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VINDICATION

OF THE

HISTORIES

OF THE
Orpand New LESTAMENT.

LETTER L

My pEAR LoRp,

¥ N thofe Letters which I did myfelf the
8 Honour of writing to your Lordfhip fome
few Years ago, wherein I committed my
Thoughts to Paper, at your Requeft, with re-
gard to fome natural Curiofities of the foffil
Kind, and was led from thence to a Philofo-
phical Vindication of the Mbofaical Account
of the Creation and Deluge; Itook it for grant-
ed that the Books of AMofes were a genuine
Hiftory undoubtedly written by Mofes himfelf,
and that the Authenticity of them had been
{ufficiently eftablifhed {o as to need no further
Proof. | |
But, my Lord, asa great Genius hath late-
ly thought proper to call thefe Things into
Queftion, and, under the Pretence of thewing,
that they are not fufficient Materials on which
to found a general Syftem, either of Hiftory
or Chronology, has thought proper to make
fuch Obje&ions to the Books both of the Old
A and
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and New Teftament, as muft, if true, greatly
invalidate their Teftimony; I choofe to renew
my Correfpondence at this Time, that I may
have an Opportunity of giving you my Opi-
nion ofthis Performance. And left any Thing
which Lord Bolkngbroke hath advanced, of
whole Abilities I know your Lordthip hath an
high Opinion, thould make too {ftrong an Im-
preflion on your Mind, with Regard to thofe
{acred Writings; I {hall regularly confider thofe
Objettions, which his Lordfhip hath induftri-
oufly collected, and as artfully difplayed under
the Difguife of a Friend, without feeming to

have any premeditated Defign to hurt revealed
- Religion; and then I fhall endeavour to fup-
port and vindicate the Authority of the Hiftory
of the Bible in the very Method, and on the
very Plan which he himfelf hath pointed out,

Not, my Lord, as I before obferved, that
the noble Vifcount has openly attacked Reve-

lation as a profefled Theiff, but raifes thefe
ocrupies only, as he exprefleth it, out of Zeal
jor'Chrijtianity (a) : and yet in the felf fame
Paragraph declares it as his pofitive Opinlon,
that Chriftianity bas been on the Decay ever
fince the Refurrection of Letters (b). Canany
Thing in Nature be more infidious? Does

your Lordfhip think, that Lord Bofingbroke
could believe that Do@&rine to be true, which,

he declares, will not, in his Opinion, {tand the

~ (a) Let. V. p, 182. London Edit, Printed for Millar,
In two Vols. (6) Let. V, p, 185,
Telt
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Teft of a free and open Enquiry : which flou-
ritheth only under the Darknefs of Ignorance,
and vanitheth away like Morning Dew on
the Approach of the Sunfhine of Knowledge?
Thofe Things are Euzl, my Lord, which
love Darlknefs rather than Light : The true
brilliant Diamond never gives forth its Luftre
to fo much Advantage as in the brighteft
Sunfhine: And fuch I truft in Gop will

Chriftignity thew itfelf to be on the ftricteft

Enquiry ; and that it will ffill come out the
brighter, the more it is fcrutinized by the fiery
Trial of a juft and fevere Criticifm.

But, my Lord, why did not Lord By-
lingbroke {peak openly and fairly ? why does
he choofe to attack Chriftianity rather under
the Charater of a falfe Friend, than of an open
Enemy? The Apology which he makes, or
at leaft which he feems defirous fhould be
underftood as {uch, for this Proceeding, is in-
ferted in the fecond Page of the firft Letter,
where he fays, * I think that a due Deference
“ 13 to be paid to received Opinions, and
“ that a due Compliance with received Cy-
“ ftoms is to be held; although both the one
“ and the other fhould be, what they often
““ are, abfurd or ridiculous. But this Servi-
tude is outward only, and abridges in no
** Sort the Liberty of private Judgment. The
“ Obligations of fubmitting to it even out-
* wardly, extend no further, than to thofe
" Opimions and Cuftoms which, cannot be

Az “ oppofed;

{
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4 A Vindication of the Hiftories Ly, I,

« oppofed ; or from which we cannot deviate
 without doing Hurt, or giving Offence, to
 Society. In all thefe Cafes, our Specula -
““ tions ought to be free: in all other Cafes
“ our Pratice ought to be {0.”

