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A

VINUDTIECATTION

OF THE
Paflfage 1n Fofephus,
CONCERNING

JESUS CHRIST.

R HIS celebrated paffage has been
controverted greatly. Many have

engaged in the defence of 1it, as
aﬁ"ordma' evidence very favourable to Chrifti-
anity : while others have oppofed it as ftrong-
ly, and looked upon it as an 1interpolation and
forgery. Before we make any advances to-
wards the decifion of this controverly, it will
be proper to take a view of the Hiftorian, 1n
whofe writings this intelligence is found.

We thould confider the fituation, in which Jo-
B {ephus
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fephus was placed; the time when he wrote ;.
and the perfons, to whom he addreffed him-
felf. Tor he was 1n many refpefls particu-
larly circumfitanced; and his difpofition, and
purpofe can only be known from thefe con-
fiderations ; which if duly weighed will afford
oreat light to his hiftory. He lived at * Jeru-
falem, and was of the priefthood: but was
for a good while converfant i1n Galilee. By
thefe means he might poffibly have {feen {fome
of the apoftles themfelves: but could not
well have been unacquainted with many of
the difciples of Chrift, and with {fuch as were
of the firft profclytes to his religion. He muft
have heard of the miracles performed by the
firft preachers of the Gofpel; and of thofe
wrought by our Saviour he muft have had in-
tellicence from perfons, who were eye-wit-
nefies : for, as St. Paul fays, Thefe things were
not done in a corner. He appears to have been
a perfon of parts, and learning, and had made
a great proficiency in the ftudy of the Jewifh
law. When he was about the age of fiftcen
years, he entered himfelf among the Effenes ;

a et of alcetics, who affeéted a {fuperior degree

* Jofephus. Edit. Havercamp. Vol. IL. p. 2. 1 vita
Jofephi.
of
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of abftinence and purity; and were the moft
rigid obfervers of the Mofaic inftitutions. The
perion, under whoie tuition he hifted himfelf,
was one Banus, a man of a fevere and {olitary

way of life: who refided in the wildernefs, and
dealt much 1n ablutions. On this account he

i$ by fome {uppofed to have been a difciple
of John the Baptift. After three years refli-
dence under this mafter Jofephus returned to
Jerufalem, and aflociated himfelf with the Pha-
rifees : for he tells us, that he was determined
to try every fect; and to adhere to that, which
upon experience he found beft. A perfon of
this turn of mind, with fo much diligence and
curiofity, muft neceffarily have made fome
inquiry about Chriftianity and its do&rines.
Its profeflors were now very numerous ; and
the miracles exhibited by Chrift and his apof-
tles fufficiently authenticated. Numbers be-
lieved them, who did not acknowledge Chrift
as their Saviour; and Jofephus was un-
doubtedly of this number. For there is a great
difference between admitting the fa&s, and
making thofe inferences, which Chriftians draw
from them. Thofe who have called this hif-
tory in queftion, do not {eem to have con-
fidered thefe things ; which, if duly weighed,

B 2 might

‘ﬁf
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might have made them in fome degree abate
of their prejudices.

The perfons, who firft mentioned their fuf-
picions about this paffage, were Gifanius and
Ofiander 1n the ﬁxreenthﬁcentury. They were
followed by many others, men of great learn-
ing ; particularly * Jacobus Salianus, Daniel
Heinfius, Jacobus, and Ludovicus Capellus.
To thefe are added * Boxhornus, Salmafius,
Gronovius, Vorftius, IFrenfhemius, and Tana-
quil Faber. This laft was equal in learning to
any, who went before him, and 1s very diffufe
upon the fubje¢t. He pronounces confidently,
that the whole is a forgery 1: and he accord-
ingly afcribes i1t to Eufebius. This 1s very in-
jurious : for there is not the leaft ground to
furmife fuch a fraud in that learned father. I
am perfuaded, that he could not have ef-
fetted 1t. For how can we conceive it pof-
ible, when there were 1n his tuime o many

copies of Jolephus in different parts of the

* Daubuz de Teltimonio Jofephi apud Jofephum.
Vol. I1. Edit, Havercamp. p. 203.

+ With him may be joined Sebaldus Snellius, and
Blondellus, who have written on the fame fide of the
queftion.

world,
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world, to bring about fuch an univerfal inter-

polation. He could forge the words; but
how could he caule them to be every where
admitted ¢ for we have no reafon to think
that there 1s a {ingle copy, where this paflage
does not occur. But 1t 1s faid by the learned
Faber, that he has other reafons for his fufpi-
cions ; for the language is very like that of
Fufebius. To this Daubuz makes anfwer, that
no fuch likenefs fubfifts :+ and indeed, whoever
had brought fuch an allegation againft another
valuable writer, thould have given {fome inftan-
ces of this fimilarity. But from Faber we
have nothing to this purpofe. And whereas
he maintains, that the ftyle differs greatly from
that of # Jofephus; Daubuz thews in the moft
fatisfattory manner, that nothing can be more
fimilar. Of this he affords undeniable proof,
by examining every phrafe, and almoft every
word ; and fhewing that there 1s nothing intro-
duced in this lictle hiftory, for which we have

* Nemini profeCto homini unquam minus cum altero
convenit, quam Jofepho fecum, fi hxc Jofephi funt,
Tanaquilli Fabri Epift. pars prima. p. 129. See Jole-
phus. Havercamp. Vol. II. De Telftimonio Chrifli,

p. 207.

B 3 - not
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not good authority in other parts of the fame
author. To every {entence, and part of a
fcntence, he produces parallel *# paflfages In
the fame acceptation, and perfeétly analogous :
by which 1t 1s manifeft, almoft to a demon-
{tration, that the whole was written by the
{ame hand.

But as many ftill doubt, and cannot be in-
-cuced to think it- genuine; it fhall be my
cndeavour to conlider 1t in a new light; and
from the internal evidence determine the truth.
Scveral of our own Divines have had their {cru-
ples 1 and among thefe 1s to be mentioned that
excellent writer, Lardner. And it affords a
noble inftance of their uprightnefs, and zeal
for the truth, when they fet afide an evidence
{o favourable to their caufe, becaufe they
cannot 1n their confciences look upon it as au-
thentic.  They have certainly afted very
laudably: but I believe they would have en-
tertained a different opinicn ; if they had con-
iidered the temper of the times, and the dii-

pofition of the Jews, both when our Saviour

* They may be found colle@ed by Mr. Whifton in the
fitlk of his Six Diflertations, publifhed 1734. |

lived,
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lived, and when Jofephus wrote. TFor a great
part of the nation believed in the miracles
of Chrift; and looked upon him, as a pro-
phet. They likewife perceived, that many of
the prophecies were fulfilled in him. But he
was rejeted, he was debafed, and finally
crucified. He therefore 1in their opinion
could not have been their deliverer. But
though they could not allow the latter parc
of his charafter, yet, had they been called
upon, they would have admitted the former;
and have given atteftation to many of his ex-
traordinary works. Among people of this clafs,
I think, we may rank Jofephus: and if this be
truly the cale; let us {ee, if there be any thing
in this epitome of our Saviour’s life and cha-
racter, which a perfon {fo circumftanced would
not have faid. I will lay before the Reader
not only the controverted paflfage, but part
alfo of the preceding and {ubfequent {ections :
that the manner of 1ts introduétion, as well as
its connexion, may be feen ; as thefe are cir-
cumfitances, which will be confidered in the
courfe of this treatife,

B 4 Jofephi
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Jofephi Antiq. L. XVIII. C, III. § 2,
p. 876.
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§ 2. Morecover Pilate took in hand the making
of a watercourfe to [upply the cily Ferufalem :
the expences of which were defrayed from the
treafury in the Temple. The beginning of this
watercourfe was about two bundred fledia from
the city. But the people in gencral were not
pleafed with the operation : and great nimbers of
them got tagether, and with lend clamours infifted,
that be fhould defift from bis defign.  Somne of them
went fo far as to attack bim with ill language
and yeproaches; as is wfial with the populace.

| | Pilate
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Pilate upon this fent a large body of jbldiem:,
difeuifed in the very babit of the people, with a
kind of bludgeons concealed under their cloaths
who were [0 placed, as to furround them. He then
defived the people to retive : but finding that they
perfifted in abufe, be gave a fign, which bad beern
previoufly agreed wupon, o the foldiers, who felf
upon the rioters, and carried their chaftifeinent
farther, than Pilate intended ; making no diffe-
rence between thofe, who were quiet, and thofe, who
were turbulent : but beat them all alike. The
f'i’efw.r on the other band made no overtures of
fubmiffion; fo that being unarmed, and f[et upon
by people preparcd for that purpofe, many of
rhewmn awere left upon the [pot dead ; and others,
who got off, were very much wounded. And thus

Ihe turiiilt cezz_/?:’d :

§ 3. About this time appeared in the world
Yefus, e man of wifdom, if it is juff to call biim
o man. For be was a performer of extraordi-
pary operations : a teacher of fuch perfous as
gladly received the truth. He drew over to bis
doflrines many of the Fews, and many of the Gen~
siles.  He was the fame as is called Chrift.  And,
when wpon the acciufation of [ome of our prin-
cipal people, Pilate had condenned bim to be cru-

| | crfied,



S & S
cified, thofe, who bad been before attached to
bim, did not fail to fhew the [ame regavd after
bis death. For be appeared to them upon the third
day reftored to life : all which, with numberlefs
other wonderful circumnftances concerning him, bad
been foretold by the f[acred prophets. And there

is a fet of people, [from bim denominated Chrif-
tians, which are extant at this day.

§ 4. Moreover abont thefe times another un-

fortunate civcumflance greatly diftreffed the Fews -
and there bappened alfo  fome wery fhamcful
practtices in the T emple of Ifis at Rome. T will
Jirft make mention of the daring impiety committed
at the {acra llaca; and afterwards proceed to
what happened to the Fews.

What I fhall immediately take into con-
fideration, 1s the tranfcript concerning our
Saviour: though both that, which precedes,
and that, which comes after, will be taken
notice of in the courfe of this treatife. In my
verfion I have admitted one or two pafiages in
the common acceptation : from which I fhall
be obliged to deviate, when I come to treat of

thofe particular parts. My purpofe is to {earch
1nto
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into the internal evidences, with which: thig
hiftory is attended : to confider the fituation of
the Jews. in general, and of Jolephus in par-
ticular, and of their difpofition towards our
Saviour and his miracles : and laftly to fhew,
that there is nothing in the account tranfmit-
ted of Chrift, the man of wildom, but what
an hiftorian {o fituated, and circumitanced, as

Jofephus, may be fuppofed to have given.

Tiveras 0 xaTa 7810y TOV Ypovoy Inoes, oopog
avng, Eys @udoe aUTOY AEYEW X En. At this time
Fefus appeared to the world, a man diffinguifbed
for bis wifdom ; if it be right to [peak of hinz
amerely as a man.

I cannot perceive any thing exceptionable
in this defcriptian: for even the moft bitter
enemies of Chrift, who attributed his wonder-
ful works to the Prince of darknefs, yet bare
witnels to thofe works; and acknowledged,
that what he did, was {uperior to human
power. Jolephus therefore, who lived after
this inveteracy had in fome degree fubfided,
may, 1 think, eafily be allowed to have given
this charalter of our Saviour. Tanaquil Eaber

differs froam me greatly; and fpeaks of the,
whole
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whole paflage about Chrift, as the compofition
of an * i1diot. He excepts to the part above:
and thinks 1t ftrange, that Jefus fhould be
fpoken of in {o unbecoming a manner, and re-
prefented, as Incus wis, one Fefis, I know nos
who. ‘Thus the Author’s credibility is called
in queftion, fometimes for {peaking too much,
and fometimes too little, like a Chriftian. But
Faber’s zeal tranfports him too far: for the
word Tis 1s not to be found in Jofephus: and
if 1t did occur, I cannot think, that it muflt ne-
ceflarily bear this conftruction. Jofephus ad-
drefled himiclf to perfons, who were not ac-
quainted with the hiftory of Chrift; and might
very properly have faid Inezs 7i5, as Eulebius
feems to have read it. I cannot thercfore fee
any thing 1in the paflage, either as it really
itands, or as he quotes it, to which we can
reafonably objeét. He likewife finds much
fault wicth the expre{ﬁon ELyE avd‘em QUTOY AEYELY
~ent if we may call biim a man: for from hence,
he thinks, the hiftorian muit have {uppofed
him to have been a God. But this is bringing:

* Quid dicas aliud, quam eum, a quo hzc fcripta funt,
s axgey pweiws eaacws, Fabri Epift. pars prima. p. 125.
See alfo Jofephus. Edit. Havercamp. Vol. 2. De Tefti-
monio Chrifti. p. 269.

| modes
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modes of {peech to a fevere teft, which the‘jz"
can never abide. There are 1n all languages
idioms, and phrales, which muft be taken
with fome limitation. If a Lover calls his
miftrefs a Goddefs, we muft not fuppofe, that
he thinks her immortal; or that he prefents

her with real incenfe and oblations. Our Sa-
viour fays of John the Baptift, that he was &

prophet, yea more than a prophet. Yet who

ever thought that he was an Angel or Di”vinity?

