laid upon him by God
refembling the feverclt that is us'd amonglt Men, fich as to be

‘¢ burnt alive.

This Do&rine of Ch#ii# may be reterred to two Heads, the {ormer
of which s, that there are fome Sins which have no Punifhiment de-
nounced againft them in the Law of Adfes; and the Jarter, that for
thofe very Sins men fhall fufier as fevere, nay and a {everer punifhment
in the other life, than the Law of Aofes inflicted for the greant
crimes. Which was a very neceflary Doétrine for the Fows, who
thought thenifelves to be very good wen, and to have fulhiled their
duty in all points, if they weve but fatc from any charge beiny
bronght againlt them out of the Law; asis the cafe of many even ax
this day, among Chriftians. But then we are not to mnaerftand by
the Sins here {poken of, frizle Commiffrons, fuch as a fudden fit of
Anger, once mocking, or oire abufeful Speech rafhly thrown out s
but a habit of being angry, or of deriding and reviling our Neighbour,
and continuing in it as long as we live: for fingle acts of Sin, which
we fall 1nto not through a cuftom in finning, but through nfivmity,
arc according to thc Laws of the Gofpcd-Covenant, pardoned by
God. That which Chyist here thercfore condemns is, fivlt an aigry
Difpofition, or a habit of being eafily, and for little or no rcufon,
difpleafed with others s and then Pride, which is, as T may fay, the
Parcnt of smecking 5 and laftly, both an angry and proud coftom of
(peaking abufrvely ov rewilingly.  And indeed, thefe corrupt Difpoli-
tions of the Mind arc like {fo many poifonous Fountains from whence
innumerable Evils proceed 5 for they do not only induce a neglet of
the contrary Duties, but arc the occahon many times of the greateft
sis.  \Which I fhall not, in thefe fhort =igremiviia, at large pro-
iccurie.
~ Thenames wherehy Chris? defcribes the Panifhments that are to be
ficted for thefe evil habits in another life, arc (as Interpreters,
ad amongft the reft Grotius, who is always to be joined with Dr. Hain-
i, have obl'crfcd) drawn from the Fewifh Cuftom.  And it is no
}@rogdcrz, for the, - were no pecadiar names given to the unknown and
inviiibie Punihments of the other life; and if Chrigt had called them
Dy any naw names; no body would have underftood him. And therc-

£l U '
TO1C h;_ Was neeeliteted to make ufe of fuch names and reprefentatios
of Punifhments as weie kiown by thofe he fpake to.
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2,2 ANNOTATIONS on

Chapter. Verl. 28. Noteo.} Owvid, that Mafter in Debauchery, deferibes this
V. matter to the life, Asetam. vi. where he fays of Tereus looking paffi-
LA~ onately upon Philomela,

Spectat cam Tercus, pracontred atque videndo.

Verl. 33, "Amdizes 5 Keelp 7és sz s | A perlon is [aid to pay bis
oath to the Lord, that {ulltls a Promife confirmed by an Qath; be-
cafe he that calls Ged to =vitnefs, does not {fo much oblige himfelf to
the Party he makes a promife to, as to God. So Fofua kept to the
Promifes hie made, in the Covenang entered into with the Gibeonites:,
not for the fake of the Giboonites who had deceived him, but becauft
of the obligation he was under to God, to whom he had appealed as a
witnefs. Sc2 Fofiix. 19. This alfo the FAeathens underftood, as we
may fee by the words of 7. Quinétius Cincinnatus, in Livy lib, 6. .
29. when he was going to fight againtt the perfidions Gauls . Adefte Di;
tefles foederts, & expetite peenas finnd vobis violats, nobifque per nuinen ve/-
trim decepts.  Be prefent, O ye Gods, that were witnefles of our League,
and revenge both your [clues for the affront that bas been put upon you, and
o5 who have been deccived by your Deity.  And therefore they thought it
no {mall part of dizine Worfhip to keep their Oaths. Ifvcrates ad Demo-
UM » ooy f UTE0 T4 wegs T8 Oy mn udvey SUor, eaNg 1y wiis sl
psiion 2 firit woifhip the Gods, ot only by offering Sacrifices, but by keeping
your Oaths.

Verfl 36, Mire &y 9y wepand suoepe. 1 Sce what H. Grotius has upon this
place; and to what be has obferved add this Paflage out of Atheinens
Lib. 2. D. 66. "0 5y izgdv odulor Th wsparlw’y Jiney S 73 Ay 2] QTS G-
v Kol 78 j00lies X' au'Tiig wlaguEs epsTHIvey oF Iegis. AaAd plui )y 128 oul-
s laneoess LeCanpiias T8 rums 6dwelicds o¢ x4y 6 “Opzotnes Zd's 2ady,

Be V4 mut wepanit R gopdd.
But that they eficemcd the FHead (acred, may appear by thery ufrag to
iwear by it, and to reverence 1ts Sncexings as facred: And alfo by its ha-
ving been a cuftom to confiim Agrectnents or Contracks by wodding of it
a5 Jupiter fays in Homev, Goto, [wil now sod my bead.

Verf, 39, Sqezlar ct.U}'II_J 2y Thu el ] This IS 2 prowrbfﬂ[ SPCECI],
and cught not to be underftood properly. It fignifies to cxpofc ones
jelf 1o be njured or wvilified.  So Os contumelits prabere is taken in
Liwy, hib. 4. ¢, 33, where a {editious Tribuie of the People fays of the
Commonalty thatafpired to the Adilitary Tribunclnip, Petiffe viros domi,
militiaque fpeclatos sy prinns aints fugillatos ) vepulfos, rifui Paivibus fuifle s
deiifle poflremn prabere ad contumeltam os, That fieh micr had fred

for
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for it as were approvea both at home and abroad 5 and at firft were jecred and Chapter
repulfed, and made alaughing-flock of by the Fathers, bus now at lengtbtbey V1.
were refo}‘vcd nok £o ﬁfﬁer themfelves tamely any longer to be abufed. We W\,
meet with it alfo in Tacitus Hift. Lib. 3. ¢, 31. Circumfbeterunt vilfores,
& primo ingerebant probra, intentavant iffus, mox ut preberi ora con-
tumeliis, <& pofita omni ferocia, cunta vi@i patichantur, [ubit wmemoria
illos ¢ffe, qui nuper Bedriact wiltorie temperaffent.  The Conquerors ffood
vound, and at first beaped Reproaches upon them, and lifted up their bands,
making a5 if they would grve them biows 5 but afterwards when they faw that
the conquered let themfelves be abufed, and laying afide all fiercenefs, took
cvery thing patiently, it caize tnto theiy minds that they were thofe very fame
perfons, that a little before bad ufed their wiftory at Bedriacum with mode-
ration,
Verfl 40. Tudmr }  There is no body that 1s not a perfect ftranger
to the Greek Langnage, but knows that iudmer fignifies a Cloak, or that
Garment which we wear outcrmoft, and yive a Coat, or one nigher our
Bodics. But if, notwithftanding this is fo plain and certain, any
one fhould fill be in doubt of it, the belt way for him to fatisfy him(elf
would be to read e £lian Var, Hift. Lib. 1. ¢. 16. and O&avius Fervarius
de Re Velt, Part, 1. Lib. 3. Cap. 1.and Part, 2, Lib. 4. ¢, 3.

CHAP VL

F this fort of Battology, or idle repeating of the fame
thing, there are inftances alfo to be foundin the ri-
tual Books of the Fewsy where there are fome Pray-

crs fo compofed,) as if they thought a particrlar laying open of their

requelis necellary to make God underftand them. On the day be-
fore that of the Expiation, there are Prayers read, whercin in a long
feries all the kinds of Sins, together with the refpedtive Punifiments

due to them, are diftinctly cnumerated, They begin thus: Let i

pleafe thee, O Lord our God, and the God of our Fathers, to forgive us

all our niquities, and pardon all oxy offences, and to purge us from all our fiits,
the fins which we have committed againft thee by compullion, and the fiis
which we have committed againft thee voluntarily and of our vwn accord, and
the fins which we bave committed againft thee by wicovering iy nakednefs,

&e. Thewhole form as it was taken out of the manuferist Coby was pab-

ltlhed by Selden de Synedriis Lib. 1.¢. 12.

Verf, 8. o 59 ¢ e Vuay av yesuy Yoere. ) Swerates as Xewophon tells

. |

us, lib. 1. Memor, p, 420. Ed. Grece H. Steph, g weis wel Lees
1 A~ T % N I ¢ o e e \ "' . -
2Thas T djolu dfiiat, &g T Sws vddnen ddiTas aia e 3 e, [rayed ime-

ply
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Chapter ply tothe Gods that they would beftow good things upon bim.as kiowing ther-
VI, [febves beft what things were good.  See what H. Grotius lays asto this mat-
L~y ter: and hence we may conclude that the Heatnens did lonetimes {peak
of things more agreeably to the Preceptsatterwards given by Chrif than
many Chriftians ninally do.
Verf r1. Note £.] There is none here but Grotius, whofe opinion is
firft laid down by our Author, that deferves onr regard ; and the
Do&or had donc better if he had only cndeavour’d to conilrm his in-
terpretation.  Every body knows that the Gieeks uied the Phrafe of
& Gt eavor £0 fignify as well in general the time future as the day
imined:ately cofuing, from the verb Ezewto approach or to be at band,
So Euripides 1n his Alecftes, v. 171, uies 7émdy zuxdy f0r an evil that 15 fu-
tire of veady to cosie to pafs,  So inthat place of Solornon Prov. xxvil. 1.
Bozft ot iy [uif of to snorrow. for thou kunoweft iot what a day may tring forth
the Septsagint have 7 7¢ferori Ghéou to lignity the tiue futzre, The
meaning of Chrift therefore isthis: “ Grve us every day, all the vanain-
““ing part of our fives, as wanch as may be fufpetent for ovr [1bfiflcice. Vopif-
cus hasalmeft fuch another kind of cxprcflionin the Life of Anrelina,
where he fpeaks of the loawes that were darly diflributed to the People:
Siligisncyan fuyni ( ViZ. panem ) quotidic toto avo quifque vecipichat, G
}JOﬂB?'fS [uts dimuttchat.  Laucery ot agiiy receivedd bis white loaf as loiig s
he lived, and that cuflum was coitinzed to thetr pojicinty.  Upon this place
Salnafius obferves out of Chronic. Alexandy. that fuch Loave, were
called dwmsariZavze, 1. €. fuch as every one was fure to have during
his1.ifc: o that diaariler dils and &rta@- fignify almoft the fame thing,
. Irislikewilc truly oblerved by Grotius, that this word comprehends
under it both food and raimeit, i, e, all the neceflaries of Lite, which
we pray God we may never want as longas we live, Our Author
makcs it 1o relate alfo to the mind or foul; but without any neceflicy,
for thoie things which concern the Soid arc contained 1y the foregoing
verfes,
[ Solonioy Prov, ¥xx. 8. 900 rro does ot properly fignify food con-
vt for mie, but miy cllowance er proportion of 1t “Tisan allufion of the
Writer of Prowerbs to the cuftom of thofe who gave daily to their Ser-
vants or others a certain allowance which was called pa hhok, 7. ¢. as if
one fhould fay, appossted food. Sec my Netes wpon Gen. xlvii. 22.
Wherctore aitho if we confider the thing 1t felf, the tranflating of
dg1G- o xaG by VIR O o proportion of Lread may not be much amifs,
as . dlereerus upon the Proverbs has obferved 5 vet the juft {orce of the
Greek word will be far from being thereby cvprefled,