Axp now I appeal to your Lordfhip, whe-
ther you can think in your Conf{cience that the
noble Vifcount had thattender Regard for the
Eafe of the Miniftry, the Tranquillity of the
Bithops Bench, and the Peace of Society, as to
choofe upon that Account to propofe his Ob-
jections againit the Bible as a difguifed Chri-
{tian, rather than a profefled Deift? or whe-

. ther he had not too much Senfe to imagine,
that the fame Effect of the Difturbance of So-

ciety would not equally follow from both ?
only with this Difference, that the Defigns of
a falfe Friend are not {o eafily difcovered as
thoie of an open Enemy; and the Wounds
that are given, are not only deeper but furer,
AND indeed the Force of his whole Perfor-
mance hies 1n the Deceitfulnefs of it, in art-
fully {ubflituting one Thing for another ; like
a_Juggler at Cards, who fhews you one Card
while he artfully whips another into the Place
of 1t. Thus in the very Cafe before wus,
when Lord Bolingbroke fays that Chriftianity
bas been upen tle Decay cvcr fince the Refir-
rection of Letters, Here it is manifeft, if we
look into his Reafoning, ‘that he has palmed
Chitflianity wpon his Readers inftead of Po-
perys for his Arguments all ran againft Po-

perys
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pery; but, before he ﬂaew_s his Ir?and, he
whips in Chriflianity in Lieu of it. That
you may not think I al{o intend to decetve,
take his own Words. ¢ Obferve then, my
« Lord, fays he, that the Demolition of 72
“ papal Throne was not attempted with Suc-
« cefs until the Beginning of the fixteenth
«« Century.----A Multitude of Circumftances,
«« which you will eafily trace in the fifteenth
¢ ana fixteenth Centuries, to g0 no further
«“ back, concurred to bring about this great
““ Event.---Among thefe Circumitances, there
 is one lefs complicated and more obvious
“ than others, which was of principal and
‘“ yniverfal Influence. The Art of Printing
‘““ had been invented about forty or fifty
“ Years before the Period we fix: Fromy
« that Time the Refurre@ion of Letters
“ hafted on a-pace ; and at this Period they
““ had made great Progrefs, and were culti-
“ vated with great Application.----As {oon as
““ the Means of acquiring and {preading In-
‘“ formation giew comraon, is is no Wonder
that a Syftem was unravelled, which could
not have Dbeen woven with Succefs in any
Ages, but thofe of grofs Ignorance and
“ credulous Superftition (¢).”

AND vet this is the only Arpument he
produceth to prove that Chiriftianity has been
on the Decay ever fince the RefurreGion of

¢

(c) Lett, V. p. 204, 203, 200.

/ ?l

2 fetters,



6 A Vindication of the Hiftories Lrt. L.

Letters, Whereas it 1s really and truly a Proot
of the dire¢t contrary. For as it does prove
that Popery hath been upon the Decay ever
fince the Refurreion of Letters, fo will the
fame Method of arguing ferve to prove that
- the Deftruction of Popery has contributed
to the Revival of true Chriffianity, which

muft and will be enlivened along with the
Refurrection of Letters.

Burt, my Lord, this is not the only Place
where he has proceeded in this deceitful
Method of Reafoning, as will appear in the
Sequel of this Letter. And Iam {orry that
I muft fay, although I hope to convince your
Lordthip of the Truth of it, that his whole
Argumentation againft the Authenticity of
the Scripture Hiftory in the Old and New
Teftament, is one continued Piece of falla-
cious Sophiftry,  As for Inftance : His Lord-
fhip takes a great deal of learned Pains to
thew the ImperfeGtion of ancient prophane
Hiftory, as well as he does of ancient facred
Hiftory; which, at the fame Time that it
ferves to make a great Shew of Impartiality,
bas likewife this further Ufe, that, by over-
turping the Credibility of ancient prophane
Hiftory, he fets afide the Force of that Evi-
cence, which the Vindicators of revealed
Religion have produced in Support of the
facred Writings from the concurrent Tefh-
mony of the ancient prophane Hiftorians;
and yet through his whole Treatife, he re-

4 com-
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commends the Enquiry into ancient Hiftory,
in order « to eftablith thofe hiftorical Facts
 in facred Hiftory, which are the Foun-
« dation of the whole Syftem, on clear and
“ unqueftionable hiftorical Authority (d),”
which is manifeftly acting the Part of a faith-
lefs Dalilgh, in firft depriving us of our
Strength, and then calling out in the Voice
of a Friend, The Fhiliftines be wupon thee,
Sampfom ! |

ANxp the more effectually to do this, his
Lordfhip fets out with ridiculing Scaliger, Bo-
chart, Petavius and Ufber, who have attempted
to make this Enquiry into ancient prophane
Hiftory; and delares ¢ a thorough Con-
““ tempt for thewhole Bufinefs of thefe learn-
““ ed Lives (¢) ;” and pray obferve the Reafon;
becaufe, fays he, « The fame Materials are
““ common to them all; but thefe Materials
““ arc few, and there is a moral Impoflibility
“gthat they thould ever have more ( £).”-

AND what then? Surely the fewer thefe
Materials are, the more Reafon there is for
coniidering them in all the various Lights that
are pofhible. He recommends -an Enquiry
mnto ancient Hiftory, and then declares his
Contempt for thofe that do fo; and why ? Be-
cauie the Materials are few., That is, becaufe
there were not as many Books written before
the Invention of Letters, as there have been

fince the Art of Printing has been difcovered.