By thefe words was only meant, that he was -

fupenor to the prophets, who had gorie before
him.,

Hy yop wapadofwy spywy w'om":"m‘: For be was a
performer of wonderful works.
‘This likewife was a truth, to which his moft

bitter enemies muft have given atteftation. A

Chriftian Writer would probably have fpoken
of thefe works by the LErms -3a¢u‘z.‘¢:zmwy EQYWY -
but the purport is the fame: and the account
{o unexccpric;riable, that we need not, I thould
think, hefitate about it. Neitther Julian, Cel-
{us, nor Porphyry, ever difputed the miracles,
faid to be done by our Saviour: they “lnight.
therefore readily be allowed by Jofephus.

Ajdecpios

!
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Aidaaialos anan‘wv TWY ﬁé‘ovy v aAnln JEXQF;E:
vy e

This to fome people has appeared the moft:
exceptionable part of the whole. Yet we find
here a manner of {peaking, which is common
with Jofephus, as the learned Daubuz has ob-
{erved. Of this he produces many inftances.
% AiTiov J W Twy wv9fw7rwv TWY ﬁé‘avy OEX OMLEVWY THS
royss.—T Twy Bareurwy ndovy dexopmevwy (vus Aoyss ).
---i tHé‘op*p YL THY CALOKT IV, wy AEYO0IEV, stxawo.---
§ Dsyomevs TNy iXETEIOLY ‘ﬁcfavp. Daubuz fays:
Phrafis eft Jofepho, 1mo Jolepho Antiquitates
{cribenti, peculiaris. The term xanfaz, which
is of the {fame purport, as 7o arnfes, occurs
often in .the writings of the Apoftles. It was

an expreffion, of which our Saviour continually

made ufe; for axxdaa, the truth, i1s often put
for the Gofpel doétrine. | St. Paul afks the
Galatians, who bath bewitched you, that you.

* Antiq. L. 17. C. 12. p. 864.

+ Antig. L. 19. C. 2. p. 934.-

1 Antiq. L. 18. C. 1. p. 870.

§ Antiq. L. 18. C. 4. p. 877, Many other inftance#
are produced by Daubuz to authenticate this mode of ex-
preflion. Sece Havercamp’s Jofephus. Vol. 2. p. 223.
and Whifton’s firft Differtation.

| Galatians. C. 3. V, 1.

Jhould
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Jfhould not obey the truth 2 * Ewvery one, fays our
Saviour to Pilate, that is of the truth, beareth
my wvoice. In confequence of this fome have

thought, that in the words of the paflage above
there is an allufion to thefe terms fo often

made ufe of by the Apoftles. If this be the
cafe, Jofephus by faying, that Jefus was—
OideaRaNos mv@ewwwv TWY ﬁﬁoyy 7 e Anl O OfLEVWY,
may be fuppofed to alt, as an hiftorian of
Greece would have done, if he had been to
mention Zeno the Stoic: and had defcribed
him, as didaoxares avbowmrwy, Twy ndovn To xaioy,

R TO WPETTOV, Jsxap:zuwv: In all Whi(_:h {ome pPar-
ticular terms would be alluded to, which were

peculiar to the {e¢t 1 delcribed.

But, while Jofephus 1s fuppoled to ufe the
language of the Apoftles, does he not fpeak

the language of the times, in which he lived:
and was not exnlee, the truth, a common term

among the Jews for religion and morality:
‘The Hiftorian has been thought to expreis
himielf too much like a Chriftian: and in

® St. John, C. 18. v. 37.

- 4 Quid werwm atque decens curo et rogo, et omnis In
hoc fum. ‘ HoRrRACE.
Inter Sylvas Academi quzrere weram. 1bid.

5oL 6 .. tcrms
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terms foreign to a perfon, who was not of that

community: and upon this account great pre-
judices have been conceived againft the paffage

in queftion. But I believe, 1t will be found,
that both the Apoftles, and Jofephus, fpake
equally the fame language; and availed them-
felves of terms in common ufe among the peo-
ple of Judea: which terins were far antecedent
to Chriftianity. The word 7Ziruth was taken
with 2 oreat latitude ; and occurs continually
in the Scriptures under different acceptations :
{fo that we mult not wonder, 1f a Jewifh writer
made ufe of an Hebrew idiom. It is faid in
the Plalms, * I bave chofen the way of truth.—
+ And thy law is the truth. The Author of
the book of Proverbs fays, 1 [ave I not writ-
ten to thee excellent things in counfels and know-
ledge, that I might make thee know the certainty
of the words of truth. § The lip of truth fhall
be eftablifbed for ever. || Geod fhall fend forth bis
mercy and truth. ™% They are not valiant for the

* Pfalm 119. Vv. 30.

+ Plalm 119. v, 142,

T C. 22. v, 21I.

§ Proverbs, C. ra. v. 19.
{| Pfalm 57. v. 3.

** Jeremiah, C. 9. v. 3.

C truth
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truth wpon the ecarth : for they proceed from evil
to evil:  and they know mnot ine, faith the Lord.
In this laft inftance the proplhet plainly {peaks
of perfons, who were deftitute of divine know-
ledge, and loft to all virtue. Paflages to this
purpofe might be brought in great numbers,

were 1t neccfiary to produce them.

What was the purport of the words axnfeic
and 7o aanfes, In the times of the Apoftles, and
of Jofephus, may be beft known from the ver-
{ion of the Seventy s and we may at the {ame
time {ce, with what latitude they were taken.
IYor the Septuagint was a kind of ftandard for
the Greck language, when the Apoftles wrote,
and in general ufe among the * Jews of all
parts. The Apoftles quote from 1it; and 1t
was often copied by Jofephus. In fhort i1t may
be cifteemed the fountain, from whence they
all drew. In confequence of this we find ac-
cording to this verfion, that ainfue 1n Pro-
verbs is put for £, integrity : for where it
1s {aid in the original, | Better is the poor, that
walketh iy bis uprightnefs, it is rendered in the

* See Juftin Mart. Dialog, cum Tryphone. p: 170.

+ Proverbs, C. 28. v. 0.
Greek,
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Gl"(i‘&k, XOEIT T LY WTWX 05 TWOPEVOLENIS €Y 9:.?...?,95:;,, Tn
* Ifaiah «anfas 1s put for 218, Accordingly
the words, Ve way fuy, (bat bozs suff, are ren-
dered, Ke: SQUVMLEY, o7t o:Anlns 50V ]ob 1S men-
tioned as (@ ) perfectus, et reltus:
which we tranflate | @ perfed?, and juft man. In
the S(:‘V(fnt}" 1t 1s rendered mﬂemrog CLRDLIL0G, R
ernlivos. It is {fometimes {ubitituted for the

Hebrew oM, faptens. I 7 cannot find any
-wiﬁ’ Al czmo;zgyazt > Qu V&2 Euew}cw EY fo.w a:;)\-;qg.sg.
It occurs alfo for 3y, bonus. Ifaiah mentions
people, § who walted i a way, that was not
gaad >0k 2 Ewagsugﬂa‘osv éJc:J m}‘mgwy s The ]ﬂ{_e QC-
curs 1n the writings of the Apoftles. Axsfeic
is by St. Paul ufed for juftice, and oppefed to
| eedizie. And St. John inftead of f{faying,
iny judgment is juff, keeps to the Hebraiim,

L =

and {1ays, my judgment is true. ¥V I upiois n
epun oanbas esw.  Juftin Martyr defines philofa-

* Ifaiah, C, 4z. v. 26.

4+ Job, C. 2. v. 3.

So C. 6. v. 25. Howw forcible are right wordi 2 enuavs
aryBive. *

1 Job, C. 17. v. 10.

§ Ifaiah, C. 65. v. z.

| Corinth, C. 13. v. 6.

#* John, C. 8. v. 16.

C 2 ' phy
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phy to be the knowledge of aanbax, or truth.

* Dirocopia prev—ctemwisnpen 54 TE  0VT0§, HXb  TE

as?&ngzg.

From what has been faid, we may perceive,
that this was a term in common ufe; and that
among other things it betokened wiidom,

| juftice, found doétrine, and morality. We
mufit not therefore think, that Jofephus in his
application of it made ufe of a phrafe, which
was at all foreign to his character, or incon-
fiftent with his fituation. If there be any
thing in it favourable to the perfon, whom he
is defcribing, this muft not be excepted to,
becaufe he was not himfelf a Chriftian. The
officers, who were fent to feize upon our Sa-
viour, came back in admiration of his wifdom.
+ Surely, {ay they, wever man [pake like this
man : and yet we do not find that they were
converts. How often do we allo read, that
1 the people were aftonifbed at bis dofirine : § and

® Dialog. cum Tryphone. p. 103.
+ John, C. 7. v. 46.

i Matthew, C.7. v.28. Alfo Mark, C. 1. v. 22,
and C. 11. v. 18.

§ Matt., C. 32. v. 33.
she
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the multitude were aftonifhed at bis doflrine :
* And they were aftonifbed at bis doflvine, for bis
word was with power. And yet we are not
told that the people fpoken of were his difci-
ples. We may therefore fairly allow Jofe-
phus to mention Chrift as a prophet of truth,
xot didacraros avlowmwy Twv mdovn Tarnbn Jexo-
povwy'  and a teacher of thofe, who were well
inclined to religion and virtue.

The learned Dr. Foriter made an alteration
of Tarnfa 1nto +~'=xbn; by which was meant,
inftead of things, which are good and true;
things which are flrange, new, and T uncominon,
But this 1s contradictory to all, that precedes.
For what has been mecentioned, was certainly
meant by way of commendation. It is befides
inconfiftent to defcribe Chrift, as a man of wif-
dom, and fomething more than man; and
then to add, that he was merely a teacher of
novelty to people, who loved ftrange doltrines.
The alteration 1is certainly very ingenious:

but there is no more occafion for it, than there

* Luke, C. 4. v. 32.

+ See a Differtation publithed upon this fubjeét, print-
ed at Oxford, 1749, by Dr. Forfter of Corpus Chriitj
College.

C 3 1S



is authority : and it is repugnant to the whole
tenour of the hiftory. ”

Koo morhgs wey Isdouss, morAgs de nas 74 ‘EA VxS
cwnyayevoe.  And Fe drew over many of the fews,
aire! seany alfy of the GENTILES.

So 1t is underftood by * Mr, Whifton:
and he has the authority of Rufinus, Epi-
phanius Scholafticus, and FIreculphus L.ex-
ovienlis, for this interpretation. In objec-
ticn to this paflage I'aber and many others
maintain, that there 1s no account of our Sa-
vicur’s making any profelvtes among the Gen-
tites ¢ all his Iabour was cxpended upon the
loit fheep of the houfe of Ifrael. But in the
time of Jofephus there were numbers in dif-
ferent naticns, who had been converted by the
Apoftles. If therefore the interpretation above
be true, the Hiftorian places to the account
of Chriit thofe, who were afterwards won over
by his difciples. If this be the cafe, we may
perceive an errour into which a Jewifh writer
micht have fallen: but Eufebius, to whom
the whole is injurioufly afcribed, as a forgery,
was too well informed to have been guilty of
fuch a 1 miftake. DBut as far, as I can judge,

the
* VWhifton’s firft Diffcrtation, p. 4.

+ But after all, do we not go too far in this notion ?

'The
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the paffage 1s not truly underftood, and con-
fequently not properly rendered. "T'here were
in the time of the Apoftles, and during the
miniftry of our Saviour, Jews, devout men,.
who came occafionally to Jerufalem from every
part of the Roman Empire. Thefe were for
.the moil ftiled Helleniftae; and are often
oppofed to the Izdxios, or native Jews. Such
probably were Softhenes, and Nicanor: even
* Luke may have been of that number; and
doubtlefs there were many more. Ior befides

The principal object of our Saviour’s mifflion was certainly
the houfe of Ifracl. But we cannot {uppofe, that he ex-
cluded others, who believed, and defired to be of his fold.