Verl.
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Verl, 16. Note h. | “Agasila Is-to make any thing betome opavds, Chapter
which is the contrary of both gavdr bright or fhining, and of earselr con- VI,
[picucus. And hence the verb deavifer has a twofold fignification, ac. v~V
cording as It 1s either oppoled to ey gaviy 1O #1ake bright, or to mudy
oareov to naake confpicnons.  To begin with the latter, a thing becomes in-
coifpictions dourtlerus, WNCN 1T 1S mthF:r quite deftroyed, or elfe carried
to another place, ot covered 3 for which {enfe there [eems here to be no
room, as has been well obferved by the Do&tor. In the former fenfe of
the word, athing is faid to lofe 1ts brightnefs dgasilere, when it is fome
how or other defiled. Thus the countenance, when the face is waflied
and anointed, 1s gavis, fbines; and when inftead of ufing oil to make it
fhine, we disfigure it with Afhes or Duft, then dearilerar.  In which
{enfe dpariler is the fame with uoadver, to pollute, to defile. But the
Grannarians obferve the fignification of polluting to have been more

late, and that of taking out of fight to be the older of the two. Ety-
mol. Magn. ’Apayiows of maact syl 7 uohUval w5 10Ty ANL To TEALWS DAY T0Iii-
out. Agavizus was not ufed by the Antients for to pollute as it w5 now, but
for to render wholly inconfpicuous. Concerning the antent ufe alfe
of this word, Szidas mult be thought to fpeak when he fays : Apavizu
7O weruvel %y yedval duhil, LA’ BAws TO AVIACTY wydeaves w1 1t docs not f17~
nify to defile and pollute, but to take quite away and out of fight. But of
this later fignification of Greek words, difcerned by the other which
properly belongs to them, there are abundance of inftances in the Aew
Teftament, amongft which the verD agavilew muft be reckoned one. Of
this notion of the word the Doctor has given us feveral examples,
and one out of Nicoftratus, whofe words he ought to have fet down at
theiv full length, for he underftands them in a fenfe quite contrary
to the intention of the Author. He is {peaking concerning Women
that had too great a paffion for Ornaments, and brings reafons to dif-
fivade and reclaim them from it. Tiégpe & v dn, fays he, % 7 Jebivas
yui) Upiveony gy e ) avilarpd Sovyeapis, 1) dans yeduat@ (wyes-
497G %y osarilwr G s vles: Far le st from a bealthful woman to think
fhebas any need of white paiit,or ved,to put under ber cyes,or any other colour,
s order to daub and pollute the face : not to make it more beautiful y tor that
1s againit the Writers defign, and contrary to what this Verb conftant-
ly igniies,  And that this word ez«+iZew is ufed by Christ in the fenfe
of pairtiizy and denotes a vurpofed endeavour to deform the face, is
manifclt from the manner of the oppofition: Hohen ye fast, be not as
the Hypoirites, of a fad countenaiice, erastlva 33 74 aedowmu avmd, that
(cy IMRY ey ato mica to faft s but thou, when they faflst, anoins
bite bead, aind wafl thy faee 135 a3 niam a3 the Sin ar N ;

wite wead,y @i wafli thy face, 1015 a5 plam a3 the Sun at Noop-day,

k. that
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Chapter that an anointed bead and wafhed face'is oppofed dzansivm agsadm, 1. e.
VIL.  a dirty unwafhed face, and one that i not gnointed 5 fuch as theirs ufed
L to be who fafted in fackcloth and athes. About aneinting the face
with oil, in order to make it the more fhining, fee Pfalm civ. 15. and

what Interpreters fay upon that place. But this ufed to be negleed

by Mourncrs, as appears from 2 Sam. xit, 20, So that tho what

Dr. Hammond fays upon this place contains a great many learned

things in it, and is worth our reading, yet he has certainly mifs’d the

fcope of it.
Verl 22, Note L. ] Our learned Author is miftaken in the {enfe

he putsupon the words of AHefychius 5 for that which that Grammari-
an {peaks of is the foundnefs of the body. See my Notes upon Levit.
xxi, 17, It is moft true that 4=a¥; fignifies Jiberal; but that Virtue,
as on the contrary an envious and fordid way of giving, or alfea deny-
ing any charitable afliftance, 1s imputed to the eye; becaufe there
15 a mighty difcernible difference between the looks of a man that gives
chearfully and willingly, and one that either belies himfell in faying
he has nothing to give, or elfe gives but fparingly and unwillingly. It
would be needlefs to go about to confirm what is plain from the Tefti-
monies of the Antients ; I fhall only obferve that oculos dolere was a
Latin Phrafe applyed to a perfon who could not, without regret, bes
hold what another poflefled , becaufe that Paflion chiefly difcovers
it felf in the eyes. See Plautus, Afmar. At v, Scen, 1. v, 4. and
upon that place Fr. Tanbmanius.

Ver(. 27, after the words proportionable ffature.) Tdledqwv@- in Greek,
and Quadvatus in Latin, docs not fignity as broad as bhigh, which is ab-
furd, but a juft Statare. Confuls Conffant. Lexic.

CHAP VIL
Verf, 14. FE\I’ sevn, ] Tt for @5 Grotius tells us 1s after the man.

ner of the Allenifts, 1. e, of the Fews, who fpake

Greek not fo correctly as they fhould have done,
and produces Examples of it.  But Salmafius, In the Epift. Dedic. to
his Commentar. de Hellenift. fays, that he clfewhere proves it to be
Alexandrian.  Where this proof is I cannot telly but it 13 enough
to juftify its being called a Aellenifm, if 1t be but improper Greek,
and has fomething difcernible of a Hebraifininit. The Hebrews ufe
™1 to exprefs 7 and ¢, which it is no wonder if he that interpreted
S. Matthew 1mitated. Now the reafon why the Gate that leads to Hap-

pinefsis faid by Chrigl to be flraight, is becanfe as men hve, it lets
i
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iobut few. The fame fimilitude is made ufe of, tointimate this to us, Chapter
by Cebes in his Table, where we find thefe words: "0usdy o sver w2 VIIL
winedy ¥y ooy e @y T JVEs, HTE 8 TAU Exhc?'rw, ML TV OAfsE mmpdorTar YNV
oy Juaustds s 1) Teuxeids 1 wreodes cven usens 3 Do you fee alfo a cer-
rain little gate, and @ path before that gate which 15 not #nuch frequented,
but troddeis only by a wery few, as feeming to be unpafable, rugged, and
acven ? And he that was asked, making anfwer, that he did {eeit;
v o d6iv i odbsy iy 1 ayert agss Tl arndwls mudasr: This, he {aid,
was that way that leads to tree Learning.

Verf, 23. Note d.] Our Author is here miftaken ; for in all the
beft Greek Writers there is nothing more comnion than this Phrale,
which is a form of turning the Difcourfe that was before indirect
into a dire® one, or of mixing both thofc ways of {peaking
together, and it makes the fenfe to be no other than if all the
Sentence was indire@tly fpoken : Iwill profefs to them that I ncver knew
them, and will bid all that work Iniquity to depart fromme.  And this way
of confounding a direét and indirec Speech together, tho it fcems
{ know not how to have fomething that looks carelefs init, vet it ex-
prelles the thing more to the life than any other way would do.
There is an inftance of this in Theophraftus, Charadt. cap. iil. de Adu-
latione : Hagéﬁ.u%fa ’r-?@f? el TR ﬁihwlf, c-ggonggyﬁlf etity, OTI apys o2 ngz‘rdx-
wal draceilasy OT1 aesanyferzas As be was on bis way to a certain Friend of
bis, the (Flatterer ) ovcrtook him and told him, bis ( Friend ) mwas co-
ming to him s and then returning backy I have given him, fays he, #o-
tice beforehapd of your coming.  Such Examples as thele we may, In

our reading, every where micet with; which makes the bare fuggelt-
ing of it here to be fufficient.

CHAP. VIIL

\erll . VpiE.] It was the cuffom of the Fews, {ays Grotius, to gruc

: aity oite they [pake to, this title, yea tho they did not

kiom the perfon, Joh. xx. 15.  Were it ncedful, 1

could bring a multitude of proofs of its having been alfo the cuftom of

the Romans,  Svieca Ep. 1ii. fays, Obviss, 1 nomiei 101 fucciirity doni-

was [alutans. [f we mcet with any one, aid cannot jult thei call to sitind 1its
MaNIC, We g1ve himthe title of Sty or Lov.d. S0 Alartial b, 1. Ep.o113.

Crnrteson 1 on, damiigni, vegemaque Vocabans
Cron bene te movey jam pintisn rifsus eris.,

I, 2 L
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Chapter I rather think neverthelefs that there is fomething more here meant
VIII. Dby it, and that the Leper gave our Sawiour this title of 3=y adoni with a
v~ defign to honour him, tho perhaps fo great and tamous a Prophet's name
might not be unknown to him. And fothe Romans ufed alfe to do.

Sueton. in Claudio cap. xx1. Hortando, rogandoque ad bilaritatem bomines
provocabat, dominos sdentidems appellans.  He ufed by carveffes and intreaties

to excite people to chearfulnefs, calling thew every now and then Lords.  So

Sencea EIlt. civ, Ilud mibi in ore erat Domini mei Gallionis, I bad in my

mouth that ({aying) of my Lord Gallio, So the Hebrews ufe the word

278 See Gen, xxxlil. 8. and xliv. where you may meet with this word
Teveral times.

Verll 4. Note b, ] Befides the reafons which the learned Dr, Ham.
moina has afligned of ChrifF’s unwillingnefs to have it divulged that he
was the Meffias, there may be two others given ot no {mall importance.
The firft 1s,that Chrift had rather this fhould be gathered from his works
than by his Difciples or his own publifhing it, becaufe the faith that
was hereby begottenin Men would be much the firmer, as having the
true grounds of a fulid faith to rely upon.  And thus when thofe that
were fent to him by Fobn the Baptiff, delired of him to be fatisfied
whether he was that perf{on that was tocome, he made anfwer: Go and
tell Fohn the things which ye beay and fee 5 The blind receive their fisht, &,
Matt. x1. 4, 5. The other 15, becaufe 1t his Difciples had openly pro-
claimed him to be the A2¢jfias they would have drawn after them a vaft
muliitude of People who expelted the Asefias under the notion of a
temporal King, and were exceeding defivous of innovations ; which fort
of Mcn were more fit to raife a fedition than toadvance the Kingdom
of Heaven by juft and proper Metkods. To prevent therefore the re-
forting of evil men to him with a defign to innovate, and fo making
a wrong ufe of his Name and Authority, he thought it better, till that
danger was over, to have the publifhing of the truth deferred. Thus
Job. vi. 15. we fee, the multitude after they had been fed by him, fell
into fuch a fort of confultation 5 wherenpon when be knew that they would
come and take bim by force, to make bim a King, be departed alone by him-
felf into a mountain, 1t was an extraordinary piece of Wildom in
Chrift, to take care there might be no fedition laid either to his or his
Difciples charge, whilft the Gofpel was but begun to be preached ; for
if fuch a thing could have becn done with any appearance of juftice,
every body ealily perceives that it would have been a mighty preju-
dice to the Chriftian Religion.