What are we to think of the Centurion, whole fervant was-
healed :* and of the woman of Syrophenicia? St. John
mentions a nobleman (avie Facidixes) of Capernaums;
who believed, and all his houfe. Are we certain, that he
was a Jew ? Even among the Apoftles, was not Simon the
Canaanite originally a Gentile? By his fecondary name
there is room to fuppofe it. It 1s faid, Matt. C. 4. v. 24.
that our Saviour’s fame avent (not only through all Judea;
but) throughout all Syria: and they brought bim all fick

people that aere taken with divers difeafes, and torments
and he bealed them. Were none of thele belicvers ? He went
more than once acrofs the lake into the region of the Ga-
darenes, and of other pcople, half pagan, Here he pro-
bably made {ome profelytes.

* He was born at Antioch.

C 4 the
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the twelve Apoftles, and the feventy Difci-
ples, there were five hundred, to whom our
Saviour appeared at the fame time. Many of
thefe were probably of this clafs. This dif-
ference among the firft profelytes to Chrifti-
anity is mentioned very early by the author of
the Aéts : who takes notice, that the Helle-
niitae thought, they were in fome degree ne-
oletted, and were accordingly jealous of the
native Jews. ¥ Evyevero qoyyvopmos Twv EAAnviswy
TROS  TES :Erﬁfmag. Thefe ar¢ thC pCI‘fOI'IS, I
unagine, whom Jofephus defcribes under the
chara&ter of wz¢ 72 ‘Eanmmxz. He ufes the
term Izdeiwoy much 1n the {ame manner, when
he is fpeaking of the Jews colletively: and
he accordingly, when he is treating of Tibe-
rius, tells us, - sereves way 1o Isdwixoy Tns Puung
anwerelavas 1 be ordeved the wbhole body of the
Fews to be drivemn from Rome. We {hould
therefore for the future render the pafiage,
xees 7wOAAZS ey Twy ladoiwy, woAAYs de xxs 78 EAAye
VIXB ETNYAYETO, He won over 1o bis dolirines
many of the native Fews, and alfo many of the
Hellenifte, wha were of other countries.

* A&s, C.6. v. 1.
+ Antiq. L. 18, C. 3. p. 87¢g.

‘O Xpisos
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‘O Xpi50S oUTOS NV

By this the Author did not mean, thaf he
elteemed Jefus, as the Mefliah : but only, that
he was the perfon called Chrift. We may form
a judgment of his meaning from the manner
of his exprefling himfelf in another place, when
he is fpeaking of James, who was put to death
by Herod. IHe ftiles him * adiapoy Incz =z
AEYOLEVE Xess'z: the brother of 76:/?15, who was
called Cbriff. Many, I am {enfible, have
thought, that this expreflion O Xpisos curos nw,
was certainly the inditing of a Chriftian. But
1t muft be confidered, that Chriftus was a well
known title of our Saviour even among the

Gentiles : and as Jofephus had mentioned him
by the name of Jefus; he could not avoid in-
troducing this fecondary appellation to diftin-
guith him from others of the fame name. For
befides Jefus, the fon of Nun, he mentions 1n
the courfe of his hiftory many others {o called.
We read of Jefus, the fon of Saphat: Jefus,
the fon of Jofodec: Jefus, the {fon of Gamala:
Jefus, the fon of Gamaliel: Jefus, the fon of
Damnzus : Jefus, the fame as Jalon: Jefus,

the Prefect of Tiberias: to which lift others

* Antiq. L. 20. C. 9. p. g76.
might
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might be added. To {fay therefore, Jefus
the fame as Chrift, was very natural; and
alimoft unavoidable: {o that, I think, this ob-

jection has no weigit. We may therefore al-
low Joiephus .to have exprefled himfelf in the
manner above mentioned: and yet the teiti-
mony of Origen, and that of * Theodoret, may
have bcen very true: lIwenwor 7ov ‘Efozior 2
Jegaf.ﬂ'gm: TO Xfls‘m:mxw }Lf?eU'y‘U;Cﬁ: That 70_/&’_’}9!{’??(5
the Ilebiecw never was a convert to Chriftianity.

Iraber uniformly quotes this paflage, cures
av 6 Xesoss; and interprets 1t, This was the
Meffich. From hence he argues, that if Jofe-
phus were the Author of this account, he muit
have been a prolelyte. But as Origen and
other Writers aflfure us of the contrary, he in-
fers, that they could never have {cen this ac-
count of our Saviour. It was not therefore
extant in thelr times; or at leaft 1n their co-
pies. But with fubmiffion to this learned man
I muft infift, that he does not give the true
purport of the words. Yor the whole, that
the Author means, 1s, as I have above fhewn,
that Jefus, the man of wifdom, was the fame

perfon as Chrift.

# In Comment. ad Danielem {fub fine.

It
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It is neceffary to confidcr farther, to whom
Jofephus addrefied himfelf in this hiftory.
Does he not tell us, that he wrote principally
for the Greeks; and in the next place for the
Romans ? To what pofiible purpofe could it
have been, if he had told cither of thofec na-
tions, that Jefus was the Mefliah ? They would
not have underftood the term: and it would
have {erved only to have embarrafied the hif-
tory. DBut of Chrift, whom they often {tiled
Xensos and Chreitus, they had heard. 'To be
told, that Jefus was the fame perfon, afforded
matter of conlequence, which they could eafily
apprehend. Faber is therefore certainly in the
wrong in tranflating the term Chniftus Adeffiab,
and making inferences in confequence of his
tranflation. For though the terms may pofii-
bly bear the {enfe, which he gives them: yet
they undoubtedly here fhould be taken in a
different acceptation. If an ancient writer had
tranfmitted to us the following hiftory of Phe-
tecydes Syrus, in what manner fhould we in-
terpret the particular part, which was defligned
to diﬁingUiﬂl him? Tiveros & xatoe T2vor Top
- xeovoy Legexudng Tis, o5 weph THs Twy Ofwy Jonoucics,
Xoos  wWEQL F‘UQ“”’ PNy  TWOAAX a‘uvsyea:v.lzsp* O

Svgos cvros nv. What 1s the meaning of the

laft
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Jaft claufe, o 2,up05- % T AL Certainly that he was
the perfon called Syrus. Had any- thing elfe
been intended, it would have been exprefled,
oUTOS MY T YEVES Eueog, or, 7o eBvoc }:ugag : and all
ambiguity would have been * prevented.

We may perceive, that great part of this
difpute has arifen from the word Chriftus being
liable to a twofold acceptation. It is fome-
times wntroduced as.a name, or title of diftinc-
tion : at other times it relates to the high
office and {piritual unétion of the Mefiah.
When a writer mentions Incav 7oy Asyopevor
Xeisov, he makes ufe of it merely as a name,
to point out more particularly the perfon
fpoken of, and to diftinguifh him from others
fo called. But when Origen tells us of Jofe-

les, gy smiseuoey e85 Inozy, W Xf:;op, he alludes

® I have mentioned, that Tanaquil Faber quotes it
always ‘Quraog wv & Xeiross  This was undoubtedly a flip of
memory : but it has perhaps ferved to confirm him in his
opinion. For, though I may appear too refined, yet, I
think, much depends upon the collocation: and the
terms, ‘O Xgiros buTos wy, COnvey to my ear a very different
meaning, from the fame inverted, and rendered, ‘Oyrog

ny 6 Xcbsoge

not
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not to the name: but to the divine office and
charaéter of Chrift. The Writers therefore,
who . fpeak 1n this manner, do not fay any
thing, from whence we may infer, that Jofe-
phus did not believe, that there was a perfon |
named Chriit ; but only, that he did not be-
lieve in him, as the Mefliah. The Jewifh
hiftorian might fairly fay of Jefus, ¢ Xpisos
¢uros nv, icil: AEYOLLEVOS this was the peifor
named Chrifi : yet might be very far from be-
lieving in him, ws Xeisos; as a Divinity: and
as the great Prince and Ruler fent from God.
When thercfore Tanaquil Faber infifts from
the Words of Grigen, that the text in difpute
could not be 1n his copy of Jofephus, he cer-
tainly argues from a wrong principle: {or there
is no rcafon to make any {uch inference. In-
deed from what Origen fays in the fame paf-

{fage, we may be pretty iure that he had feen
it. And if I may in my turn be permitted to
make an inference from an Author’s omiflfions,
I will infift, notwithitanding the f{ilence of Ori-
gen in this place concerning the celebrated
paflage in Jofephus, that he was no ftranger to
it. On this account I will quote his words at
larce. Ide is fpeaking of James the Juft; of

'WhOI’l"s
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whom he gives the following character. * So
very confpicuous was this man among the people
for bis wirtues, that Fofepbus, who in twenty
books comprifed the antiquities of bis nation, trying
to find out fome caufe for the calamities of the peo-
ple, attributes all that the Fews (uffered,. together
with the ruin of their Temple, to the wrath of
God, on account of their wickednefs in having put
ihis man to death ; who was the brother of Fefus
called Chvift. nd what appears moft extraordi-
nary i this biftorian, is, that though he does not
adinit Fefus, whom we woifbip, to bave becn the
Chrift, (or Meffich) 5 be neverthelefs affords this
teftimony 1o the vighteoufinefs ¢f Faires. INow 1t 1s
to be oblerved, that there 1s no part of Jofephus,
cxcepting the pailage in difpute, from whence
Origen could have made this inference, that the
Author did not look upon Jelus, as zhe Chrift.

* Ems Tosevoey oc 3&5?.&@92‘5# &Toc Iﬁxmgag §Y TW Aol ET Ot~

MLIOoUYN, &3 OruBioy Twonmov avmygﬁxlzcw'rm EY Es»0C% BsGAm;g TN
Tuowisyy Agpyreciodoysayy Ty aiTioy TRLUSTY TS ﬁaha‘uswv TS T
roieure weroslevas oy A0V, WS Xk Toy Yooy ravaora@nrat,
EIOGMEVELE NOLTE  JANVIY Qe8 TavuTe VTG ATHITHREVL, it e £45
Im}:mgw, TOY ma:?E?b.$OP Inog 8 AEYOLLEYE Xer.s'"a_, O GUTWY TET0A
prpeve, Kot 7o Sacu‘uass‘o:f ESEVy OTH 'ra;r Inosy ‘;J{Awlf 8 uxra-
é\EEm#EPGQ ciyees Xeis'av, BOEY NTTOY Imzmggx Sxccioouny ElacepTVonoR

sowoavryve  Comm. in Math., C. xiii. 55. p. 230.
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In this paffage the Fliftorian f{ays, that he was
the fame perfon, as Chrift: and that a fot of
people called Chiriftians il remained: in
which account he tacitly excludes himfelf from
being of that number. ‘There is not a fyllable
elicwhere mentioned, from whence Origen
could have made fuch a deduction. IHe muft
therefore of a certainty have {feen this hiftory

of our Saviour.