Verf. 10. Note £.7] Since our Author in his Notes upon this place
has thought fit to put toacther all that he had oblerved concerning

the
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the different notions of the word miss, T will contribute al{omy fhare. Chapter
mmias has feveral fignifications amongft the Greeks that have nothing to  VIIL.
do here; but thisis to be taken notice of, wiz. that tho truft be the Ly
feft notion of that word, and its fecondary fignification is that eredit or

affent which we give to one who affirms things that we never faw, nor

have any mathematical demonftration of 5 yet becaufe among things

of that kind, there are fomc aflerted by all Nations that relate to divine
matters, and which in points of faith challenge the firlt place, altho

we neither fee them, nor have any mathematical evidence for them,
therefore mias fignifies 24T tEoylwi or by way of eminence a perfwafion

about matters of Religion.  So eElian Var, Hiftor, iib. iL. ¢. 31. having

£21d that there was no Athett to be found amongflt the Barbarians, but

only among the Greeks 5 and that the Barbarians believed that there

were Gods who took care of human affairs,and foretold things to come,

adds s Ve TN Iguegy ExovTes Tiv wigw, Weat Te xalagat gy dyvevsay iatas, )

ot &g+ having a firm perwafton of thefe things, they offer up Jacrifices 1 a

pure manner, dnd keep themfelves chaft and holy, &,

W hen the Fews began to write Greek, they ufed the word =g in the
fame fenfe 5 for the credst yielded to their facred Writings, and thofe
that believed them, they called msse and mediermis. So the Son of Sivach,
Chap. 1. 2§, H e ane mors xgd wpasris + the things that pleafe bims
(i.e. God ) are faith and meeknefs : and Ch. xIv. 6. ¢ 75§ i weavnm
wpasw adziv s be fandtified bhim by fasth and mecknefs. So 1 Macc. iii. 13,
duxmiae mewy fignifies a body of Fews.  But the Chriltians that follow-
ed the Jews in their way of fpcaking, gave the name of =is to the
Perfwafion of thofe that believed in Chrift, and oppofed it to a
twofold kind of «mga Unbelicf, one of which was proper to the Hea-
thens, and the other to the Jews, who notwithftanding they credi-
ted the Old Teltament, yet refuled to believe Chrift and his Apo-
ftles. However, 1n all thefe inftances =as fignifics a perfwafion, cf
thofe things particularly which the Difcourfe relates to; and as
thofe are various, fo we may, if we pleale, make Faith to be of fc-
veral kinds. But becaufe no onc can believe the Authority of any
Laws, but he muft alfo obferve them, provided he does not dif-
agree with himfelfy therefore no body could {erionfly and heartily
believe that Chrift was {ent down from Heaven to men, to teach
them the way of cternal Salvation, without obeying Chrif#s Precepts :
juft as no body believed the Law of AMofes to be the only Rule of Life
revealed by God, who did not, in part atleaft, conform themfclves
thereto.  And hence this word =g came, in the Writings of the
Apoltles, to fignify not only a perfwafion of the truth of the Chri-

ftian
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Chaptet ftian Dolrin, but alfo a difpofition of Mind, and Pradtice agreeable
VIIL to it, the necelfary effet of believing.
sy But it mult be obferved, that in different places of the New
Teftament, in proportion to the Subject treated of, this word has a
larger or more contracted Notion, 1. Where the Difcourfe is about
the Faith of the Patriarchs, we are to underftand by it fuch a per-
{wafion of the truth of thofe things they received as divine Revelati-
ons as was accompanicd with an anfwerable temper of Mind and Life.
In which fenfe it occurs frequently in the Epiltle to the Hebrews,
Chap. xi. and elfewhere. 2. Where Chrift’s difcourfe is of thofe that
believed in him as tranfacting upon earth, as he does here in S. Mat-
thew, and up and down every where in the Gofpels, by Faith is meant
a perfwafion of his having been truly fent of God, witha power of do-
ing Miracles, and of the truth of all his Doctrine as far as it was
known. 3. But after the Apoftles had received the Holy Ghoft, and
expounded the whole Chriftian Doltrine more at large, the notion
of Faith included in it a perfwalion not only of the truth of Chiifi’s
Miflion, but alfo of his Apoftles and Difeiples, whofe Dottrine God gave
a teftimony to by innumerable wonders; and an aflent accordingly
yiclded to whatever they afferted, joined with a Lifc futable to fuch
a perfwafion. And this notion the word s has in the Epiftles to the
Romans and Galatians, where St. Paul difputes about Fuftification.
For in thefe places =as, 1. ¢. alivingaccording to the Chiriftian In-
ftitution, fetting afide the works commanded by the Law of Aofes
only, is faid to juftify, 1. €. to procure mens being efteemed jus?, or
7o0od and pious by God, and being acceptable to him. And on the
other hand, the Apoltle denies that Works, viz. thofe which were
oppofed by the Fews to Faith, or the Chriftian Religion, did either un-
der the Gofpel, or ever of old, juftify. And this he makes good by
feveral Arguments, which fhall in their proper places be explained.
it fhall {uflice at prefent to have run over the different {enfes that the
word aig; is capable of, and pointed to its original Signification.
But there is this further to be added, that as Faith includes more
than a bare perfiafion about the truth of a thing in the mind ; fo this
perfwoafion it felf mult be fuch aenc, as is the refult of having feri-
oully weighed and examined the Arguments by which the truth of the
Chriftian DoCtrine is confirmed.  For it is not to be imagined that
the Centyrion, for inftance, did believe in Chiit, hand over head,
without reafon or duc coniideraton: He had, without doubt, fen
fome of his other Miracles, and heard his Do&rine, and had been
made to belicve that there was nothicg too diflicult for Chrift, who

had




had all power given him by God, to do. This his Difcourfe manifeft- Chapter
ly fhews, But he could never have examined Chrift’s Dotrine and  VIII,
Miracles, as it was-requifite he fhould, unlefs he had been freed from L~ ~u
two of the mightieft Impediments to it, whereof one is Obftinacy,
whercby we become impeneirable to all reafons, be they never fo
{trong ; and the other, a wicked Life, which makes Men unwilling to
believe thofe things,the acknowledgment whereof would render it ne-
ceffary for tirem to live otherwife than they did before. And there-
fore it is, that Faith has fuch a commendation beftowed upon it; .
which matter I have difcourfed upon in my Notes upon Gex. xv. 6. and
have there quoted out of Phile a very remarkable paflage in which
Faith is commended.

Verf. 11. Note h. 7} It is no wonder, ( wlien men are neither able to
difcourfe themfelves, nor tounderftand what Beings of a different na-
ture fay about the Concernments of another Life, but in Metaphors
taken from the things of this) that the future Happinefs is defcribed
in this placc by the fimilitude of a Feaft. But yet I believe that
Chrift was not the firft inventor of this fimilitude, but borrowed it
from the Fews of that time, amongft whom it was in daily ufe, and
who alfo were beholden for it, as they were for many other things,
to the Greeks, The Poets of that Nation in order to reprefent Lxion as
a moft happy King, feigned him to have been eutertained at a Feaft by
the Gods. The fame they {aid of Tantalus, who, to ufe the words of
Pindar 1n Olympion, Od. 1. xamuzidat uirav 0o 6 tduvesm, conld not digeft
that great felicity, Hence that of Empedocles about the eternal Fellowfhip
and Converfation of the Juft with one another:

3 eL e ’ 4
Alayris arnuaw oussst, ¥ 73 Teamelais
7 ! " ’ ™
Eurizs, avd @V o )Eny Caviiggl, dTeie s

Compamons with the vest of the immortal focicty, making themfclves merry
with feafbing, free from thofe pains to which mortals are [ubject, and never
weary. And Epiffetus following his example,in Enchirid. ¢, xx1. befpeaks
in this manner one that had made a great proficiency in Wifdom: ¥
w7s 7l Seay aiG aupmns 5 you will be a worthy gucfs, another day, for il
Gods.

Verl. 12. Tdoud7G »'tEdreewv. ] For the underftanding of this, we
muft refleCt upon the fimilitude of a Supper here made ufe of. Now
the time of fupping was after the Sun was fot, and the night came to
be almolt at the darkeft. And thercfore thofe that were thrullt out
of the place where the Supper was made, and the Room ful] of lights,
are, magreement with the other part of the fimilitude, faid to be

cait

=
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Chapter calt into outward darknefs. Seealfo Ch. xxii. 13. This is the original of
IX, this form of Speech, and the meaning of it is eafy to be underftood -
Ly for as that which is fignified by being a Guelt at the Supper is Happi-
nefs5 {o to be put out of the place where the Supper was made, in-

to the ftreer, fignifies the lofing or falling fhort of it.

Ibid. Note g ] What authority the Doctor had for faying that waafus
fignifies tocryout, 1 cannot tell ; but tho that word may denote wailing
or lamenting as well as filently weeping, yet it does not follow that it
inay be rendered by crying out, the word that he makes ufe of. Con-
{ult the Lexicographers,

Verf, 22. Note k. | Towhat Grotus has faid, according to the Opl-
nion of Philofophers, about the various kinds of Death, add the Col-
lections of Fohn Priceus upon the fame fubje®, on 1 Tim. v. 5. Thofe
words, If ye walk contrary, &c. are in Lew. xxvi. 21, 24, and there
1S N0 ermuvdxaans i them. See my Notes on the place,

Verf. 28. Note 1. ] Our Author here {eems to be of the Opinion of
the. Platonifts, who thought the Devils ufed to rove about mens Sepul-
chres, Symecius, who every body knows {peaks conftantly like a Plato-
ift, gives them upon that account the Title of TuuCosouor, Hym, iv, v, 47,

Ot d" eumdios But now let the interrupters
‘Azl wy ﬁ’,f.a:;'m;r, Of ﬁlﬁ‘?‘t?d bjmm,
I{EUGFaJpo;gng;, That dt’lfgbt " [HI'MHg ,JEJIE'I,
Kai qupbovouot, And befet t Oi}IbS,

&scf;;ﬂ*&;ﬁ:f’u The DC“Z}I'/I,

DevrdTwray §udy Be gone from my

‘Ostay dipa . Holy prayer.

But T do very much doubt whether any fuch thing as this can be
concluded from this paffage in the Evangelift ; for it was very pofli-

ble that the Devils might drive two men to the tombs, and yet thofe
evil Spirits not make their ufual abode in thofe places.

CHAP IX

Verf. 1. | Queltion very much whether the Doffor rightly inter-
Noie d. prets the places he had occafion to quote 1n his An-

notations upon this Verfe. They will all very well admit
of a different Explication, I That Queftion, Why do we aud the

Pharifces faﬂ often, and thy Diftitles fast not ? may be conftrred as if
the Difciples of Jobin had faid, Since wo and the Pharifees sftcn fast.,
why
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why do ot thy Difciples alfo fast ? or, Why donot they fast ‘aswe do 2 1t Chapter -
was not the defign of Fobn’s Difciples to enquire frmply why the Dil~ X,
ciples of Christ did not faft, but why they did not follow the example «v
of all devout men among the Yews, who ufed to faft often. 1I. God’s
meaning in Exod. xX. 15 this: ¢ After thou hait labour’d f{ix days,

« thou fhalt make the feventh a day of reft. Had God {poken any
otherwile than he did, it could hardly have been known which that
{eventh day was which he would have to be kept asa day of reft ; for
it might have been the feventh day of cvery month, or of every year.
111, ‘That place in St. Aark, Chap. x. 1s nothing at all to the purpofe:
Whofocwer, {ays Chrilt, fhall put away bis wife, and fhall marry another,
committeth adultery 5 and if @ woman fhall put away her busband and be
marricd to another, fhe committeth adultery,  Where Chrift does not
refpe& what might be done in pnrfuance of the Law, but the pra-
Gice of the Gentiles, who allowed Women this power. We are fure

that Salome, Herod’s Sifter, followed this example, and there were
pechaps fome others that would have been ready enough to have done
the like. IV. St. PauP’s meaning n Epbef, 1v. is really, that Angeris .
not unlawful if it be but kept within bounds, V. The place cited
ont of St, Fames ferves not in the lealt the Doffor’s delign, For the
comforting of the rich upon the lofs of their riches, is not the only
thing that the Apoftle there intends.  See the Notes upon that place.
V1. The form of fpeech nfed by St. Paul Rom, vi. 12, But God be thanked
that ye were the fervants of fin, but ye bave obeyed from the beart thar forms of
doftrine, into which ye weve delivered, 1salmoft like that of the Difciples
of Jobir.  But that ye were om e fignihes cither, that ye are no longer the
feryants, K¢, ot that tho ye were the fervants of fin, neverthelefs ye bave
obeyed.

But notwithftanding all this, Dr. Hammand’s Obfervation is true,
if it be accommodated to other places. There are, for inftance, fe-
veral things faid in Parables which do not concern the [cope of
them, butare only for ornament fake, and to make the Hearers the
more attentive 3 tho it fecms to have no manner of ground 1n thic pla-
ces by him alledged. But it 1s common for thofc that have not from
their very youth made it their buhnefs carefully to ftudy the Criticks,
to find difficulties in the plaincft things. And Dr. Aamsmoid 1s far
from heing the only inftance of this.

<y
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CHAPD X

Verf. 2. TEE'nG and Nérer are certainly ufed indifferently; but'thofe
Note b. that {pake Greek preferred the ufe of the foriner becaufe

they thought a word of the mafeuline Gender more pro-
per for the Sirmame of a Man than one of the feminine. But of this
name here given to Simon there will be a fitter occafion to fpeak when
we come to the xvi. Chapter.

Verf. g, Notce. ] Our learned Author in this Annotation is mifta-
ken, 1. in that he denies the words {poken by Facob of himfelf Gen.
xxxii, to be declarative of his poverty 5 for all the meaning of that
Parriarch is, that when he crolled over Fordan, inhis way to Aefojota-
mia, he was poor, and that afterwards he returned back from thence
vich,  See the place, and my Notesupon it.  Tho it would be but ill
inferred from thence that he went thitherin the habit of a beggar,

II. Homer does certalnly defcribe Ulifles at his return in the qualify of
abeggar. See Odyf].P. verfc 197. & feqq. where Uliffes is reprefen-
ted as carrying a filthy purfe full of holes in a great many places, and Eu-
meus 15 {aid to have led him nto the City,

war; Ad«;cﬁ.}.é{a Ew,.iy:uw, e ﬁgm, ST s uAer,

Like a dirty beggar, and an old man, leaning upon a flaff. It wasa long
while fince the Doffor had rcad Homer, when he was writing this,
I11. Ithink we onght to take quite another method to reconcile the
Evangelifts, of which I fhall {peak, when I come to the parallel in

 St, Mark.

Verf, 16. Note £. ] Our ingenious Author, to illuftrate the general
propofition he lays down by examples, plainly mifapplies moft of the
paflages here alledged by him.  For excepting onc place out of Aatt,
xxiii. 16, all thereft are either precepts or admonitions, as thole who
will but examin them will eafily fce. 1fhall inftance but in two. Be-
bold, {ays Chrift, [ fend you forth as fhecp in the midj} of wolves 5 be ye there-
fore wife as [erpents, and fimple as doves,  Thelc words contain a plain
precept, and that a very neceflary one, as well as one that is agreeable
to Chrif’s Do&trine. For the Apoftles being not {ent to men that were
lovers of Truth and Juftice, but to fuch Perfons as were more like
Beafts than rcafonable creatures, there was a necellity of their ufing
prudence, left going to addrefs themfelves to Men who were wicked
toadegree of madnefs, their pains fhould not only prove incffectual

and to no purpofe, but they themfelves alfo be opprefled by them. And
this
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this Chrift commands Aatt. Vii. 6. Give not that which is boly unto Dogs, Chapter

~ &c. DButthey were at the fame time to take heed that that prudence X,

of theirs did not turn to craftinefs or deceit, as it would have done, L\~

if they had either privately renounced the Gofpel which they had pub-

lickly preached, or feigned themfelves inclined to the wicked opini-

ons of the Pharifees. They were not to fay every thingin all places

and in all companies, but they were to {ay nothing that was in the

leaft 1epugnant to the Dottrines which they had received from their

Mafter, or that might hinder the Gofpel’s propagation. That which

Chrift therefore enjoyns his Apofties, is, to mix prudence and a fincere

~ plainnefs together. Of which vertues he himfelf was a molt perfe&
pattern, who never expofed himfelf to the fury of the Jews but when

there was a nece(lity torit.  But St. Peter oftended againft this precept

by a&ing the part ot a Diflembler, of which we have an account given

us by St. Paul, Gal. 11, 12, making ufe of prudence to an extreme, he
forfeited the commendation of being fincere and upright.

~ The following words, Beware of men for they will deliwer yor, &e. are
a prohibition of Chrift to his Apoftles not to publifh immediately to

cvery one the inftrutions they had received from him, for fear they
fhould be dragged to the Synagogues upon the very #rft beginning ot
their miniftry. A thing which he himfelf alfo practifed, delivering
his mind in parables, that he mght not give too great an occafion for
the pallions of ill minded men to exert themfelves, and faying nothing

which he thought would not at prefent be endured by the Perfons he
{pake to. But this wasto be no hindrance, as it really was not to the

Apoftles, from expofing them{elves to fuch dangers as they could not
avoid but by a culpable diffembling. Thefe things are too maniteft to
need any longer mifting upon.

Verll 16. Note g. 7] The word axépu@ being immediately fubjoin-
ed to geswuGr, it cannot fignify ome that does nor burt, but one who
together with his prudence does not ufe any cunniag or fhifting, but is
fair and wpright. [n-this fenfe we find it ufed by S. Paxl Rom. xvi.
19 But yer Liwvould have you wife unto that whick is good, and fimple con-
cermsing evil, 1. c, far from being cunning todo evil. So in the Ad-
ait. to Efther, Chap. vi. 4. crafty men are faid ohgaopousur 7l %7 5.
reaTevTwy awcpmoy diyvasesivlw, 10 have decesved the [imple honefly of Ru-
lers. Accordingly <uguéme fignifics fuch a fort of temper, in the
lame manner that daatms fignifies ingenuity ot fincerity 5 to wit,
when things are fimple, and not corrupted by any art or deceit 2
whence this word daass came to denote a perfon who had not the
Ieaft guile to be found in him. And fo in the fame manner, drlea@r

*-E .? s \Qr
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Chapter ot dvd aedmus, is ufed not only for pure, as dvG duiga@ pure wine,
X. but alfo for a man that 1s free from craft or deceit,
v~~~ The Etymology which Euftathins gives of the word from seeqiCew
is harfh, and wil! not do 1n this place. And therefore the Author of
the Etymologicon magnum fupplies us with another, which is from
1600 o 1, C, i fov o, mgri;, [0 ??If??cgfej inftead of which }:,eggi'wuw 1s the word
in ufe; from whence gueesG came to fignify primarily pure, and fe-
condarily alfo onc that is not corrupted with any difhoneflty. And
therefore the old Greek and Latin Copy, which contains rather a fort
of Paraphrafe than (asis generally but erroneoufly fuppofed ) the
bare words of the kvangelifts, ufcs here the word daasewrus, most

fumple.  And thus allo Hefychius renders *Asépator by dvemiarnor, wfzedv,
axguov, unblameable, pure, without deccit,

[ know that duéeas@- fignifics likewifc unburt ; but there is no room
here for that fignification. It would be nearer the fenfe, it we took
it in the notion that it occurs feveral times in Dioiyftus Halicar-
nafl€us, for one that Is frec from making a party either with the
Grandees or the common Pcople, and meddles with noneof their de-
{igns. But neither does this notion of the word fute this place. There

15 nothing can be objected againft the interpretation Thave given of it,
cxcept that Doves may be faid indecd to be harmlefs, but not properly
fimncere. But we moft not be too critical about {uch things as thefe ; for
otherwifc we might fay in the fame manner, that a prudent Nature is
not fo aptly reprefented by Serpents as one that 1s treachersus and burtful,
Thefe are proverbial Sayings,which mult not be over narrowly {carch-
cd into ; but we muft gather their fenfe very often trom Cuftom ra-
ther than the confideration of the things themi{elves, And of this kind
" of Sayings we may meet with an infinite number in common Specch,
Verf, 27. Note k. ] Hither perhaps may be aptly referr’d that Paf-
{age in Herodotus, 1ib. 3. cap, 24. where 1t 15 faid that the Aagi or
learned Philofophers ot the Conntry, who had feized upon the Perfian
Empire, would have obliged Prexdfpes, by whom Smerdts the Son of
Cyrus had been killed, to proclaim from a high Tower to the Perfians
in a full Aflembly, that Smerdss was in the Throne. Teudon Téerw
aevlas sufrantew ao w Baahiior 7y G, ntadisy dvaCovu 60 miony dypetcar ws
a0 7% Kiige SusgdiC- desavlaes Saying that they would gather together all the
Perfians under the wall of the palace, they commanded him to go up upon a
Tower, and proclaim to themn that they weve governed by Smerdis the Som of
Lyrus. |
Verll 29. Noie .7 Tiberins's Affarium (which is that here {poken
of) is faid by Dottor Edward Bernard, 1ib, 2, concerning weights and

tmeafures,
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menfures, {ect. 2. to have been equivalent to fix Engiith grains of Chapter
Silver, | XI.
CHAP XL \ValaN)
Verf. 11. B Eilor Tadwy, &c. ] It would {eem very ftrange that
8 our Author, in his Paraphrafe upon this Verfe,
_¥ B fhould deny Fobn to have been a Prophet, to whom
at the oth Verfe, and often elfewhere, he gives that Title, were it
not plain that either he had no manner of defire to exprefs himfelf
clearly 5 orelfe it he had, that how great {oever his other excellen-
cies were, Perfpicuity was not his Talent. When therefore he de-
nies Fobn to have been a Prophet, he muft mean that, compared with
the Apofiles, he was to be look’d upon rather as a Difciple than a
Mafler, as he fhews 1n Lis Note upon the oth Verfe.

Verl. 19, Taaavay ¢iaG- o) duaemndy. | Of what ill repute the Teadvas
were among the Greeks, our Author informs us in his Notes upon
Chap.ix. 10. But there were two forts of Men at that time In the
Romain Empire, that might be called Toadvar. There were fome Romait
Knights, Mcn of Honour and Credit, who were Publicans, and farm’d
the Cuftoms, and are often mention’d with Honour by Cicero, elpect-
ally in his Orations pro lege Manilia and pro Plancio. This fort of
Publicans do not feem to be referred to in the Gofpels; and that
S. Matthew, who 1s calP’d Tedme, was not of this {ort, is beyond all
doubt: but then thofe Roman Gentlemen did not gather the Cuftoms
themfelves, but by their Servants, or Frecd-men, or by other men
of a low rank. And thefe alfo were called Terdvar, and were infa-
mous perfons, becaufe many times they levied the Taxes and Dutics
by force, and, asis common in thofe cafes, exatted more than was
due, See Suidas upon this word. Upon this account it was that they
had an 11l name, and efpecially among the Fews, who paid Tribute to
the Romans very much againft the grain, and could not, without in-
dignation, fee their Countrymen employed by the Romans to gather it
for them. Thefe fort would in Latin be better called Portitores, if
we fhould truft the old Latin and Greek Gloffary, in which Portstor i
put to anfwer seadumes and Portitorium seaevéey,  But in that whercin
the Greek ftands before the Latin, readsms is render’d by Publicanus,
Velhigalium conductor. |

Verf. 23, Note 1.} I have fome things to obferve upon this laft

Note of the Doffor’s, which may ferve partly to confutc, and part-
Iy to coniirm what he fays.