But let us proceed to a ftriture upon Jofe~
phus, f{imilar to that above, from another part
of Origen. * This Writery, though he did not
believe iz Fefus, as the Chrift, or Mcfiak, yet
when be was [earching out the caufe of the city’s

[ 4 > £
® 00" avreg, nairoiy: amiswy ww Isog ¢ Xpirw, Cirwe
£
Ty astiey T4 Twy legocoAvmuy wrwoews, e T w2 Nag
3 SO e
xmgmgso'smg, EVY CLUTOY E3TTEbyy, CTé 7 23T T2 408 emibzAn
TUTWY asvice YEyole Tw Aww, ETE CTEXTewvay 7oy TooQ4Tivom
€ " "
pevoy Xeisovt  Ode, nas womwep anwy, ¥ parveay Tys ainleics

N, 2
VEIomEIos, QrCE TAUTR a*vy.@e@nmva:,i Tobs looxiusg HeT exgiun-

o laxwes Te dixais, 6¢ nv woiADog Inocs Te Asyopere Xoise,

.r.?rzsé‘mrsg TGy OIAXIOTATOV QUTOY VTR CLTTELTEIVCLY LEireg ouy
Sz leenwbor avycagnmvm AEYEL TOkG I3dzcioie  Tav EQRLWTHY  TNG
tlrgaﬁahxg, WG LY EVACYWTEQOY Ne Igcuy Tov Xeisov 78T
@mazsw VEYOVEYX I, Origen. COI’IC. Celrn Ll ) g P- 35- Edlt.
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rain, and of the defiruétion of the Temple, ought to
bhave acknowledged, that all this bappened on ac-
count of theiv injuftice towards Fefus 5 and of their
baving flain the Chrift, who had been foretold by
the. Propbets. But he acceding in fome degree,
though, as-it were, unwillingly, to the truth, [ays,
that all this evil came upon the fews, as a judg-

ment from God, for their bebaviour towards Fames
the Fuft; who was the brother of Fefus, called

Chrift. For they put bim to death, though be was

confefledly a man of the maoft confummate virtue.
If then be could attribute the defivuition of Feru-

falein to * Ffames, with how much more proprie-
ty might be bave afcribed it to the death of Fefus
Chrift? We find here, that Origen fcems to
blame Jofephus for not attributing the evils,

* Origen did not confider, that Jamecs furvived our
Saviour many years: and people, who {uppofe calamities
to be judgments from God, gencrally refer them to fome
recent inftance of wickednefs and injuftice. QOur Saviour’s
death was rather at too great a diftance from the deftruc-
tion of Jerufalem to have it in gcneral referred to as the
caufe. Not but that this calamity, and all that the Jews
fuffered, came upon them for having rcjeCted the Mefliah.
T'heir having f{lain the juft one was the true caufe of their
ruin. But as they knew not the perfon, they were equally
ignorant of the caufe; and referred their misfortunes to
another original, |

which
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which the Jews experienced, to Chrift, rather
than to James: for he was a perfon of more
confequence; and their outrage to him more
heinous. But how could he have expeéted
any fuch thing from this Hiftorian; 1if he had
never fthewn, that he was at all acquainted
with Chrift ; but only had mentioned his name
incidentally ? Origen thinks the behaviour
of Jofephus wupon this occafion ftill more
{trange, as Chrift had been foretold by theé
Prophets. But the Hiftorian muft have fhewn

that he was acquainted with our Saviour’s

charaéter; or how could he have known, that
it was conformable to the prophecies, which
had preceded. When this learned ¥ather
tells us, that Jofephus did net believe in
Jefus, as ¢he Chrift, fome may perhaps think,
that he formed his judgment from the words
41:!5‘5}@0; Incg 78 AEYOLLEVE Xe:ra : which by d per-
{on, who believed, would have been rather
exprefled Ingz +3 Xeigz. From hence he may
be thought to have concluded, that Jolephus
was not a Chriftian. But St. Mathew ufes the
fame terms, * Incgs o Aryomevos Xpi50§ 3 and no
one can {fuppofe him to have been an unbeliever.

& C.1. v. 16.
D Origen
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Origen muft therefore have formed his opi-
nion upon other grounds: from the evidence
of the Hiftorian in the paffuge, which 1s the
fubje& of debate. The very words of Ori-
gen, ‘O ¢ avuros, XoiToYE amiswy Tw Ince we Xess'c:r,
wherein he intimates, that Fofephus did not
believe 1 cfus, as the Chrift ;5 fhew, plainly,
that the Hiitorian did in fome degree be-
lieve ; and that he had afforded evidence of his
belief. 'This 1s manifeft paft all difpute.

We may then be aflured, that Jofephus
had siven an hiftory of this divine perfon:
and Origen had certainly feen 1t: as 1s plaia
from what has preceded.  Otherwife he
would not have blamed the Hiftorian for not
mentioning Chrift, as the caufe of thefe cala-
mities ; but for not mentioning him at all.
The firft was only a wrong inference; not fo
much of Jofephus, as of his countrymen; and
of little confequence. But the latter, had it
been true, would have been a fatal omiffion;
and an unpardonable defect: for he, who
knew {fo much of the difciple, could not well
be ignorant of the Mafler; and fhould have
taken proper notice of his charatter. All
which 1n reality we find done. Ornigen there-

fore
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fore was acquainted with this paflage: and as
he tells us more than once, that Jofephus
never admitted Jefus to have been the Saviour

of the world, he fhews plainly how he inter-
preted the words, ‘O Xpisos suros nv.

Kai curoy, evdetfes vwov mpwrwy avdowy wop ;‘aw,
savpw emireTipnxotos ITLidarz, 2x tmwaveavro orye
wowTor aurtoy ayamwncwvres,  And wbhen Pfklfc’,
PO an éccafatian of the principal peifons among
the fews, bad condemned bim to be crucifieds
thofe, who had from the beginning [bewed their
regard for bims fill perfifted in their affefiion.

All this is very confiftent with the true hif-
tory, of our Saviour: and there is nothing 1n
the defcription, but what may be attributed
to Jofephus. = The learned Daubuz here, ag
in every other part of the narration, fhews
the conformity of this with other extraéts
from the fame writer; bringing indifputable
authority for every word, and every phrafe.

. . ¢ ]
E@oyn yop curols Tourny ixwy nuegay waliv Lwys
Ty JEHOU WOOPNTWY TRUTE TE X&s AANG pUQIE FLUMAX -
Cice WEQE QUTE EPNUOTWY' 1§ ET vur Ty Xpisiavwy

amre T2de wyomalomevwy 2x ameAime vo Quiov. For

D 2 be
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be appeaved to thewt upon the third day reftored to
life, according to the predifiions of the facred pro-
phets; who bad foretold this; and many other
wonderful circumflances concerning bim. And to

this day there exifts a fell, who are from bim de-
nominated C *”'{/}Zﬂﬂj

This teftimony of Chrift’s refurreftion, and
of his appearing afterwards to his difciples,
has been by moft people thought very fufpi-
cious: and their fcruples have been increafed
to an uttcr difbelief by the account introduced
of the prophecies, which foretold thefe events :
and befides thele, arre puvpia Sevpacio, many
thorfands of wonderful circumitances, which
vere fulfilled in Chrift. I muft confels, that
{for many ycars I afforded no credit to this ac-
count : and i1n confequencc of i1t gave up the
whole, as an interpolation; 1t {eeming to me
inconceivable, that this could be the attefta-
tion of a Jewifh writer. But upon a more
mature conflideration, I have been obliged to
alter my opinion: for I found, that my pre-
judices arofe from my having confidered the
‘paflage fingly, as it is generally quoted ; with-
out any regard to the fituation of the Hifto-
‘riani; or to the age, in which he wrote, or to
the people, to whom it was addrefled: all

which
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which circumftances require our attention

greagly. 1 fhall therefore take in a larger
field ; and hope, by comparing this extratt of
Jolephus with various paffages both 1n facred
and profane hiftory, to obtain fuch internal
gvidence, as fhall determine the truth,

‘The principal obje&ion, which people have
made to the account above given, 1s, that Jo-
fephus could not have afforded this atteftation
about our Saviour, unlefs he had been a
* Chriftian: and we have good affurances,
that he was not. Now on the contrary I am
perfuaded, that many would have given a like
teftimony, had they been called upon, though
they were not of the Chriftian community.

For all, that we have here told us, 1s, that Jefus
was an extraordinary perfon, and wonderfully
endowed : one, who had this immunity above

¥ En enim, utrefte ab homine Chriftiano dlcctentur,
ita a Judwco Sacrificatore fcribi quis credat ? Tannqml
Fabri Epift. p. 131. Mr. Whiflon is of the {fame opinion.
He thinks, that Jofcphus could not have given this cha-
racter of Chrift, unlefs he had been in fomc dcgree a
Chriftian : He accordingly fuppofes him to have been an
Ebionite or Nazarene. See Six Differtations, p. 57. and
p. 60,

D 3 others?
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others, that his body was not confined to the
grave; but was raifed upon the third day. ¥
make no doubt, but that many of the chief
priefts believed 1t: the foldiers certainly did,
who guarded the {epulchre, yet we never hear
of their becoming profelytes. They gave their
atteftation to this great event : and 1t
was undoubtedly believed by many others ;
and why not by Jofephus? When Herod, the
T'etrarch, heard of the fame of Jefus, he faid,
* This is Fobu the Baptiff : be is rvifen from the
dead : and therefore mighty works do [fbew forth
thenifelves in hiin. We find, that he believed
in Chrift’s miracies ; and 1 the pofibility ef
his refurrettion, before it happened: Why
then fhould 1t not be believed, when it really
came to pafs? Herod doecs not in the leaft
hefitate about the truth of thefe things: and
yet he was no more a witnefs to them than Jo-
{fenhus.  The Jews 1n general were under the
like conviction: and they perceived, that
many of the prophecics were fulfilled 12 Chuift.
‘Thofe, who had fcen the miracle of the
loaves and fithes, {aid, | This is of a truth that

¥ Mathew. C. 14. v. 2. Mark. C, 6. v. 14. 13.
+ John. C. 6. v. 14.

Piopbet,
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Prophet, who fhould come into the world. By
this was meant the Prophet, who was foretold
by the {acred writers. In another * place,
upon hearing his wi{dom, the people cried
out, of a truth this is the Propket: that is, the
perfon foretold: by which they fhewed, how
much they were convinced, that many of the
prophecies were in him fulfilled. Jofephus
believed in the Prophets. Speaking of him-
felf in the third perfon he fays, + Twv e un
sepwy BiCAwy B Myvosk Tas WPUPNTEIRS, WS XY RUTOS
TE WY 'Isesug‘, KOs tlseswv EXYOVOS He was ilﬁ’t‘ef:-
[farily acquainted with the prophecies in the boly
Scriptures, being himfelf a Prieft, and by defcent
of the Priefthood. e moreover {aw plainly,
that the Prophets had foretold the downfal of
Jerufalem, and ruin of the Jews; though he
was at a lofs to account for the true caufe.
He accordingly in his {peech to that infatuated
people, during the fiege, makes ufe of thefe
remarkable words. jj The 8% qié'.'s TXS TWY WK~

* John. C. 7. v. 40.

+ De Bello Jud. L. 3. C. 8. p. 246.

1 Ibid. L. 6. C. 2. p. 375. He mentions Daniel’s
prophecy of the deftruttion of the temple; but thinks,
that it referred to the firft temple. Ant. L, 12. C, 11,

D 4. Aciwy
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ARy WROPNTEY OVAYQRPASy Kb TON ETIPPETOVTE
™ TANLOVE TOAES NPT a0V #G7 EVESWTO » Wba 1§ ZZ?E;’G'
fo little converfant in the writings of the ancient

Prophets, as not to fee, that all the predetermined
evil, which was foretold, is now coming dowin
upon this uunhappy place 2 By the particular
time, in which our Saviour appeared, and by
the wonders, which were authenticated con-
cerning him, he muft have been affured, that
he was pointed out 1n fome degree, as an ex-
traordinary perfon: juft as John the Baptift
had been, who went before him. He indeed
could not bring himielf to believe, that he
was the Mefliah Prince: for that obftacle was
a general ftumbling-block, which few could
oct over. He might therefore very ealily fay,
that the Scriptures in many places pointed out
fuch a perfon, as Chrift appeared to be:
though he {fet afide all thofe paflages, which
related to his kingdom: And he might allow,
that the prophecies foretold his wonderful
works, which were performed in fuch num-
bers. As to the terms, aire pupia Javpecie,
they are colle&ively a. Grectan. hyperbole,
adapted to the perfons, for whom he chiefly
wrote, Whoever is at all acquainted with the
Greek, and Roman languages, muft know, that

3 by
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by wvese and mille 1s denoted a * large but in-

definite number ; and that 1t was a common
mode of expreflion.

We muit confider Jolephus, as a perfon re-
duced to a ftate of doubt and uncertainty:
who could not extricate himiclf from the ge-
neral embarraflment of his nation. IHe was
well verfed 1n the Scriptures; and knew the

¢ It does not always fignify a large number ; at leaft
not a number at all adequate to the true purport of the
word ; which means ten thoufand. Homer fays of the
Liclirygons,

QoiTwy i@gl‘u.,ﬂl Acisoriyores airoliy axAAos

Mugios——
Odyff. . v. 119,

Jofephus has a fimilar paflage about the populace at Jeru-
{alem, who came to impede Pilate’s works. It is in the
account before quoted, p. 8. He ftiles them worras po-
gmé‘sq avBpwrwy, many myriads of men. If we werc to take
it literally, what number of myriads fhall we deem
many? Suppofe we go aslow as ten: thefe amount to
one hundred thoufand: or to five; thefe will make ffty
thoufand.” And after all the whole number might not be
above five or fix hundred. From hence we may perceive
that by uveie is only meant zarzy indefinitely : and by
pvgie adae Savpocie, many other auonderful things. We
muft not therefore fuffer this expreflion to alarm us.