Jor orh
franamn
T
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Chapter 1. It is true indeed, that the word %y did not, as we fhiall pre-
X1, {ently fee, immediately and properly fignify among the Gentiles any
v place; but it is a miftake that it was put to denote the State of the
dead, if we take the word -in its proper fignification. It is the name
of a Deity, who was believed to be chief Ruler in AHefl, and was other-
wife ftiled mmatmy, Pluto, which every child knows. And hence the
place where the Souls of the dead were thought to be, was ufually

called "aids spG-, the houfe of Hades. As in Homer Odylll K. 512,

Avris & e didve tvar Jouoy deweyrn

But do you go snto Pluto’s dark houfe :

and up and down elfewhere. And s s« was ufed as a contralion
of the fame Phrafe, as & adv wmCliar, to go down inte ( fub. the

houfe) of Hades. Neverthelefs, afterwards this word was taken for
the place over which Pluto was thought to reign, as Iliad. ©, v. 16,
where Td¢leeG- 1s {aid to be

A *y L
Teosey &rze) didew, Soop paros €6 Smo gaing,

as much Jower than Hades, as beaven ss diftant from the cavth, The like
Examples we may every where meet with. That this place was fup-
pofed to be under ground, no body needs to be told, Thisis the con-
ftant acceptation of the word “adus amongft the Greeks; it is either
Pluto himlelf, or his Kingdom that is fignified by it, but never rhe
State of the dead.
11, But Dr. Hammond produces a place out of Phurnutus or Cornutus,
where he interpretsit by dpancuos: but not to {ay that no {ort of Wri-
- ters can be imagined more impertinent than allegorical Interpreters of
Yables, that Triflumonger never intended to fiew what was the com-
mon fignification of the word "Aidus, or what Jdea thofe had in their
minds who heard that word prononnced ; but what fenfe might be put
upon it, that thofe naufeous Fables might be found to have a meaning
in them not perfedtly abfurd.  Eutthe fignification of a word muft be
drawn from the fenfe that it is wilparly taken in, and not from an aJ-
Tegorical Interpretation of it, which Is generally unknown, and for the
muoft part ridiculons. We muft enquire what notion fuch a word ufed
to excite in the minds of thofe that heard it, not what ignification
fome doting Stoick that thinks every thing to be intended in Fables
that his own idle fancy fuggelts to him, affixed to it.
11I. But.it will be faid that the Etymology of the word is on Phur-
nutus. and Dr. Hammond’s fide.  And I acknowledg it is fo, if that

be
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be the true Etymology of it, which may with reafon be doubted, be- Chapter
caule the word whofe or1ginal we are inquiring into, 15 almoft every XI,
where written with a Spirttus afper whichis not ufual in words com- L~
pounded with « Privative. I confefs that At IS alfo written with
a Spirtus Jents g but this not })emg conftant, 1t 1s probable that the

“former is the true pronunciation of the word, and that the manner
of writing: it was varied for no other reafon than becaufe the Greeks
aftarwards thought that to be the true Erymology of the word which
Dr. Himmond gives vs. So the Author of the Etymologicon mag-
ATH fayS, 7 AdYi¢, xaefalf £ ef2e8, GAITYS dl@Viy ;g éﬁ;ﬁ& m'?rhﬂgw,uq,u'av. @a-%j ™ c?cfhl:
™ i, ad¥s 1y ueTd T8 SepumkE A, dedis, &y 6 68y BAemdy, advs e Eomw
crolewt oiaie.  But with all the Greek Grammarians leave, I fhould fay
that this is not the true Etymology of the word 3 but that it muft be
deduced from the Hebrew <*N which may be pronounced not only as
the Authors of the Mafora do, ed, but ajid. The Phenicians perhaps
wrote 1t "'/, as it is common for the guttural Letters to be.confound-
ed in the Oriental Languages, and as the Arabians at this day write
it: and fo from =V Hajid came haides and hades 5 and that word,
as it 1s very well known, fignifies deffru@ion. There are a great many
words that the Greeks have In vain attempted to find the original of in
thetr Language, and which have with good fuccefs been derived by
learncd men from the Phenicians. 1 could fhew wlﬁ: the youngelt
ot Saturn’s Sons was o called, and aflign the reafon of the Names of
the reft of them out of the fame Langnage: but this is not a pro-
per place for i,

[V. Icannot fee the reafon why our learned Author citing Efth. xii.7.
will not allow the Heathen King Artaxerxes (a Decree of whole is
m that Chapter recited ) to have had any thoughts of Hell, or a place
of punithments. That heathen King, fays he, cannot be thought to dream of
Hell.  For who does not know that the Heathens belicved there was a
place nnder the earth, in which bad men were punifhed ? °Tis plain
the Greeks did, and I need not prove the Perfians to have been of the
fame opinion; for he that wrote the Additions to Efther, was not fo
well skill'd in the fentiments of the Perfians, but that he might con-
found them with thofe of the Greeks.  Or however there is nothing
that fhould oblige us to think, that asto this matter, the opinion of
the Greeks and Perfians was not the very fame.  Befides, <is’aids is not
as much as to fay in Englifh to Hell, or in French en enfer ; for thele
words do only fignify the place of punifhments, whereas the Greck are

more comprehenfive, and take in not only All or the place of Tor-
ments, but likewife the Elyf1an ficlds.

V.
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Chapter V. One queftion there is behind that is not ealy to be refolved,
X]. @iz, what notion the Fews who ufed the Greek Tongue, affixed to

LA that word YAdus: [ will not heap together all that might be faid
with rclation to this matter; Two things only I fhall obferve, that

may help us to find out the meaning of Chriff’s words, 1. That the
Yews had a word in their Language which fignilied a grave, any fubter-
rancous places, and the State of the dead ; and that was SN Scheol,
which | have treated of on Gen. xxxvil. 35. and which upon all ac-
counts it feems likely that Chrift here made ufe of.  The Syrrack, I
am fure, has 891w Now when this word 1s oppoled to Heaven, it
fignifics, among the Hebrews, the loweft places of the earth 5 and where
Heavenis by a metaphor taken for Glory and Profjerity, Snw denotes

obfeurity and adwerfity,  Thus Jfar, x1v. 11, 12, 1t 1sfard inthis fenfe
of the King of Babylon: thy pride 15 brought down LN bow art

thou fallen from Heaven! &c. And juift in this manner Chrift here
{peaks to Capernaum, and ufes the word YNy in the fame fenic with
Ifaiah, for a miferable and low condition ; as he had betore ufed the
word Heaven, to exprefs the happy State of that City whilft he
preached'and wrought Miracles init. 2. Amongft therelt of the fen-
fcs attributed to the word £« by the Fews who [pake the Greek
Language, all which I fhall not enumerate, there was that whichi I faid
belonged to the Aebrew word, inftead of which they generally ufed this.
Which appears clearly from hence, that wawimum, 5iis 9 and g fu; were
in their {peech fynonimons. Thus whereas 1t 1s faid by St. Peter, that
it was impoffible for Chrift to beleft eis & dv, A 11,27, St, Paul fays
that hedefcended s womd7ecx wéen s %, Epb.1v.g.  Andin this {fenfe

. St. Matthew or his Interpreter, in the room of the word L_)Nw which
Chrift made ufe of, hasufed the Greek Zdus. 1f this be true, as it is like-
1y, almoft all that cur Auther fays upon this place muft of neceflity
fall to the ground. To the other places of the New Teftament,
where this word is found, 1 {hall fay fomething when I come to
them.

Verf, 27. Ovdds Emywarne w5 giv, &C, ] This Perfe muft be joined to
the 25, that Chrift may be underltood to declare to the Fews, as well
as Gentiles, that notwithftanding their profefled eagernefs after di-
vine knowledg, the true Worfhip ot God his Father, and the offices of
the Afeffias, were things that they were ftrangers to.  For the Jews
imagined that the obfervation of the lctter of the Law rendered them
acceptable to God, whilft they negletted the purpofc of the Law-
giver ; which was to make them truly vertuous, in the manner that

Chrift alone has taught us to be.  And they expedted alfo the Aeffias
| | ~to
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to come in the quality of an earthly Prince, and freethem from that-Chapter |
extream bondage which they were under to the Romans, So that they Xl
neither knew the Father nor the Son. RV

Verl. 28, Kendyres 5 moognapva | We are to underftand this only of
the Fews, wWho ewmer were tired, by reafon of the frequent journies that
the Law obliged them to make to Ferufalern, and which they took
for fear of offending Ged, tho not without a great deal of trouble.
The delign of Chrift is to Infinuate to the Fews, without [peaking his
mind in plain terms, which would have been unfealonable at that time,
that he was about to teach his Difciples a way how they might wor-
(hip God acceptably without that bodily labour. This he teaches the
Samaritan woman more clearly $ob. iv. 21. to whom he might declare
a thing which the Fews were utterly averfe to without any prefent
danger. The mgogmopivar are perfons burden’d with Legal rites, and
all thofe things which they were to pay to God, the Pricfts and Levites,
which were much more inculcated on them, than charity or any’
other vertue. And thercforc thefe things are afterwards, chap. xxiil.
4. called goeria.  See alfo Luc.xi. 46. Thofe who underftand Chrift
to fpeak here of vices, beflides deftroying their connexion with ihat
goes before, offer violence to the very words ;*for fuch as ferve’ their
vices, are not weary or heavy laden, which are words that denote per-
fons under trouble or difguiet, but they indulge their wicked inclinati-
ons with delight, and are hardly brought to renounce them. Thofc
men do not think themfelves to want any dvmwas, for they acquielce
in their vices with abundance of pleafure. But the Jews groaned under
a yoke of Ceremonies, whichthey were unable to bear, asSt. Peter
declarcs A& xv. 10. and had need of reft, which under the Law 1t
was impoffible-for them to enjoy, becanfe they were forced to make
journey, thricea year atleaft, to Ferufalem. |

Verf, 20. Tegbs eiw z, mrewds. ] The Dotors of the Law, clpecially
thofe of the Sacerdotal race, were neither meck nor lowly, being cru-
¢l exaltors of thofe burdenfom. things that were commanded in the
Law, and proud of having the common People of the Fews tributary
to them.  But there is nothing of this nature in Chriff, who requires
only a good Life, and condefcends to the very meaneft, whoever they
be. How cxtreamly haughty and diflainful the Priefts in thofe times
were, Jofephus informs us, Lib. xx. ¢, 6. Autiq. Tud.

Verfo 30. Note 1. yens3s,; when fpoken of a. perfon, fignilics . good,
bountiful, courteons, or merciful ; but when it is a thing that is fpoken of,
as 1t 1s here, then it ignifics the fime with yenap® profitable, ‘which
comes from the fame Primitive, or elfe fomething like 1t, according as

. G the
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Chapter the nature of the thing is. Ferem. xxiv, 3, 5. good figs are called wra
XL xenst by the Septuagintyand Ezek. xxviil, 13. 4 precious fone, N3G yonsos.
AN oA ehylus, in Ariftopbanes, Ran, A iv. Sc. 2. {ays to Euripides: Tldw oY
dei yons) Koy s s Wemuft by all means [peak ufeful things. Whence in
tollowing Ages, any collections of ufeful things were called youmuafiia,
and the fentences mark’d 1n the margin of the Books with the letter X,
which needs no proof. So in Hefych. yencoe(for fo it is to be read and not
oisns) 1s Interpreted by xeiau@, and yonsir by xenoipay.  If this were
not a thing paft doubt, 1 would add the words of Suidas and Phavori-
aus;, but 1 muft not take up my own or the Readers time.  Zvys's yens;
therefore fignifies a profitable yoke, which is for the benefit or advantage
of thofe that bear it ; which the Aofaical was not, butas it is oppofed
to the Gofpel yoke, was of it fcJf unprofitable. For of what ufe were
{fo many facrifices, fo many taxes, under the naine of Firft-fruits and
Tithes, taking {o many journeys, and fo many Purifications, if we con-
fider them in themfelves? All that they ferved for was only to con-
{ume that wealth which was gotten with a great deal of pains, and to
render Life more troublefome, For thefe things did not of themfelves
make men good or acceptable to God. And therefore they were not
xonedy O, to fpeak in the words of Ezckicl c. xx. 25. they were precepts
that were not good. But the yoke of Christ is ufeful to him that takes
it upon him, many times in this Life, and always in that which is to
come, It makes men good, and well pleafing to God, and confers eter-

nal happinefs upon them.
1bid, Eaazesy 1 This 15 oppofed to the &slisuzre gnme of the Doffors
of the Law, which neither the antient ews nor the men of that Age
- wereable tobear.  This wasa moft heavy burden even to good men,
who were defirous to o ve every thing which the Law commanded,
and yet could not do . bt witha very great deal of pain and difficul-
ty; but on the other hand, nothing is more eafy to a good man, than
obedience to the Grfjel, which requires nothing but what all that are
good muft necds approve.  If any man thinks the precepts of the Gof-
pel to bedifhicult, heis il a bad man; and that may be fitly applied

to him,
Nulla eft tam facilisves, quin difficilis fict,
Quara snvitus facia,

It is ftrange that neither Grotius nor the Dodfor fhould perceive that
thefe things were fpoken in oppofition fo the Femifh rites.

CHAP
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H AP _ Chapter
C XII i,

V. 8. middle UR learned Author goes about licre to. con-AAJ
of Note a. fute H. Grotius, who thinks that by the Son of

AMan we muft underftand Man in. common, and
not Chrift. The whole {trength of the Doffor’s reafoning is from the
ufv of that phrafe; for all that he fays befides is fo forced, that the
bare comparing of it with what 1s faid by Grotius is enough to fhew
how much he is that great man’s inferiour in this debate. But how-
ever let us examin what he fays. I, Thofe words in the 6 Verfe, one
greater than the Temple 1s herey are not connefted with the following 8 v,
for the Son of Man 15 Lord alfo of the Sabbath, but with what goes betore;,
and therefore it is not neceflary that he who was greater than the Temple
and the Son of Man fhould be the fame, 1I. In Dan. vil. 13. the Son of
Man is taken for 4 Man, and not for the name of the Aseffias, what-
ever was the ufe of that phrafe in Chriff’s time. 1 faw, fays the Pro-
phet, in the night wifions, and behold theve came with the clouds of beaven
onc like the Son of Man, WIN 22, 1.¢. the appearance ofa Man. This
is known to be the conftant ufe of this phrafe in the Old Teftaments
and that Cbrift fhould fometimes ufe it in the fame fignification will not
feem ftrange to any, tho at other times he calls bim/elf the Son of Man,
or 4 Man. IIl. The phrafe for man in St. Mark does certainly figni-
ty for the good of Mansy to wit, that Servants might have reft, which
was the principal end of the Sabbathy, from whence 1t follows that man
1S Lord of the Sabbath, in this refpet, that he may either obferve, or neg-
lett the Sabbath, according as affairs, upon which his fafety de-
pends, require. For otherwife, if this had not been lawful, man
had been for the Sabbath and not the Sabbath for man 5 in as much as it
would have been his duty to fet lefs by his own Life than the obfer-
vation of the Sabbath. Thus, if there be a juft occafion, we are.
obliged to lay down our lives, rather than not obferve thofe precepts
of eternal equity and obligation, that are contained in the Gofpel ; be-
caufe the keeping of thofe precepts was the end for which God created
us. And yet they too, I acknowledg, may ina fort be faid to be for us,
becaufe, if they were but univerfally obferved, they would be a means
of making men happy both in this life, and everlaftingly in the other.
but the Sabbatical days of reft come quite under another confiderati-
on, and were not appointed for the good of the mind, fo much as of
the body. The Yews, according to the intention of the Lawgiver,
were bound only to obferve them fo far as they could without incon-
venience, and confiftently with felf-prefervation, Inall other cafes

G 2 they
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Chapter they were to have a greater regard to their life than to the keeping of
Xil. holy days. Dr. Hammond therefore has made an ill advantage of
v~ the ambiguity of this phrafe for the good of man, which docs not always
ignify the famce thing, Add to this that | have faid what Grotius
has upon this place, and then there will be no room to doubt but.
that this learned Englifh Gentleman has miftaken the true defign of'it,

Verf. 20, Notee, ] Few that are skilled inthe Hibrew, will aliow
our Azthor that D3 ¥ 0aRY be fkall bring forth judgiment un-
to truth is the fame with be fhall bring forth a truc judgment 5 for to ex-
prefsthis the Fews would fay r=ww vown &0uy be fhall bring fort)
the judgmment of truth, It 15 more probable that the Evangelift,who produ..
ces rather the fenfe than the very words of the Prophecy, exprefles
that which the Proppet calls to bring forth judgment unto iruth by &s6drnen
relow efs viz@-, and would be upderftood thus, to advance the Doétrine
of truc Piety fo as that it fhall prevail over-falfhood ; which is the
[ame, as to lay down that Doctrine in fuch a.manner as to make it ap-
pear truc. Undoubtedly that Dod&rine which is looked upon as.
true, mult be faid to have overcome ; and this is the only victory that
the Gofpel can obtain, to be looked upon as true. |

Ibwd. Noted. J This proverbial expreflion,. #ot to. break & bruifed
veed, nor to quench fmoking flax, is rightly expounded by Dr. Hammond
as well as by many others before him. [ add, that the Zatins much
after the fame manner ufed the phrafe extinguere extinéos, to fignify the
Killing or deftroying outright fuch as had before but little hope left of
fafety. Thus.the Writer to Herennius Lib, 4. 52. after he had told
how a City was taken by the Soldiers, brings.ina Woman depreca-
ting the Conquerors anger in thefe terms: Parce, @ per ea que tili duls
coffima funt 1 wia, mifeeie woftvi g noli extinguere oxtinfos. We be-
fieeh yous by all that you wount fwccreft iis life, to fpave and take, vity wpor
us, do not-refolve to doftroy thofe that are already destroyed,

Verll 24, Note £, ] What our Author has about the God Aenor, per-
haps lie took out of Selden de Diis Syris, Synt. 11.¢ 6.- where this
matter Is copioufly handled.  Certain ftis that Mr. Selden wrote firft,

‘Batboth of ‘them were deceived by a falfe reading in Pliny, whofe
wonds, 1n the valgar editions were corrupted.  Ip the Manufcript
.Copy there.is no mention made of the Cyreneans, nor of chor Deys,
as Salmafits 10 bis Plinian. excreit. p. 10, Edit. Uitraj. obferves, who
muft be confuited by-thofe that have a mind to enquire more through-
ly into this matter. - He thinks, and very rightly, that we.may from
the marks.that are found in-the old written copy read . the:words thaos s

4
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afferente; and this reading was tagen loto the context of the Paris Edi- Chapeer

tion, ann. 1685: X1l
fe will bear Likewife a difpute, whether it be a probable conjetture

of our- Anthor, that the Ekronites God Bedzebub was the fame.with the

Grecians Supiter,  For Fuper, a Deity among the Greeks, was as un-

known to the Poddiftines, as Dagon the God of the Philiftines was to the -

Greeks. It was a piece ot vanity in the poor {illy Greetans, rafhly to

think that their Geds were every where worfhipped, as I might. eafi-

ly.fhew if it wasa thing to bedone in this place: But [do not here

take upon me to explain the Greck Mythology.

Verf. 27. Note g | The Dodfor might perhaps haveadded, that the
whole of Chr1¥’s reafoning in this place confifts of Avguments ad bom:-
sem s, for there are feveral things here {uppofed as true, becaufe they
were believed by the Foms, whichare no where defignedly laid down
for certain by Chrift, nor any where confirimed by the Apoftles... Que is,
that there is fuch a political order amongit the Devils, as that one
rnjes over the reflt in the quality of a Prsuce, and vnder the name of
Beelzebub 5 which every one muft needs look upon:.as doubtful.  no-
ther thing 1s, that that political order fhould continue.for 2 great while
after that time, and confequently the Devils fhould have no civil dif-
fenfions.ameng themielves. It’s certain that the Perfrans, who cal-
led the Dewif by the name of Arimanes, thought that his Empire
would never be at an end till 1t was overthrown by Oremazes or the
good God,  See Stanley Lizilofoph. Oviental. Lib.1i. ¢. 6. And much fuch
ain opinion as tiis {eems to have been taken up by the Fews, who per-
haps had it from the Couideans, and, if we believe learned men; the
reft alfo of the Doctrine about the feveral orders that there are among
the .4agels.  ttmay be further asked perhaps, why Corift did not an-

[wer anobjedtion which calily {prings up in 2 mansmind vpon the read-
ing of this realoning ot his, For it might have been pretended by the
Poarifees, that this was only an artifice in the Prince of the Dewils to
expel his.fubjeét Devils for a little.time, who might afterwards cnter
In again unobferved and fettle him more fecorely in his Dominion ;,
and fo that there fcemed to be a diffenfion among:.the Dewils, tho
really there was-none,  But this pretence the-Doétvineof Chrift 1t &l
{ufhcicnely confuted 5 and his Refurrcétion, which. was purpofely m- -
tended as a confirmation of his Dofrine, put the matter. out of-all
doubt. For how.conld it be imagined that fo boly a Doftrine; confirm’d -
by-miracles from-Heaven, fhould owe its being fo univerfally fpreadtor. .
2 previous jngele and contrivance among the, Dewsls 2 This is.in effed}, -
the.but obcurely; fupgelted. by Chriff at the 33d Verl:

yeik.
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Chapter  Verfl 32. Note h, | It is very true that 937, which properly figni-
XIl. fies amord, istaken very often for a thing; but the phrafe to fpeak a
XN word 137 R was never ufed to fignify to doany thing.  The frft
therefore is very weil obferved by the Doffor, and demonitrated before

by examples at chap. vi, ver. 23. of this Gofpel.  But the latter no bo-
dy will ever be able to prove.  For tho =27 fignihes both merd and
thing, yet it does not follow that werbs of a near fignification, aspar-
ticularly that the verb =z to fpeak fignifies todo, nor can any {uchin-
ftance be given. It is true alfo, that thofc who fpeak words againft the -
Holy Ghoft do oppofe him  but the reafon of that is, becaule ez of the
abundance of the beart the mouth fpeaketh, and it is impoflible that a man
fhould fpcak vilifying words of thofe Miracles that arcwrought by a
divine power, but he muft have a defign to refift them.  So that our
Author, which I am forry for, hasnot in the beginning of this laft
Annotation of his, given us any Evidence of his great skill in Gram-
mar: What he fays befides is extraordinary 5 and no body, that I
know of, has fo happily explained wherein the Sin againit the Holy
Ghoft confifts. This Sin is excellently compared to finning under the
Law with a hand lifted up 3 which thofe were guilty of who, after warn-
ing given them, put an open contempt upon the Laws authority, and
fpake in reproachful terms concerning it, as we have fhewn in our
Notes on Numbers. For juft as thofe who are here faid to fin againft
the Holy Ghoft, defamed the Miracles wrought by Chrift 5 {o tholethat
finned under the Law with 4 high band derided the Miracles wrought
by Mofes.

Verl. 36. Note m. ] There are fome who would have Chriff toargue
here a minori ad majus, Q. d. If men muft give an account even of idle
words, much more muft they do {o ot flanderous [peeches, fuch as had
been utter’d by the Pharifzcs. But there is not fo much as the leaft foot-
ftep of this Zmdas in our Saviour’s words. And therefore I rather
think with Dr. Hammond that this word <epv 1mplies fomething in
1t morc than ordinary bad. For tho it properly fignifies idle, yet
according to ufe, which often ftretches the fenfe of words beyond
what is contain’d in their truc original, it may f{ignify fomewhat
more. When any man was {aid to be dgps, the only meaning cer-
tainly was not that he had a great dcal of leifure, which may be
true fometimes of good and indultrious perfons, hut that he was a
lazy, fluggifh, fupid Fcllow, as the word is rendred in an old Lex-
scon.  And {0 deyov piiwe 15 not only a wam or 1dic word, {uch as the
Difcourfe of trifling perfons is oftentimes full of; hut alfo a wicked
one, fuch as 1s a means of corrupting the minds of the Hearers, and

making




St. MATTHEW. 47
making them lazy and flothful, 7. e. hindering them from doing any Chapter
good works ; and asa confequence of that, occafioning their running  XIII.
headlong into all manner of evil pratices, And of this fort were the <~V
Difcourfes ot fuch men as the Pharifees, who, in refpe® of Piety,
might be juftly faid to be et flothful pesfons, performed no good
works, but were wicked themielves, and by their bad Converfation
kent others from becoming lober or {ferviceable. Their Difconrfes
were the Difcourfes of dsyor i dspiar duSedmn o 65 7l Sucolay degyiar
duiofey davles, bazy men (1n point of Virtue) aud [uch as induced
the Hearers tobe alike flothful.  'This Chrsft more than once upbraids
them with., See afterwards Chap. xxiii, 13. And in this place we
have aninftance of it in them, In their not only refufing to believe
Chrift themfelves, but ufing Arguments to perfwadc others that he was
not to be believed, whilft they wickedly afcribed the Miracles that were
done by him to the Prince of the Devils. So that [ fhould underftand
the word ¢y not only in a paffive, but alfo inan aftive fenfe, 7. e.
that Chrift {peaks of fuch Difcourfes as werc not only without the leaft
fpark of goodnefs in thew, but had a bad influence likewife upon
others. Thus the Dolrine of the Stoicks was by the reft of the
Philofophers called 2z 26y @, Inan altive fenfe, as appears from a
pallage in Cicero Lib. de Fato: Nec nos impediet, fays he, illa ignava
que dicitur vatio (appellatur quidem & Philofophts dgads a6 cui f3 parea-

s mibil et ommino quod agamus inwitd, S0 depys, of which o0 Is but
a contraction, isufed alfo atively. Helych. aeep's, deys ¥ ransey G-y idle
or mifchievous.