Muvgic, oA Ax. Hefych.
| . purport
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purport of the prophecies, and the * expefta-
tion of the world. But at the very tlme_, when
he, and the chief of his nation, were in hopes
of a mighty deliverer; they {faw their temple
burnt, their country enflaved, and the Jewifh
polity ruined. They had been told, that a
Lawgiver thould not fail in Judah, until Shiloh

came. But a Lawgiver did now fail: and

though they looked round, no Shiloh, no Sa-
viour, appeared. The Chriftians indeed {aid,
that they had found him, as he was prefigured
by the prophets: and the perfon alluded to
was ccrtainly a wonderful man, sye avdoa avroy
Aeyeiv xen. DBut he was crucified: and though
he rofe from the dead, yet he did not fave
their city, nor deliver their nation. He could
not therefore in their conception be the Mei-
{iah. Many of the prophecies might relate to

him, as an extraordinary | perfon: but thofe,

* De Bello. L. 6. C. 5. § 4. p. 3090.

+ Dr. Forfter cannot be brought to allow this: i1n
confequence of which he alters the words 7wy Sawv weo@n-
7wy O 7Twy sa‘wv**z?'gaq‘)ufrwr, w]iich he tranﬂates, their own
preachers, that 18, the Chriftian preachers, bawving reported
all thefe things concerning Fefus. p. 41. 4z. But furely

this 1s too forced : and at the fame time without any
authority,

which
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which feemed to promife a triumphant Prince,
were looked upon as foreign to his chara&er.
They probably allowed hium to be the prophet,
who was to arife like unto Mofes: and to be
the man of forrows, pointed out by Ifaiah:

but they would not admit, that he was the /ios
of the tribe of Fudab : the anocinted Prince of
Daniel, and other Prophets, of whofe kingdon:
there was to be no end. Of this we have a re-
markable inftance in the hiftorian, of whom we
are treating. He confefies, that before the
deftruction of Jerufalem there was a general
expetation of a great perfonage, who was to
arife : that he was foretold in the Scriptures;
and was to have dominion over the whole

world. To all this he exprefsly bears witnefs.
But as he lived to fee his Country ruined, he
cannot be perfuaded, that this divine perfon
was to be of his own nation: however deter-
minate the prophecies may have been. He
acéordingly {ets afide all the paflages in Scrip-
ture to this purpofe: ana thinks, that the
Jews were wrong in their application. The
particular prophecy, to which he alludes, he
looks upon as a dark and doubtful oracle: and
it was certainly fo to him, and to his country-

men in general : but to many 1t was very falu-
tary,
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tarv, and clecr. It was like the cloudy pillar,
which was pluced between the Egyptians and
the Ifraelites: * Iz was a clowd and darknefs to
them : but it gave light by mnicht to thefe. All
this was owing to the Jews not knoWing the
nature of Chrift’s miffion ; nor of the Deliver-
cr, who was to come. Had our Saviour, in-
ftcad of fpeaking about a new law, and a {pi-
ritual kingdom, given out, that he came as a
temporal Prince; all Judea, and Syria, and
every neighbouring ftate, would have come
under his banner. The power of Rome would
not have been able to have thaken him. But
for another caufe came he into the world;
which was ill underftood by the people, to
whom he was {fent. Hence they admitted the
prophecies partially, as their idea of him wag
partial.

As ‘the evidence of Jofephus ig of great
confequence concerning the general expectation
of the Jews at this time; and the deliverer,
who was foretold; 1t will be proper to give
his words at large. We fhall from them per-
ceive, the difficulties, under which he labour-
c¢d, and the opinions, which he entertained.

#* Exodus, C. 14. v, 20,
T'e



[ 45 |
¥To dt 571'9’;3&9 oLUTHS RN b5t 'zﬂ?oc TOY TWOASWOY ¥
AOKTHOS OUPIGONDS, OpOSWS £V TOIS KECOIS EVQRMEVOS
'yea,up.a:a'w' WE HETO TOV xmeaﬁ' EXEIVOV QTD TNS HWOXS
TIS QUTWY cpfet TNS oixzpivns.  TETo 01 pey ws oixnsiow
sbeaabor, xwt woAAos Twy codwy emAavnlioy wWED
v xpiciv.  Ldniz dapx wros Tav Ouseraciavz To
Aoyiov nyiuomsav. x T A, Fbat raifed thein to this
pitch of rafbucfs, [0 as to enter into wiar wirh the
Romans, was an ambiguons prophecy, fouud, like
that above mentioned, i the facred <writings :
which foretold, that a perfon out of their countiy
Jhould bave dominion over the whole world. The
people took thisy as velating particularly to their na-
ton : and many perfons of experience were miftaken
in their interpretation. It in veality related to the
dominion of Vefpafian. In the above we may

* De Bello Jud. L.6. C.3. §4. p. 5g0. Percre-
buerat Oriente toto vetus et conftans opinio, cfle 1n faris,
ut eo tempore Judxd profelti rerum potirentur. Id de
Imperatore Romano, quantum eventu poftea patnit, pra-
ditum. Suetonius, in Vefpafiano. Tacitus [peaks to
the fame purpofe. Pluribus perfuafio inerat antiquis fa-
cerdotum libris contineri, co ipfo tempore fore, ut valef-
cerct Oriens, profeftique Judz:a rerum potirentur, &c.
Tacitus. Hift. L. 5. C. ¥3. p. 562. Sce alfo Zenaras,
Vol. 1. p.575. “Q¢ opfa w5 amo ans ywews auvrwy T3

BILRILEVN e K T A

{ce
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fee the force of prejudice in a Writer, who was
otherwife a man of {enfe, and learning; and
well fkilled in the Scriptures. ‘The pro-
phecies about this perfon, who was expected;
were very many in pumber; and foretold
plainly, that he was to be of the feed of Abra-
ham, of the tribe of Judah; of the houfe of
David, and to be born at Bethlehem. Thele
with many others equally explicit, are over-
looked by Jofephus; who refers to one pro-
phecy only; as if there had been but one to
this purpofe. Even this he does not name :
but fays, that it was doubtful, and mifapplied,
merely becaufe he was himfelf bewildered, and
in a ftate of perpiexity. And then, contrary
to the exprefs ® purport of the prophecy, he
refers it to an alien; in whofe life there was
not a circumitance, which could be made to
correfpond. This thews his great uncertainty of
mind at this {feafon in refpect to the oracles of
his Country.

However, while we are blaming the Hifto-
rian, is he quite fo culpable, as we may at
firft apprehend? While he 1s ftraining one

prophecy, and one onlyy in favour of his Ro-

* His own words Ard, amoe T¥S Yweas Tis QUTWY aefm.
man
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man Patron; 1is not the reafon of it this; that
he faw, the others could not be made to agree :
and that many of them related to a different
perfon; to a teacher of truth, a preacher of
righteoufnefs; to one, who rofe from the dead :
TWY FEIRY TWEOPHTWY TARUTX TE& Rl (LULLO AN S'rx.uyac-
Chee TrEQL QUUTE ELPNXOTWY. And here let 1t be ob-
ferved, as Jofephus was a Jew, that all, he fays
in regard to Chrift, 1s not by any means fo
extraordinary, as his application of this one
prophecy in favour of Vefpafian. Why then
fhould it appear firange, that he, who applies
this prophecy to a Roman, fhould {ee, that
others were fulfilled in Chrilt, to whom they
really related ?

As to the miracles of our Saviour they were
univerfally credited by the Jews: nor could it
have happened otherwife. Juftin Martyr tells
Trypho more than once, that the Jews, how-
ever obftinate, knew, that Chrilt rofe from
the dead: and that many of the prophecies
were fulfilled 1n him. * Exadn EYVWORATE XUTOY

* Dialog. cum Tryphone. p. 117. Edit. Benedidt,
Ov peravonocate, y..-:t.ﬁnwsg KUTOY CLVOLSTOVTOL EX VEXPWY e
He fpeaks of the refurreftion as well known.
ibid. p. 20z.

QYRS OLYT O
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pyasoyte £x NEXOWYy Motk avaboyre € ToY zooLVO, we
Bi  TEOENTLIXE TWEOELNVVOY PEVAGOMENDYy U= (LETE.
soncere, x v A. If thefe things were known to
many of the Jews, why fhould we think it
ftrange, that {ome fhould atteft, what they
knew. All had their prejudices: but they
were not in all alike violent. There were un-
doubtedly a great many, who faw thefe evi-
dences for Chriftianity, and would have come
over : but they knew not how to give up the
religion of their fathers. I have mentioned,
that Flerod made no doubt about the miracles
of our Saviour; though he might probably
think, that they were the effe&s of magic.
Some faid, that they were the operations of an
infernal Spirit @ but this was {till allowing thc
facts. * IWhen Chrift cometh, {aid the people;
will be do wnere miracles, than thefe, which this
sian bath dome? Some faid of our Saviour,
T he is a good inan : Others [aid nay: bat be de-
cerveth the people » that 1s, he telleth them, that
he is the Mefliah promifed to the world. And
why, as this was {upported by fuch wonderful
evidences, was it not believed ? Becaufe he

* John. C. 7. v. 31.
+ John. C. 7. v. 12,
Wag
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was meek and lowly ; and had nothing about
him {plendid: and moreover {aid, that his
kingdom was not of this world; which was
not to be reconciled +with their prejudices:
Many of the Jews upon this account were as
inveterate againft him, as his difciples were
zealous 1n his caufe. They fhewed uncom-
mon bitternefs, and tried to infnare him in

his words; and at laft brought him to a
fhameful and cruel death. But there was a

third {ort between thefe two extremes:; which

confifted of a large party in the nation. Thefe
faw the fanctity of his manners, the excel-
lency of his doftrines, and were aftonithed at

his miracles. And though they could not allow
him to be the Chrift, who was to come, yet

they efteemed him, as fomething more than
man. Many imagined, that there were two

different perfons pointed out in the {acred
writings : the one a great Prophet, a worker
of miracles, and preacher of righteouinefs:
the other a viétorious Prince, who was to free
them from the bondage of the Romans, and

whofe dominion was to be over the whole carth.
They thought, that the former character

might be applied to our Saviour: though

they were ftill flaggered about many appear-
3 RNCES,



[ 50 ]

ances, which they knew not how to reconcile.
Such, I imagine, was Nicodemus, and Jofeph
of Arimathea: fuch alfo Gamaliel ; and many
of thofe difciples, who upon a time deferted
their * Mafter. Many of the firft converts
after his death had been previoufly in this
ftate of mind. Thefe, though they were not
confirmed 1n their faith, yet yielded to the
evidence of their fenfes. In confequence of
which they believed in part; and admitted the
prophecies partially : and had they been
called upon to give an account of Chrift, they
would have afforded much the fame hiftory,

as 1s given by Jofephus.

Such was the middle party among the Jews.
It confifted of a fet of people in a ftate of
fufpence: who though they were not enemies
to the Gofpel, yet could not bring themfelves
to accede to 1t. Amongit the people of this
clafs we may place the Jewifth Hiftortan. He
{faw the truth, but at a diftance; probably not
having an opportunity to better inform- him-

‘ ? JOhIl- Ci 6- Vs 66l
{elf.
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felf. The misfortunes of his country, and
his early avocations, ptevented his being fiif-
ficiently acquainted with the excellence of
Chriftianity. He feems to have been placed;
as the learned Rupertus obferves, in confinio
lucis, upon the confines of light : and the evi-
dence which he has given, though it 1s not that
of a Chriftian, yet 1s it far from the teftimony of
an inveterate enemy. He was taken prifoner
very early at Jotapata, and remained in the
hands of the Romans: which for a long time
precluded any intercourfe either with the Jews
or Chriftians,

But it may be f{till urged, that this tefti-
mony is after all too grofs to be admitted: it
being paft comprehenfion, that a Jewifh Prieft
(for fuch Jofephus was) fhould give credit to
the refurreftion of Chrift, and to his appear-
ance among his difciples. I anfwer that there
is nothing in it ftrange; 1f he had received
the evidence from good authority: and his
office, as Prieft, gave him the beft opportunicy
to- inquire, and to be informed. Many of the
Jews thought, that our Saviour was Elias:
others, that be was Feremias, or elfe fome

E 2 other



L 52 ]

other * Propbet, who was rifen from the dead.
Why then, as I have before urged, fhould we
think 1t impoflible for people to believe his re-
furrection, when it was really effected ; if they
had thcfe notions antecedently ?¢ Tertullian
fays, expréfly, that Pilate in his public adts,
whichi he fent to 1+ Tiberius Cafar, mentioned
both the refurreCtion of Chrift, and his being
afterwards converfant with his difciples. for
forty days. This may appear difficult to be
believed : and yet we cannot fet it afide with~
out running into a greater difficulty; for how
can we fuppofe, that a writer would dare to
falify the public records at Rome : and frame
a device, which could be fo eafily deteéted.
Hle could not do any thing, that would more

# Mathew. C. 16. v. 14.

Others fay, that one of the old Prophets is rifen again.
Luke. C. g. v. 19.