Verll 42, "Ex medmor 7is s | See my Notes upoa .4bd, ver. 20.

CHAP XIIL

Verl. 8. Y Ec my Citations out of Pliny, about the fruitfulnefs of
- Notea. %, Egypt, Africa, and Sicily, upon Gen. xli. 47.

l\,j Verle 12, 70gs 5 e ¥4, 10 tx{ ded ol da’ avgy. | 1. €.
de that makes an ill ufe of God’s benefits, fo as that they prove al-
molt infignificant to him, and makes little or no advances in-Piety,
fhall be fo forfaken of God, as to fall even from thofe firft beginnings

he has made in Viree.  Juft fuch another expreflion, but in a diffe-
rent cale, therc is .in Fuwenal, Sat.iii. verf 208,

Nil fm‘bm:r Codrys, quuis enim negat ? & tamen illud
LPerdidis wfelix totun nibil,

Verf;
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Chapter  Verl 21, Cvx ¥y¢ 5 pilar, | The fame Metaphor is ufed by Quin-
XU, tian, e precocibus ingenits, /afi. b, 1. ¢, 3. Nuir fubcst, fays he,
U\ werd wis, nec peattus ammiffis vadicibus, ut qua fummo folo [pavfa funt
' femina, cehorius fefe cffundunt 3 & imitata [picas boroule, manitus gri
Jlws, ante mefjon flavefomit. Their forwardidfs 15 uot the effe@ of any
ﬁ:tt!cd ﬂrengrb of Fudgpent, bit i y are ltke fieds Jeaitered vpon the fur-
face of tne ground , which prefently froot up before they bave taken any
Jooting 5 o like degy weeds growing amongst the corn, which vipen before
the Harvdst,

Jbid, The Exyelition of this Parable 1s fuil of improprietics of
{peech, fuch as i ther ordinary and datly difcom{e it is v for men
te be guilty of; but this does not make the fenic obfcure, becaufe
the thing is of it {clf fo very manifelt. We mult not theiefore cri-
ticize too much upon the words, but mind the thing it felr, Whesn
any one, faith Chrift, bearcth toe word of the Kingdom, and underftand-
cth 1t w0ty the wicked one cometh and catcheth away that which was fows
i bis beart: this 15 be nhich was fowed by the way fide. 1t is juit as if
he had faid, and his mcaning 15 no other than thisy *“ That whofo-
““ cver hears the Gofpel, and does not with all his heart entertain it,
¢ is not long obedient to it for the Examples and Speeches of wick-
“ cd men foon cngage him to return to his former evil comrfe.  This
““ man is veprefented by that part of the ficld which 1s by the way {ide,
After-the fame manncer the reft is-to be expounded.

Verfl 28. Note c.”] That the Phrafe exfeds dideor@- is a Hebraifm,
may perhaps be true; but that Criticifin is of no ufc here.  For in this
part of the Parable, wherc a Honfholder is reprefented as the Speak-
er, by a man-enemy is meant a suan, and not the Dewvil.

Verl. 35, & sy Hgsgirn, } [t 1s {trange that in the antient Copies,
ftill extant, there fhonld be no footfiep to be found of that reading
which is fo often mentioned by S. Jerom, and which gave Porphyrins
an occafion to cndeavour the lefleming the Ewairgelifts Authority,
I baye vead in fome Copies, fays he vpon this place, and perbaps any di-
ligent Reader may find the fame, 1n the place wheve we bave put. and the
vulgar Edition bas dictum elt por Prophetam dicentem y 7 fay, [ hawve
read i fome- Copres per Elaram Prophetam dicentem.  Aud becaufe no
Juch thing as 15 here mention=d was to be found m Maiah, I believe this was
taken away afterwards by fome prudent mony but I am apt to think that it
was at firsh written Yev dfaph Prophetam ( for the 77th Pfalm, out of
which this Teftimony ts taken, ws entitled a Plalm ot the Pronhct Afaph)
and that the fir§t Tranfcriber did not undeifland what was meant by Afaph,
out thinking it to be a miftake 1 the Writer, corvedfed it by putting Ifatah

i
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into its room, whofe name was more familiar and better known. Much Chapter

Jfter the fame manner he {peaks upon the 78:h Plalin g for all that XIII,

is there faid on this head feems to be truly S. Serea's, tho tiere be LAY

nerhaps, as Erafinus thought, a great deal of another man’s added
to that Commentary, It 15 faid therefore, fays he, 7 St. Matthew,
Hxc fata funt ut implevetur quod fcriptum eft in Afaph Propheta ;
Lut fome iginorant mer took that away, and cver fince that time, M ANY
Gofpels at this day have it, Ut impleretur quod didtum eft per Efaiaie
proplictam, tho it was not 1aiah that faid this, but Afaph. In a word,
that wicked wretch Porphyrius objecks this wery thing azaiaft us, faying,
Your Evangclist Matthew was fo iginorant as to fay, Quod feriptum eft
per Efaiam, &e. -t was an eivor in the Traunferiocys., who wrote
Ehiam for Alaph: for we kaow that the Primitive Churcnr was gaticred
out of ignorant and unskilful people s and fo reading in the Gofpel, Ut im-
pleretur quod feriptum eft in Afaph Propheta, be that firdt tranferibed
the Goficl began to queftion with himfelf, who fhould this Alaph the Prophet
be ? and becaufe be was not known among the People, thinkisng 1t to be an
crrory and going about to corve® it, committed one himfelf,  1f we believe
thofe who have made it their bufinefs to colleét the various Readings,
there is no Copy now extant but what wants the Prophet’s name. But
tho therc was a very important reafon for blotting his name out, the
antient Tranfcribers had none at all for adding ity which isa thing

that deferves our confideration, as well as what S. Ferom {ays belides
In that place.

Verf, g4, Tareidy, 1. €. Nazareth, where his Parents had fixed their
habitation. One and the fame man, as Cicero tells us, may have two

diftin¢t Countries. Lib. 2. de Legibus, Aunicipibus duc funt patric,
altcra nature, altera crvitaits 5 at ille Cato, cum offet Tufeuls natus,

populi Romani civitaten [ufceptus oft.  Itaque cum ortu Tufculanus cffet,
civitate Romanus, habuit alteram loci patriam, alteram jurts,  Strangers

that arc free of any City bave two Countrics, one where they weve bovn,
the other the City of which they are made freey as the famous Cato, who
having Leen bors at Tufculum, was admitted to the Privileges of 2 Roman
Citizeit: and [o being o Tufculan by birth, and by [reedom a Citizen of

Rome, be had oie Country which was bis native foil, and another where be
w5 aaturalized.

H CHAP.
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CHAP A&ilV.

V. 5. middle His obfervation feems to be taken out of 2. §tc-
of Nete a. | pheis’s Thefaurus, and with very little care: for

vohat 1s alcribed to Budsus, Stephanus {ets down
as out of the velgar Lexiconsy and thofewhich are cited tor the words
of Jieu.:p;m are wfjd.f.f.fss., and Buacus Interprets eg:€4la by pro-

S;f(fz facio.  So that it would have been better if the Doffor had left

out what he here fays..

C H A. PI ITT .

aDter Verf, ~. HP: :zimez | I do not think, with Grotins, and Dr. Hams-
XV,

inuitd, that there is any 1cfpect here had to a further

"~~~ iecond accomphlhmcnt of a Prophecy of Jfaiah, whofe words

LYy

contain not a Prediftion of any thing, but are onlyam;oof which he
gives to the Jewsof his time.  But the reafon of Chrzft’s uling fuch a
form of {peech, isthat Ifaiah, In defcribing the anticat Fews, did at the
{ame time e\a&ly reprefent the difpofition of theu pofterity, even
at that diltance. And therefore the word we:zirdi» here muft not be
infifted on, the meaning of ChviFs words bcmﬂl no other than this:
the Pro, it fjm-"r) frake that of your forcfathers wh ich may very well be apply’d
I0 Yo, SOm thm“ likc this we may read m Cicers’s Orat. pro Sextio
Cap. Ivii. wlhere that Prince of Orators tell us that a areat inany things
cut of antient ua”cd" furing his CF‘*iC were by f\.OF:HS and all the Ro-
n1ans accommod [cd {0 lh.ﬂ - and after hic hﬂ'l recited this Verfe, O in-
QEIIT ...,—ffrg;-'::f, sadins Gra, smmiinis leaefieii, with a few more, he
£003 6 Lnu: sud v m’f Hiismss roctd jrome 1. e, thefe thnSSdO
10 exaltly ut my c._L.,L.ut if the Poet had wrote about me oi1 [ct purpofe.

2 covld not poilibl: have devifed 20y thing more futable. And juft
L.,]th;hﬁhld here underitand Ifziih, to be ﬁgmatwc]y faid to have

hified that which did {o well agice to the Fears in the time of Chriff,
:s that if he had really had a u.fre:t to them, he could not have fpo-
Lenotherwife,

‘orll o, ;\nrre] I. The phrale to preceed ont of the beart does not
f any thinZ that hies hid in the heart to difcover it (cIf by
i ! ..-"amw buttokaveaTountain in the Mind, which isthe
ricinzt of all our tl.ough s And thererore it c:*not e gathered
-om thi phmﬁ: that dirs; -...z.,& i s place fizrifes any th I"I” MOIC
¢ thousnti. And indeed Chiili c:*':poff:alm mo{'f tlnn*"s which
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are conveyed from without into the body, to thofe which have their Chapter
rife from the Mind, whether they ave latent, or whether they manifef XV,
tiemielves by outward Actions.  Nor do evil thonghts lefs defilc a w~u
man whilit they remain fecrer in the mind, than when they are (xpief-
Jed mnwords. IL If there was a neceflity of proving that danrzisuol
iignifies Machinations ot Confiltations, the way would not be to conlider
the fignifications ot the Nz Aty @, but of the Feib draneyZazu, from
which the word dtansysuss fuediately comes, and which amongit other
things fignifies to confult,  Til. Our Authot’s reafoning frem the fins
herc enumerated being difpofed according to the order of the precepts
of the Decalogure, belides that it 1s overthrown by comparing this with
the parallel place 1n 5t. Mark, does by no means agree with St 27r-
thew’s way of writing, 1 which there is no fuch accuracy to be obifer-
ved, no more than in the other writings of the Apoffles, V. As |
donot deny but that part cof the Wickednefs fpoken of in Gein. vi. .
was the murders committed by thofe who lived before the Flood, oI
am far from thinking that this is the oxly fignification of thofe words
tue iindginations of the thoughts of the beart, and 1am fure it cannot be
proved to be fo.  Inaword, the Do or in this whole Annotation takes
morc pains, and ufes greater fubtiley than he needed to have done. It
wou'd have been fufficient for him to have fhewn that diargiruel does
not only fignify the thoughts of particular perfons, but alfo the confilta-
toiis of feveral perfons together, and that Chrift had a relpedt to
both, and by that word was meant all kinds of cvil thoughts and
wicked confultations,
Vierfoaz, Note £.3 I T have not that Edition of Pliny which onr
lezined Author made ufe of, nor Budens; but [ read the place in Pli-
iy, i tae late Paris Edition of A7, 5. Harduin, chus : Qui fultlus divi-
it cicniifundi Syria Pheniceinn volunt, & cflc oraniz snaritintiin Syl
s pars it Idwnea & udea, deinde Phanice, deinde Syrin.  Thafe
: ;‘.f.a.:f droide iigre fubtill y tell iz that Phanice 15 wmp}'djcrm’fcf 7 Spridy diid 5
e Soa-coust of Syriay of which Idumea and Jud.ca make a part, i Pla-
ity i Syrin e where the word circem(unds ignifies to be coint e or
Cniziaided) not eicompaled, as the Doffer and Plicy’s interprerey
L wiht, asappears by the following words, by which Phaciize i made
4 PRtot g, and not meerly a Countvy v hich Syria furrow 'l And
N2 rodion wiry the Pacaiciais are commonly callod Syeophoc ias,

1
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Chapter by Laertius in Proam. can be no more the Fews than the Egyptians,

YV Chaldeans, Brachmans, or any other Nation which were all called by the

wA~ Greeks Barbarians. 1 know the Fathers generally affirm that the Greeks

borrowed a great many things from the Hebrews s but I know too,

that the examples produced by them are not fufficient to proveit: for

the Greeks might as well be beholden for every thing that they in-

{tance in, to the Tyrians, Egyptians, or Chaldeans, as to the Fews or it

may be they might invent them thewfelves. Thisl could eafily de-
monftrate if this were a proper place for it.