+ Speaking of the darknefs at the crucifixion, he fays,
Eum Mundi cafum in arcanis veftris habetis. He
adds about Chrift: Cum difcipulis quibufdam apud
Galileam, Judx= regionem, ad 40 dies egit.—Ea omnia
{fuper Chrifto Pilatus

Cefari tunc Tiberio nunciavit,

Tertullian Apologet. p. zo. He lived towards the latter
end of the fecond Century.

effeCtually
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effectually ruin his own purpofe. It is juft as if
an Hiftorian now were to appeal to an Act of
Parliament of James the Firft : or an LEdiét of
Henry the Fourth of Irance. Should fuch an
Act, or Edict, not exift, his reputation would

be immediately loft; and every purpofe de-
feated. If Pilate then gave any credit; why
may we not allow the {fame to Jofephus? We
are oftentimes too foon alarmed: and imagine
difficulties, which do not exift. Thus the
learned Daubuz feems to have had his {cru-
ples; and in confequence of them he makes
ufe of an ingenious conjeéture, to make this
hiftory more plaufible. Epaphreditus, wha
encouraged Jofephus to write his Antiquities,
was a libellis to Nero: and lived to the time
of Domitian. The learned Commentator
above thinks with fome reafon, that he was the
fame as LEpiphras, a Chriftian, the difciple of
St. Paul. He moreover nmagines, that the
Fliftorian inferted this paflage about our Sa-
viour in ¥ compliment to him, Others in like -

| manner

* Philemon, v. 23.
Huic igitur Epaphrodito, quod effet Chriftianus, blan.
dire cupiens Jofephus, hoc de Chrifto teftimonium et
| E 3 Potuit,‘
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manner have thought, that Jofephus might not
have been perfuaded about the truth of thefe
articles, which he 1nferted; but only con-
formed himfelf to the tafte of his principal
readers ; the people of Greece and Rome.
‘Their hiftories abounded with prodigies. They
had their Virbius, Hippolytus, Aifculapius,
Alceftis: and every wonderful occurrence was
acceptable to them. But there is no occafion
for thefe expedients. To fay the truth; if he
had not believed, what he wrote, yet his ac-
count would have great weight, as he trani-
mitted the belief of the times. But he cer-
tainly did not doubt of the truth of thefe
facCts: and the perfon, who gave {uch favour-
able accounts of John the * Baptift, and

~ James,

potuit, et voluit, fuz hiftoriz inferere. See Jofephus,
Havercamp. Vol. 2. de Teft. Chrifti. p. 210.

Frgo cum Jofephus hunc Epaphroditum Chriftianum
coleret, oportet etiam, ut de Chrifto bene fit locutus,
1bid. p. z11. '

* Jofephus takes notice, that the death of John the
Baptift was foon after the marriage of Herod with Hero-
dias: and he mentions him as a man of great virtues s

nd fays, that the defeat of the _]ewﬂh army by the Ara-
bian
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James, may be credited for what he fays about
Chrift. For the latter hiftory no more de-
lerves to be called in queftion, than the for-
mer. In fhort there were many who were by

no means friends to the Gofpel, who were f{a-
tisfied about the miracles of our Saviour. A
very little attention to the Evangelifts will

bian Prince Aretas, was looked upon as a judgment upon
Herod for his cruelty upon this occafion. Tios & 7uw»
180zswy edoxes OAWAEVCLE Tov ‘ngé‘a SELTOV viro T8 O, Kok vt
TIVVLEYE XaTa wehny ~8 lwaws, ¥ EmIXeABuErE Ramrise,
KTesyes yog TBTOV 'Hgmé\ng, ceryeeBoy c&ré‘gq, week T ludwise
REAEVOUT®Ry  QQETTY ETROHOUYTUG, &b TN TE05  aAAnAYg Os
xaoruyn, xoi woes Tov Oroy EUJEGEIEZ- XOWUESHS BG-L'FI'TIG‘(A!:J
cunievas.  Antiq. L. 18. C. 5. p. 883. 'The Hiftorian
gives us a farther infight into the criminality of Herod in
this marriage,lthan 1s afforded by the Evangelifts. Herod
‘had been at Rome, where he faw Herodias. She was his
niece, being the daughter of his brother Ariftobulus,
and wife to Herodes Philippus, who was alfo his brother

by the father’s fide. 'T'his woman he inticed from her
hufband (at whofe houfe he was entertained during his.
refidence at Rome) and afterwards married her. We fce
here a complication of inceft and feduion. ‘This pro-
duced the juft reproof of the Baptift, which coft him his
life. Herod knew his virtues, and would have forgiven
him ; but Herodias artfully procured his dcath,

E I 4 teach
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;each us this truth., * Ta7o YXL TNG EVUNNAVE
78 @3 coQias, oTav Xai TS Exﬁggg ¢ aAnbeias

QUTBS (LOETVORKS WOLES ysyga*gm TNG a;:}mQ.emg.

It 1s to be obferved, that Jofephus had been
for a long feafon {eparated from his own peo-
ple. He was moreover 1n the Roman camp
during the fiege of Jerufalem: and he {peaks
at large of the infatuation, obitinacy, and
wickednefs, of the Jews: with which he fcems
to have been greatly affected. ¥Ide more than
once fays, that the hand of Heaven was appa-
rently againft them. His words in one place
are very remarkable upon this head; wiere he
fpeaks to the Jews from the camp of Velpafian !
Qe wpu, Oios avtos, smaya peva Punaiwy xm@c&e-—
Gioy cUTW ('rcg tIsg-::J) WP, H&h THY TOCETWY (LIGLo[AC
Ty f}/sf&za‘a;v WOALY acmaf?rmgu. Both the idCH%
and the language, upon fhe occalion are very
fine : and the purport of the words is this :

¥ This is taken notice of by the learncd Grabe. ‘Tefti-
;moni;im Chriftus non modo ceelitus accepit a Spiritu,” ab
Angelis; fed in terria ab hominibus, ab apoftaticis Spiri-~
tubué, ai:) crmnq’fs, ab' inirgi;ot Tato Y XTA Ircnmus?
:L. 4. C. 14.

+ De Bello. L. 2. C. 6. p. 375. ,
: - - That

‘
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That it was manifeftly the Deity, God bimfelf,
who by the bands of the Romans brought thofe

flames of vengeance by way of purification upon
the polluted temple: and fuffered the city, whickh
was filled with abominations, to be rooted up from
tts very bafis. Thele things weaned Jofcphus
from his national prejudices, and made him
ready to difclofe many truths, which he might
otherwile have fupprefied.

We may therefore, I think, be affured, that
he was the Author of this little, but important,
hiftory, which has been attributed to him:
and many in the like circumftances would have
delivered themfelves 1n the fame manner.
Let us fuppofe, that a perfon, many years after
thefe occurrences, had inquired of one of the
Roman Soldiers, who guarded the {epulchre,
about Chrift and his wonderful works. Would
not his account have been fimilar to that given
by Jofephus? He might have faid, Thas,
when bis Legion was quartered in Fudea, be had
refided both in Gualilce and Ferufalem: and that
be bad [een many, who were eye-witielfes to the
extraordinary events of thofe times. He might
poflibly have added, [ myfelf faw Fefus, a man
?f great wifdom, if we may be allowed to call bim

a man.
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a man. For be was a performer of very extraord;-
nary operations: and a great teacher among thofe,
twho were inclined to religion and morality. This man
gained many followers, both among the people of Fu-
dea, and the Hellenifte of other regions. He was
the perfen, who at other times was called Chriftus.
He incurred the illwill of the chief people at Feri-
falem 5 and at their infligation he was condemned
by Pilate to be crucified. But thofe, who valued
bisn in bis lifetime, paid the fame regard to bim
after bis death.  Aid they bad good reafon : far
he cppeared to then in perfon, after he bad been
three days dead : and they faw bimn repeatedly, and
for foine time. And of this I can fo far bear te[-
timoiry, as 1 was an eye-witnefs to bis refurrettion.
For a band of my Cobort being ordered to guard
the toinb, where be was laid, it was my chance to
be one of the party: and we accordingly took our
Sation. About the laft watch there was an earth-
quake ; and the toinb, which was clofed up with
a lavge mafly fone, opened : and all we, who were
about it, weie feized with a panick; [uch as I
never experienced before.  In fhort, we all became
as dead men, while the extraordinary operation
was carrying on. For we [faw manifeftly a divine
perfonage opening the f[epulchre: and the dead
body revived, and afcended from it, In the morn-

z'zzg
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ing we went into the city, and reported to the Chief
Priefts and Rulers, what had bappened. They
did not controvert the point, for it was teo evi-
dent. They bowever gave us money; aund defired
that we would give out, that the difciples came by
night, while we were aflecp, and flole the body.
This was a very idle expedient. For you well
kinow the nature of a Roman watch: and the
difcipline, to which it is fubjecf.  Roman Centinels
afford no [uch opportunity to be deceived.  And if
it were poffible for cvery one of il land to bave
thus fallcn afleep, bow could we have kuown, by
awhoin, and in what manncry the body <wos taken
away. Befides if the difciples bad once intended
[fuch a fcheme, they would have put it in execution
upon the preceding night, before the tomd was
[ealed, or the watch placed.  nd <when they were
once in pofleffion of the body, they miorht have Jfaid
any thing. For if they corld but perfuade the
people, that be was rifen; 1t would [fignify little,
upon what day it was, or at whkat bowr. But
the body certainly did rvife: and inany of the
Fews averred, that in their [acred books, there
were prophecies to this purpofe; and tiat Chrif
was to be a great Prince, and to rule over the
aworld. But as he bas ceafed to appear; and
both the temple and city of ihe Jews bave fince
: oeern
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been laid in ruins 3 I leave you to judge of this las-
ler apz'ﬂz'c{;z. All, that I can [ay, is; ithat be
feems to "'me been one of the moft extraordinary
perﬂ;zﬂge}, which bas appeared for ages: and
theve is a lavge [eft called Chriftians, who ftill re-

wvercice bis memory, and follow bis dofirines.

I bea to know, if there be any thing in this
fuppofcd narration, which we may not fairly
imagzine, would have been mentioned upon
{fuch an occafion? And is therc any thing faid
by Jofephus, that may not from hence be war-
ranted 7 We may be affured, that a perfon
might have been witnefs to many of our Sa-
viour’s miracles, and yet by no means a profe-
lyte to his doctrines; nor believed in him as
the Mefliah. Many of the difciples fell away ;
even the Apoftles forfook him, and fled. And
this affords me an opportunity of comparing
the teftimony of Jofephus with the Charaéter
given of Chrift by the two difciples, who were
journeyinz to Emmaus. Llor they were at
that feafon in the fame ftate of uncertainty, as

we may Judge Jolephus to have been after-
wards : and their account 1s very f{imilar ta

that given by him. They were joined in their
way by our Saviour unkaown to them; wha
' alked
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alked them of what they were dilcourfing.

* When one of them whofe naire was Cleopas

hgﬂfweriizg f(zid unto bim: Avt thon oinly a Sraizer

in Ferufalem, and haft not known the things,

which are come to pafs there in thefe days?  And
be [aid unto them, what things? And they [aid
unto bim, concerning Fefus of Nazarcth ; <which
was a prophet mighty in deed and word before
God, and all the people: and how the Chicf
Priefts and our Rulers delivered bim to be con-
demned to death; and bave crucified biin. But
we trufted, it bad been be, which fhould bave re-
deemed Ifrael. And befide all this, to-day is the
third day, fince thefe things were done. 2ea and
certain woinen alfo of our company nade us afto-
nifbed, which were early at the fepulchre. And
when they found not bis body, they came [aying,
that they bad alfo feen a vifion of angels, wbhich
faid, that he was alfo alive. And certain of
thewr, which were with us, went to the [epulchre
and found it even fo as the women bad [aid : but
bim they fow not. 1If we compare this with the
account given by the Hiftorian, we fhall find the
manner of narration different; but the hiftory in
moft parts the fame. As to the difciples, their

8 Luke. C. 24. v. 18,
atteftation
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atteftation is very fimilar to that in the paffage
above. They looked upon Jefus to have been

a Prophet mighty in word and deed. They
mention fome of the principal circumftances

of his life and death; and {peak of his rifing
from the grave. They add, that they once
looked, that he would prove the Mefliah
Prince ; the perfon, who was to redeem Ifrael.

They intimate that they were difappointed in
their hopes : that they had been aftonifhed,
embarraffed ; and were {till i1n a ftate of uncer-
tainty. And thiswas more or lefs the‘ﬁtuation:
of Jofephus; and of thoufands of the Jewifh
nation. The difciples indeed had the cloud
taken off from their underftanding by a mi-
raculous interpofition; while others remained
in darknefs. Many were left in a middle ftate;
in a kind of uncertain twilicht: fubluftri noétis
in umbra? By thefe means they were eMmpow-
ered to defcry {fome truths; but had not light

enough to comprehend their purport. Such
particularly was the fituation of our Hiftorian ;

who has becn able to tranfmit to us much cu-
rious evidence to the confirmation of the Scrip-
tures; and above all this teftimony concerning
our Saviour. But at the {fame time, that he

acknowledged him to be Jefus called Chrift,
5 he
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he knew not, that he was the mighty God, the
everiafting Counfellor, the Prince of peace.

‘When people therefore think, that, whoever
knew fo much, muft neceflarily have known
more ; and that fuch evidences were too {trong
to be refifted, they are certainly miftaken. Jo-
fephus might have written every thing, which
is above mentioned, and ftill not have been 2
Chriftian. Thofe, who form oppolfite notions,
have not confidered the force of prejudice.
‘They know not, what 1s meant by a ftumbling-
block, and rock of offence; nor the exavdzrov,
of which the difciples were fo frequently warn-
ed. If the fame miracles were to be exhibited
at this day, would they be attended with bet-
ter effect? Or if Chriftianity, whofe evidence
arifes to moral certainty, could be demon-
ftrated, would it be uniformly embraced ? We
may be aflured, not. Some are light and in-
attentive, others capricious and ealily difguft-
ed : and many are devoted to worldly pur-
[uits and pleafure ; upon whom the truth can
have little effe¢t. ‘The moft accumulated
evidence 1s often outweighed by a fingle
doubt, or {fcruple: and all, we know, made;

void, becaufe there remains fomething
ftill
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ftill unknown. Such is the debility of hiimir
nature, which 1s eafily mifled by diffidence
and caprice, and prejudices of various kinds.
There 1s moreover, what 1s called hardnefs of
heart. This is often obfervable in perfons of
great natural parts: who {ee the truth in its
full ftrength ; yet cannot be won over. They
admit the evidences : and {tand as 1t were in the
blaze of+day; yet feel not the light, which is
fo forcibly prefifed upon them. I acknowledge,
{ays *Roufleau, that the majefty of the Scriptures
aftonifbes me 5 and the f[anfiity of the Gofpel fills
me with rapture. Look into the writings of the
Philofophers with all their pomp and parade :
bow trivial they appear, when compared with this
facred wolume? Is it poffible, that a book fo
Sfimple, and fo [ublime, fhould be the work of «
man ?  Is it poffible, that be, whofe biftory it
contains, fhould be a mere man? Is the fiyle
that of an enthufiaft, or of a fefiary inflated
with ambition ¢ What [weetnefs | what purity
of morals! what force, what perfuafion in  bis
infiructions ! His maxims bow [ublime ! bis dif-
courfes bow wife and how profound! Such pre-
fence of mind: fuch beauty and precifion in bis
anfwers! Where is the Man, or the Philofo-

_* EmiliHS- VOI- Zo P 86-
pher,
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Dher, who knows bow to afl, to [uffer, and to
die, without weaknefs, or oftentation 2—If So-
crates lived, and died like a Philofopber ; Chrift
hived and died like a God. Shall we fay, that
the Evangelical Hiftory was invented at pleafure ?
My Friend, inventions are not made after this
manner : and the biffory of Socrates, concerning
which nobody entertains a doubt, is not [o well at-
tefted, as that of Chrift.—The Gofpel bath fuch
Srrong and inimitable marks of iruth, that the
Inventor would be wmore [urprizing, than the
Hero. Is not this a noble Pancgyric? and muft
we not from hence conclude that the Author
1s a determined Chriftian? Stop, gentle Read-
er, for a moment ; and attend the fequel: for
his words are thefe. 2%t notwithftanding all
this, the [ame Gofpel abounds with things fo in-
credible, and [o repugnant to reafon, that it is
impoffible for any man of [enfe to conceive, or ad-
mit, them. Thus the IEvangelical writings,
and the doltrines, which they contain, are
finally fet at nought; becaufe there are fome
things, which Monfieur Rouffeau cannot con-
ceive. Whoever wants to know, what 1s hard-

nefs of heart, cannot have a better example,
than this, which is here produced. Notwith-
ftanding the firong and inimitable marks of truth

13 in
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in the Golipel; and zhe certainty of Chrift's
hiftory, which is reprefented, as more certain
than things the beft certified, the Author tries
fecretly to undermine * the whole. He ac-
cordingly makes this very Goipel no better
than the Alcoran: and brings Chrift himfelf
upon a level with Mahomet and other impoi-
tors. This he does by traducing the effential
patts - of thofe ‘hiftories, which he has been

praifing : by afferting, that 1 other_ religions

have

* I confidered, fays Rouflean, the diverfity of fe&ls, with
which the earth is over{pread ; cach mutunally charging the
other with deception, and crror. I afked, ZFhich is the true
religion 7 Each of them made anfwer, mine : nonc but
my fclf, and thofe of my way of thinking, are in the
right., And how do you know, that yours is the true
religion ? Becanfe God faid it. And who told you that
God faid it? The Parfor of our Parifh, Se. Emilius
Vol. 2. p. 62. |

+ We have three principal Religions in Europe 3 one
admits but a fingle revelation, the other admits two ; the
other three. Each detefts and curfes the other twoj
charging them with blindnefs, hardnefs of heart, obfli-
nacy, and falfhood. p. 78. At the conclufion {peaking of
the Chriftian Religion he fays, Ir may be the beft, but it
has cer!az':r[} every prejudice againft it.

In the College of Sorbonne it is as clear as the noon

day,
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have equal pretenfions to be believed : and
that a Chriftian 1s not better affured in his
faith, than a * Mahometan. We {ee here, how
capricious human wit is, and how inconfiftent
with itfelf. All which I mention to fhew, that
there are people now in the world, who can fee
the force of evidence, yet do not intimately
feel 1t; as their heart cannot retain any {fen-
fible impreflion. IHence they become unfta-
ble, irrefolute, and devoted to doubt, and
darknefs.

There are other objetions, though of no
great confequence, which are raifed from the

day, that the prophecies concerning the Mefliah relate to
Chrift. Among the Rabbies at Amfterdam it is equally
clear, that they do not bear the leaft relation to him.

p. 11.

® At Conftaitinople the Turks tell their reafons, but
we dare not mention ours: it 1s here our turn to cringe.

Two thirds of mankind are neither Jews, Mahome-
¢ans, nor Chriftians. p. 81. I look upon all religions, as

fo tnany falutary inftitutions. I believe them all good

when God is ferved in a proper manner. p. 8g. Who
would think it poflible, that there fhould be fuch ca-
pricioufnefs and inconfiftency in man ?

F 2 filence
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filence of Authors. This is a very precarious

and fatal way of judging about the truth: and
we may deprive the world of much good evi-
dence, if we arbitrarily fet 1t afide, becaufe we
do not meet with 1t 1in every place, where it
might poffibly be expected. It i1s faid, that
this paffage about our Saviour is not to be
found in Origen: and it certainly is not. Yet
I think, that he manifeftly alludes to it, as I
have fthewn. We likewile do not find it 1n
Photius: and great ftrefs 1s laid upon this
omiffion. It is to be obierved, that this writer
makes mention of the two principal works of
Jofephus; the * War of the Jews; and the
T Antiquities of the fame people. And In
refpet to the latter, the whole of his account
confifts in defcribing the life of the Author;
and his ftyle, and manner of writing. He
nroduces no one circumitance from the hi_f’cforjr.
IHow then can we expect, that he would have
qkuoted this particular paflage from it; when
he does not mention a {ingle fact? But it 1is
urged, that 1t ought to have been previouf}y
mentioned in the account given by him of

% Photius. C. 47. p. 34.

+ Ibid. C. 76. p. 163,
- Juitus
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¥ Juftus Tiberienfis. This Hiftorian was con-

temporary with Jofephus: and it is obfervable,

that he never made any mention of our Sa-

viour. In confequence of this i1t 1s + faid,

that Photius would neceflarily have contrafted
the filence of Juftus with the evidence given
by Jofephus; if fuch evidence had exifted.
But this notion of all others is the moft idle:
for there i1s no reafon to think, that Photius at
that time had met with the Antiquities of Jo-
fephus. His work contains an account of all
the Authors, which he had read, 1in the order,
in which they came to hand: and the whole
confifts of two hundred and eighty articles.
That he defcribed them, as they came to

hand, {eems very evident from many cir-
cumftances: but efpecially from the two hifto-

ries of Jofephus; which ftand at a great dif-
tance from one another. Between the war of
the Jews, and the Antiquities, there are twen- -
ty-eight different treatifes. He would never
have thus feparated them, if he had read them
in 1mmediate fucceflion. As to the article of
Juftus Tiberienfis it ftands at a {till greater

* Ibid. C. 33. p. zo.

t Scec Faber, Blondellus, and others.

'y

F 3 interval:
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interval : and precedes the Antiquities of Jo-
fephus by forty-three numbers. It may poi-
{ibly have been fome years before he met with
thefe Antiquities, There 1s therefore not the
Jeaft reaion to expelt, that he fhould have in-
troduced the paffage in difpute in his account
of * Juftus. In fhort ic is hard to fay, fhould
we purfue this fatal rule of cancelling, where
the mifchief would ftop. For if we are to
make void the account given of Chrift, be-
caufe not mentioned by Photius ; we muft

upon the fame grounds fet afide the valuable
Treatife of Jofephus againft Apion: for this
too does not occur 1n Photius. And it is more

ealy to conceive, that a perfon fhould omit a
few lines, than neglec¢t a whole volume. But

this way of judging 1s very fallacious, and
equally unjuft.

¢ Some think, that Photius fhould have introduced
this paffage in his account of the Book =g 745 78 masros
astiag, which he at firft attributed to Jofephus. But he
tclls us afterwards, that he found, that it was written by
another perfon. Befides, when he treated of this baok,
he had never feenithe Antiq. Judaice, from whence the
extralt was to be taken. The book above mentioned

occurs in Photius. C. 48. p. 36. by many Articles an-
tecedent to the Antiquities of Jofephus.

The
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The like objetion has been raifed from the
filence of Juftin Martyr, and” Clemens of
Alexandria: but it i1s of no vahidity. Pecple
do not confider, that thefe writers, and efpe-
cially the former, lived rather too early to
‘have this evidence of fuch confequence, as that
it fhould neceffarily be mentioned. Juftin
was born within a very few years of the death
of * Jofephus: and cohfequently both he, and
thofe, with whom he converfed, muft have
known perfons, who had been contemporaries
with the Hiftorian; and who could afford the
fame intelligence, as is recorded by him. Juftin
would hardly quote from a fingle perfon, what
was equally authenticated by numbers: and
we {eldom have recourfe to hiftorical evidence,
when oral tradition is {o recent and copious:
and at the fame time of equal authority. It
is faid of Ignatius, that he faw Chrift, when
ﬁpon carth : and he lived to the beginning of

* Jofephus wrote his Antiquities about the thirteenth
year of Domitlan, anno C. g3. How long he lived
afterwards is uncertain. Juftin is f{aid to have been born
A. C. 114. Had Jofephus lived to the birth of Juftin,
he would have been feventy-fix years old: for he was
born A. C. 38 : the firft year of Caligula’} reign.

I' 4 the



L 72 ]

the fecond century. How many muit have
been alive at the time of Juftin, who had con-

verfed with Ignatius, and with others of the
fame ftanding ? It was therefore by no means
incumbeant upon this Father in his conference
with Trypho the Jew, to urge the words of
Jofephus : for his opponent, 1f he had chofen
to have abided by it, muit have had in the be-
ginning of his life the like evidence often
repeated. ‘The firft Chriftians had the Com-
mentaries of * Herod, and the writings of
Molo, Mnafeas, and Nicolaus Damafcenus, in
which there muft have been matters to their
purpofe: but they do not mention them.
Why then do we lay {fuch a firefs upon their
not appealing to Jofephus? In fhort thefe ob-
jections are mere cavils, which do not deferve
to be anfwered : but I thought 1t better not to
pafs them by; as too mwuch weight has been
laid on thele imaginary defeclts.