CHAP. XV

Verl.6. I

™A H O Iwill not deny but that the Sadduces favoured
Note a. B

& Hcrod, and {o were Herodians, as Grotius has obfer-

P4 ved upon this place; yetITam inclined to think that
Herod is mentioned by name inflead of the Sadduces here in St. Aark,
by reafon he was a Sadducee or one that denied a future State ; and fo
it was all one for the Evangelilt to {ay Herod or the Sadduces. And
this feems to me to be the more probable, becanfe it docs not appear,
from the account we have of fJerod, that he had any opinion peculiar
to himfelf ; whereas that the Sadduces had {o is manifeft, which there-
fore Flevod vather feems to have embraced than the Sadduces any Doc-
trinc of his, he having none that was properly his own.

Verfl 10. Noteb. ] Between rbowres and emveds there is not the leaft
difference, they both fignify a veficl madeof twigs worked together,
and might be both of feveral fhapes and fizes.  And thercfore that
2spiv@- 13 ufed in one of the Gofpels and svets In another, fcems to me
to be by mere accident, not from any choice or delign of the Ewan-
aeliff. In the old GlofJaries, Kiew@- is vendred by Corbis, Corbula,
Qualus, Ciftay and mels by Sporta, Fifedla, Fifeng,  All which
words tho different in found have the {ame fignification.

Verf, 13. Note ¢, ] 1 fhould not think it at all ftrange if a Roman or
Grecian Writer fhould fay that Cafarea was in Syria;, becaule Palcftine

was reckoned by the Greeks and Romans a part of Syria. But a Chri-
fHian, that ufes to follow the cuftom of the Scripture, which always
makes a diftinétion between DN Syria and Canaan, would have fpo-
ken more accurately, if he had faid that Cefarca was in the territory
of the Tribe of Aanaffe, on the weit fide of Fordan in Paleftine or Fu-
dea, But the contention between the Fews and the Syriais, which he

afterwards mentions, was the rcafon doubtlefs why our uthor thus
{pake. |

Verf.
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Verf. 18. Ei w78, 4 6% mury 7 wree] Such another mewrouadiy I Chapter
have obferved in my Notes upon Gen. xlix. 8. which fee.  Had Inter- RVI.
preters taken notice only of this, they would never have denied Pe. ..~
trum and Petram here to be one and the fame man, viz. Sien, that
eminent Member of the Apoftolical Society, Confult Camiro in his
Preleét. upon this place, or In his Adyrothec. where he has put this
matter beyond all doubt.

Ibid. Note g.7] There are two things here to~be confidered in
ChrisPs words: 1. It muft be enquired what the demonftrative Pro-
noun av7is, which concludes this Verfe, isthe Relative to. 2. \Vhat
s meant by waw ¢ the gates of A As to the jurimcr, tho Ex-
pofitors generally agree m making evriis to refar to the Chureh, which
is 1ts immediate Antecedent, yet it imght be referred to waea the vock
upon which the Church is built, or to Peter the ApofHle 5 and this,
notwithftanding the Pronoun’s being ufually the Relative to the Noun
which moft ncarly precedes ity for 1t is frequently alfo to be join-
ed with that which is fartheft off, as Commentators have obferved.
See A vil. 19, 20.and x. 6. 2 Fob, ver, 7. And that here avic ought
rather to be referred to Peter than the Church, appears by the fcope
of Chrisi’s words: for his defign in this place, as the thing it {elf
declaves, and Camicro has fhewed, is to premite fomething iingnlar
to Peter, who was no morc concerned in the ftate of cthe furire Chicch
than the reft of the Apoltics.

2, The phrafe 7waz ad¢ cannot otherwife be interpreied than ac-
cording to theufe ot that phrale in Seriperre 1 which it occurs more
thanonce.  And we are not here to confider what the word Gates fig-
nifles when it is alonc, or joined with any other word, but what is the
meaning of this phrafc svraw £y for the fignification of that word
may be various, according as the place is in which it is found. Now
no body will deny that swaw &ds and portae moitts the gates of death avc
the fame 3 and this phrale the gates of death fignifies nothing but death
it felf. So Fob xxxviil. 17. Have the gates of death beci openned tmto thee 2

or haft thou [een the doors of the fizadow of death? So Plal. ix. 13. Thou th
Wfief e up from the gates of death, 1. ¢. delivereft me from death,  So
[fai. XxxViil, 10, Hezckiah being in fear of an untimely death, fays, [x
e Cittiing off of iy days [ fhall go to toe gates, Sa d.oe asitis rendered
by the Sttuagint, mediowwes 2y wvaas &ds, I [hall soto tiv gates of death,
So that tie phrafe s dde fignifies death it felf.

bBut what does ¢ briff then mean, when lie fays that tue gates of bell
fheuld ot preva) againdt Peter, or nob overcome bisn 2 namesy thiss that
the danger of 4 cortain and fpeedy death upon the aceount of his

' Preacit-
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Chapter preaching the Gofpel, fhould not deter him from dilcharging the of-
xVI fcem rofed on him, and f{o not dea:h it felf. So that Fefus in thele
A~ words promifes Peter, after he had profefied his belief that he was the
Af 17, that he i"nould be a foundation of his Church, and conftant

i- the profc Con of the Truth he had declived 5 which IL., tulfilled ac-
cordinzly s for Peter, a5 WCAIC told by Clincits Ep.c.v. ¢y tya 84S o
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ftanding hold faft his pious refolution.  Ifany doubt of the fignificati- Chapter
on of the verb zamguey, let them turn to the Greek lndexes to the firlk § XV,

books of Diodorus waf us, and the Roman Aatig, of Dien, Halicarn Tﬂmff VN
collected by Rbodoin s and Sylogns, where they will meet with

more cxamples than 1 2ay i,cwofzf But 1t occurs likewife in the
fame fenfe often in the veriion of the Sepruagint, | know very well,
that Interpreters commonly mﬂi'CL orthef words to prove the per-
petuity, 1f not allo the avazemazr napezcalility of the Church ;) but they
will never be able to cvince any fuch thing from this p! v“chw Giamsia-
tical reafons. The thing it it thews that the Clhurch is Inim.. to crior,
nor 1s there any mention made i tmsp < oferrors. That the Cinrch
has and always will cont *ne, | conot i the leaft doubt, becanlc of
the nature and force of thic Evanoelical Cevenant; but this cannot be
concleded from thefe words, in whicl it is much morc probable that
St. Peter is {poken of ; both what gocs before and vwhat comes after
belonging to bime and not to the Chureh,  However l[ubnnt the whole
matter to the judgment of the Learnced.

Verf, 1o. Note 0] I It 1s certain, T confels, that there was a
arcat difference betw cei ¢ that Perfon’s powm who is faid to have had
the key of the hortfe of David, m Ifmiab, and his who 1s reprefontad
in the Rewelation as carrying the key of D.wf::{ , bt it would Dbe hard
to prove this from the found of the phrafcs, if it were not otoririfc
plain and manifeft : for the key of Dawid is the key by which the
houfe of Dw?d was open’d and fhut, and therefore the fame 1Lll
the key of the honfe of David. Tho a key be an cnlign of power, th
Key of Davwid does not fignify the power of David him(clf, bt a
nower over the Kingdom of David,  OQur learned A:uthor is nOt al-
Ay lwppy in s fubtilties about little things, However Mr. Sel-
i has feveral Obfervations with refation t0_ this matter, Iib. 1. de
Syiedriis, c.tp. 1x. which thofe that will may read in himfelf.

1. Indeed for my own part, I do not doubt but that the Apofiles
C'E‘Tifl"*'tt_m.d the Government of the Churches to (inglc Bifhops, and ac-
cordingly that thefe ouglit to be reckon’d their Suceeffors 5 but as their
Gitts were pot alike, {o neither was their Authority cqual.  And
therefore w h'1tcv v I.u [} {ays to the Apoftles ought notplclultly to be

accommotated to Bk m, at leaft by the fame Rulc and in the fame
Latitude; £r ucmlly in this place, where Chrift promiies to 5t. Peter
anct the I Hes fomething extr mulum y tor the Confeflion madeby
St f' i the Mame of 4l the reft, no Grainmarian would fay that
L A mm 2eeeflors Were dll?':; incladed : and theretore the words
(! Lanto, il the thi aeis irlt proved by Arcument, be ap-

plicc .
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Chapter plied to Bifhops ; as if Chrift had by thefe words alone conferred ai
XVL cqual Power upon thie Apoftles and their Succeffors.  Cyprian, 1t's true,
v~ and fome other Biflops did {o intcrpret them, as if by virtue of thefe
words of Chrift they fucceeded in the Apofiies Rignts and Privileges;
but it were to be willi'd they had given their Grarmamatical Reafons {or

fuch an Intcrpretation of them.

Verf. 22, Note1.] Mr. Fuller is the firft that ever explain’d this
Phrafc right, Mifeell. Sacr. fib. il ¢. 2. where he fhews that the
word GOD mult be underftood, as if 1t were i o ©2l¢, God be
merciful or favourable to you, 1. €. God forbid it, and not be foangry
with you as to fufter you todo fuch a thing, See likewife H. Grotius,
who has confirm’d this in many places.

Verf. 24, Note 1.7 A Servant who 1s come to be under another
man’s power, no longer o wuarG- neorés 1. € 15 his own AMafter, as
Ariftophanes {peaks in the beginning of his Plutus. He muit do, not
what he might do, if he were frec, or what he thinks molt fit to be
donc, butwhat his Mafter commands him, without any rcgard to him-
{felf, He may be f{aid &mpriousus éavners that he fhould altogether de-
nend upon the will of another. In the {ame manncr Chrift here would
have his Difciples to refign themfelves ablolutely to the Will of God,
renouncing all their former Defires, and refolving both to do and
{uffer whatever God fhould think fit to require of them. To deny ones
{elf therefore is to conform ones {elt entirely to the Divine Will. In
the place which the Doffor cites out of Porphyry, the Phrafe mess durv
does not fignify to himfelf, but his own Houfe.

Verf. 26. Note m, ] Our learncd Author 1s miftaken, for nothing is
more common with all Writers than to join the Verh (s with
an Accufative Cafe, as H. Stephens, R, Conftantin, or any other Lexico-
grapher whatever will inform us, Thus St. Paul fays, Phil. 1i1. 8,
it mivrs o, 1 have loft all things s in which place thereis no room
at all for the Prepofition wrd, which is areftrictive Particle; for the
mcaning of the Apoftle is, that he had abandoned all and cvery of thofe
things of which he there fpeaks.- So likewife Dionyfius HalicarnafJeus
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