It 1s obfervable, that in the dialogue with
Trypho, Juitin never dwells upon the character

* Jofephus Ant. L. 15. C. 6. p.756. In thefe might
have been expetted fome account of john the Baptift, and
of the Magi., The other writers are afterwards mentioned
by Eufebius in confirmation of the bible hiftory. ;

O
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of Chrift, nor upon his doétrines, miracles,
and refurretion ; but {eems rather to mention

them incidentally: And the reafon is, that
thefe articles were not then difputed. The
great fubjeft in debate was; whether Chrift
after all was the M¢fiiah. The whole of the
dialogue turns upon this. ‘T'o have urged
upon fuch an occafion the words of Jofephus
would have been telling Trypho, what he
knew already; and trying to prove, what was
never difputed. For had the Jew entertained
any doubts of thefe things, Juftin muft have

'begun with other arguments. But he ipeals

|

of thefe things, as well known, and in general
* allowed : and Trypho {feems to acquiefce. We
may be aflured, that in thefe early times Chiift
was admitted, as a great prophet; and his
operations were believed among the Jews by
numbers, who were not converts. |

There is ftill another objeétion to this
hiftory of Chrift, which arifes from the place of
its introduétion. The learncd Faber thinks,
that it is inferted in a manner {fo unnatural,
and irregular, that this.alone 1s {ufficient to

¢ Scc Juftin Dialog. p. 117.

prove
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prove it a forgery. I muft confefs, that there
was a time, when I yielded to his authority,
and thought, that there was reafon in his ar-
guments. But 1t appears to me now in a very
different light: and the very premifes, which
made me think 1t an interpolation, afford me
proof of its authenticity. Let us however
ftate the objection in its full force: and after-
wards produce our reafons for diffenting from
this able critic. Jofephus in the foregoing
chapter had been giving an account of a tu-
mult and fedition at Jerufalem ; which took
its rife from Filate’s endeavouring to bring a
watercourfe into the city. The Jews oppofed
it, and interrupted the work : upon which Pi-
late, having taken a proper opportunity to re-
venge himfelf, fet upon the Jews with a band
of foldiers, and fome of them were ({lain.
He in another place fays, that about the fame
time there was a fimilar tumult 1n Rome,
which was ftill more fatal to his countrymen.
* Ko umo 725 cutzs xpovss ETepoy Ti deivoy efopuCes
rue Isdzizc. x7A. INow between thefe two
fections, and their refpeftive hiftories, this
account of Chrift is introduced; and the natu-
ral progrefs of the hiftory is apparently inter-
rupted. Leave out the paffage about our Sa-

viour,
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viour, and the connexion 1s maintained, and

the feries of detail carried on in proper order.
To this I anfwer, that all this 1s very true:
but muft every thing in hiftory be fet afide,
which is obliquely introduced: and muft truth
be neceflarily made void, becaufe there is a
feeming irregularity in its being tranfmitted.
Jofephus is certainly a valuable writer: but
we muft not expect the fame method and ele-
cance, which we meet with in Thucydides, and
the beft Writers of Greece. FHe often intro-
duces little hiftories by way of Epifode: of
which we have an inftance in the very next
chapter. Yor when he 1s going to give an
account of the fecond calamity, which befell
the Jews at Rome, he ftops fhort, and gives a
detail much longer, than this, which is ob-
jected to, and of lefs moment. It related to a
fcene of villainy carried on in the temple of
Ifis. He intimates indeed, that he thall take
the liberty to introduce it.  But his prefacing
1t 1n this manner amounts to nothing : for the
interruption is the fame, and the promifed
hiftory fufpended. It is therefore 1dle to dwell
upon an objection, which s obviated, as foon
as made. We muft make allowance for dif-
ferent modes of writing : and not arbitrarily

at
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at this time of day frame rules; and then bring
the truth of ancient hiftory to tiis imaginary
teft. What led Jolephus to introduce the
hiftory of Chrift, where it 1s now inferted, was
the name of Pilate being previoufly men-
tioned. This afforded a fair connexion; and
he proceeded accordingly. |

And here i1t 1s obfervable, that when he
begins his account concerning Jefus, it is in
thele WOl‘dS, HOTX TETOV TOov Y Pavov; meaning, al
the time, when Pilate was Procurator of Judea,
Jelus made his appearance. But the hiftory,
which fOllOWS, begins, XLk U0 THS cLUTHS X poVES”
Moreover about, or near to, thofe [ame tiines.
I may perhaps be thought too minute, yet 1
cannot help thinking, that this difference in
expreflion proves, almoft to a demonitration,
that this hiftory always ftood, where 1t 1s now
found. The Author, {peaking of Chrift, fays,
as 1 have above mentioned, that he made his
appearance XATX TBTOY TOV X OE0VoV < tha]: iS, at the
time before [pecified, when Pilate prefided 1n
Judea, and when there was an infurreftion of
the Jews. But {peaking afterﬁards of the{e-
cond difturbance, he varies his phrafe; and
fays, V0 TBEC GUTES Neoves o REAr, OF dﬁam‘, tbéﬂ‘

9 fam€
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faine times; the times of the two former * events ;
another misfortune bappened. In thefe words he
refers both to the time of Pilate; and to the
time of our Saviour; whofe hiftories 1imme-
diately 1 preceded. He accordingly changes
the word xpovoy to a plural; as he refers to a
plurality of events. Had there not originally
been {omething introduced between the ac-
counts of the two f{editions, the Author would
have ufed a fingular, xpovov; as he does 1n

innumerable other { places. But, as I before
faid, alluding to two events, he alters it to a
plural ; as it related to a twofold piece of
hiftory. From hence I conclude, that this
epitome of our Saviour’s life and charater was
undoubtedly in the original of Jofephus. For
the Author in the laft fection manifeftly refers
to two pieces of hiftory, which had preceded;

¢ The events ftand in the following order according to
‘their fe&ions.

€. Thidagog, x&s 9 TRTHS

vo Kara 1870V TOV )EOvay Iyo85, cofos ainge

Se Yo w8; auTys XEOVEs ETEQOY T QEivovy % T Ae

- 4 See backward, p. 8. where the original 15 qgotcd
at large.

1 See Daubuz.
and
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and the account about our Saviour muft necef-
farily have been one of them. It therefore
always ftood, where it is now found ; and can-
not but be deemed genuine. This argument,
if true, (as I prefume it to be,) precludes all
future altercation, and makes void every fcru-
ple, which has hitherto been idly encou-
raged.

The purpofe of Jofephus in his Antiquities
of the Jews, was to take off fome imputa-
tions, which had been caft upon that people;
and to vindicate their charaéter to the world.
¥or this purpofe he likewife wrote his very
learned treatile againft Apion ; who had il-
liberally defamed them. In each of thefe
works he did great honour to his nation: yet
no writer was cver {o detefted, as Jolephus
has been by the Jews, who came after him.
From whence could this difaffection arife, but
from this too favourable teftimony about our
Saviour 7 This 1s what has leavened the
whole, which he wrote: and all the honour,
which he otherwife conferred, could not com-

penfate for it. * This, fays Mr. Whiiton,

* Differtation. 1. p. 6g.
bears
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bears fo bard upon the unbelieving fewifb nation ;
as that it could never be endured by them. It
feetits to ne to be the principal caufe of their re-
jelting this excellent * Author. 'This abhorrence
has providentially been the caufe, that this
paflage has not been obliterated in many
copies of the hiftory. For if the Jews in
after times could 1n any degree have admitted
the Hiftorian; they would have found means
to have either erafed, or omitted, this account
in their manufcripts. But we are affured, that
no fuch deficiency is any where to be obferved.
Thus we find, that the hatred of this people
has been an advantage to the Hiftorian: and
affords us ftrong evidence, that the hiftory in
queftion, was ever to be found where it {ftands.

Had 1t been away; no offence would have
been taken by thofe of his nation.

In fhort it was never prefumed, that any
external proof exifted in oppofition to this
memorable paffage. For the {pace of near
fifteen hundred years it was tran{mitted un-

* They repudiated the genuine hiftory, and in its
room {ubftituted an idle detail, fuppofed to have been

written by Jofephus Ben Gorion,
impeached :
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impeached : and fo far were writers from
imagining, that there was any deceit, that they
efteemed it of the greateft confequence. From
the time of Fufebius to that of Platina, and
* Trithemius, it was quoted at large; and
juftly valued : nor was there a fingle writer in
all that {pace, | or before, who afforded the
leaft hint to its difadvantage. And when
people began in the fixteenth century to en-
tertain fufpicions; thefe were not warranted by

any real evidence : but proceeded merely from
doubts and furmifes, which were unjuftly en-
tertained. ‘They raifed imaginary difficulties,

# It has been quoted at large, by Eufebius twice: By
Hegefippus de Excid. Urbis Hierofol. By Rufinus in
Hift. Ecclefiaft. By Hieron. de viris illuft. in Jofepho.
Alfo 1n the Greek verfion of Sophronius. By Ifidorus
Pelufiota. By Sozomen, but partially. By Epiphanius
Scholafticus at large. - By Freculphus Lexovienfis. By
Macarius, By Cedrenus. By Zonaras. Sce¢ Daubuz and
Whifton. Alfo Fabricii Bibliothec. Gr. L. 4. C. 6.
p. 237. No extract from any hiftory was ever more faith-
fully copied, or more repeatedly quoted by Writers in a
long fucceflion. And to this lift other Authors might be

added, were it neceflary, quite down to the fifteenth
century.

t From the year 324 to 1480.

and
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and fuffered themfelves to be too eafily dif-
gufted. They prefumed, that the whole was
an interpolation; and founded their notion on
the internal evidence: it being 1nc0ncewable
to them, that a Jewifh Writer could afford a
Ye(timony fo much in favour of Chriftianity.
‘This 1nternal evidence I have abundantly ex-
amined ; and it appears to me manifeft, that
thoufands of the Jews at that time believed
every thing, which is there faid: and would
have afforded the fame evidence, if required.
In confequence of this I am perfuaded, that
our hefitation and diffidence arifes from pre-
judice : and that we have formed wrong ideas
both of the people and the times. We do not
feem to admit of any medium between a zea-
lous difciple, and a determined adverfary.
But in this we do not make a juft eftimate of
perfons and things; and dwell too much on
the extremes. There was doubtlefs an inter-
val of many degrees, in which might be per-
ceived a gradual defcent from full conviction .

to a partial and limited belief : from thence to
a ftate of fufpended wonder and admiration ;
and fo on to doubt, indifference, and coldnels ;

and finally to difaffection, bitternefs, and ob-

durate hatred. I do not mention difbelief of
| G the
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the miracles: for that could not in thofe times
have happened. They were allowed lohg af-
ter, even by Celfus, Porphyry, and Julian.
Thofe therefore, who Iaw themn, muft have be-
lieved them; and muft have attefted what
they knew: though their inferences may have
been very different. 1In confequence of this,
we may allow the truth fometimes to be wit-
nefled by p‘€0p1€, who are not perfeltly at-
tached to it. We are told, that the very De-
vils believe, and tremble. We muft not there-
fore expect even infidelity to be uniform, nor
apb&acy confliftent. We find, that {coffers
have their {cruples. * Roufleau reveres the
Mafs :- and Voltaire has his Confeffor.

* Under the charafter of the Vicar in Savoy, he men-

tions tbhe grandeur of the facrament : and {peaks of 1t as a
rczl and fncomprebenfible myflery. At the confecration of
the wafer, he fays, 1 try to annibilate my underffanding be-

Jore the fupream Intelligence .~ With awful reverence I pro-
nounce the words of confecration : and I join to it all the
Jaith dependent upon my avill, to render them of due effecz.
Emilius. Vol. z. p. go. I fuppofe by &/l the faith he at
leaft means fome faith ; or his words amount to nothing,
Who would fuppofe, that this could have been faid by a
perfon, who had juft before efteemed the Gofpel no bet-

ter than the Alcoran ? Here we fee fuperftition and infi-
delity go hand in hand.

Thus
9
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Thus have 1 endeavoured to redeem the
credit of this ineftimable piece of hiftory;
and to obviate the objections, which prejudice
has raifed againft 1t, I hope, that I have la-
boured to good purpole; and that all thofe
fcruples for the future will be removed, by
which the truth has been hitherto impeded.

¥F I N I &
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