(d) Let, Vip.183.  (¢) P. 6. (f) P.6.
A g4 - His
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His Lordfhip obfesves (g), that  the Divines
“ objet in their Difputes with Atheifts, and
“ they obje&t very juftly, fays he, that thefe
*“ Men require improper Proofs.” And may
not they make the fame Objetion at prefent
againft his Lordfhip as a Theift? when he
contemns thefe Authors for not producing
more Materials than, according to his own

Affertion, 1t 15 pofitble for them to produce.

" But how does hie know that there is a mo-
ral Impoflibility they fhould ever have more !
was it not owing to Uber that we now have
the Copy of the Samaritan Pentateuch, which
15 a Living Evidence that thefive Books of Mo~
Jfes have not been corrupted in any material
Point fince the Defeftion of Semaria, and the
violent Animofities that arofe on that Account
between the fews and Semaritans. But his
Lordfhip fays further, that thefe Authors have
““ {uppofed, have guefled, have disjointed
“ Paflages of different Authors, and broken
“ Traditions of uncertain Originals, &c, (5)”
That Scaliger, Bochart and Marfhan, have
fometirees indulged their Imaginations too

nuch, I will readily allow ; but T ablolutely

deny the Charge againft Pefavius and Ujler.
And as there are no Inftances produced, he
has left me no other Means of refuting him.
kirs Lorafhip then fays, Fulius Africanus,
Eufebris, and George the Monk, opened the
princinal Sources of all this Science ; but they

(#) P 175, () 2.0,

COT~
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corrupted the Waters, In Proof of which,
he fays, ¢ The Dynafties of Manetho, for In-
« ftance, are broken to Pieces by Eufebius,

« and fuch Fragments of them as fuited his
« Defign are ftuck into his Works. We

N D

“ have, we know, no more of them (7).
Which Affertion, although falle in itfelf, for
ae know that we bave more of them, than what
are in Eufebius, yet feems to carry with it this
infidious Infinuation, as if Exfébzus after he had
picked out what made moft for his Purpofe,
had then deftroyed the Remainder to prevent
their rifing in Judgment againft him ; where-
as, I doubt very much whether ever Ewyfebius
had {een the Works of Manethos as Books
were then by no Means {o-eafy to be come at,
as they have been {ince the Invention of the
Art of Printing, For that Work of Eufebsus,
which 1s here alluded to, is his Chronicen, 1n
which Work he endeavours to fynchronize
the facred and prophane Hiftory, and to re-
duce them into one regular Series of Chro-
nology; and the Bocks which he mentions as
naving confulted upon this Head are, Hygznus,
Clemens  Africanus, Tatianus, Fofephus and
Jufius; but does not fay one Word about
Manetho.  Julius Africanus had indeed made
a Kind of Abftra& out of Manetho, in which
we know he did not exactly copy after Maune-
tho i his Lift of the tigyptian Princes, be-
caufe by comparing himwith fome other Ex-
1 i ) P. 8,

tracls
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tracs made out of Manetho, which are pre-
ferved in Fofepbus, we know he has very juftly
omitted the Names of the Queens, that are
mentioned by Manetbo, it being now univer-
fally acknowledged among the learned, that
Egypt was then an eleive Kingdom, and
that the Egyptians always chofe their Princes,
either out of their Priefthood, or out of the
Army. So that if Lord Bolingbroke had read
Fofepbus, whom he neverthelels quotes very
frequently, he would have found that we £now
more of Manetho than what 1s in Eufebius.
And what inclines me to think that Eufeorus
had not feen the Works of Manetho, or at leaft
had them not in his Pofleflion, 1s, that {peak-
ing in his Preparatio Evangelica of the Affairs
of Egypt, he barely mentions Manetho, as an
Author who had written largely on that Sub-
ject, but makes his Quotations, and thofe no
{mall ones, out of Diodorus Stculus.

TuenN his Lordthip proceeds and fays,
“ The Codex Alexandrinus we owe to George

“ the Monk : We have no other Authority
“ for it; and one cannot {ee, without Amaze-
“ ment, fuch a Man as Sir Fohn Marfhan
“ undervaluing this Authority 11 one Page, and
¢ building his Syftem upon it in thenext (£2).”
When Men of Learning {peak of the Codex
Alexandrinus, they are generally fuppofed to
mean the famous Alexandrian MS Copy of the
Old and New Teftament: But this is 2 Book

{7} Euleb, Praep. Loy €4 1.
which
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which was not known to Georgethe Monk, who
flourithed about 100Years ago, inan Age when.
that Book and the Value of 1t were unknown.
George the Monk, otherwife much better
known by the Name of Syncellus, does indeed
mention an ancient Chronicle, which, not-
withftanding its boafted Antiquity, muift have
been written, as Sir Foon Marfbam juitly re-
marks, fince the third Year of the hundred
and feventh Olympiad, becaufe it mentions
Neltanebo, whofe Flight was about fifteen
Years before the Expedition of Alexander.
Which Book, Syncellus fuppofes, led the fub-
fequent Authors, and particularly Manetho,
into all his Errors about the Antiquity of the
Egyptian Dynafties (/). And whereisthe great
Harm, if Sir obn Marfham fometimes receives
and fometimes rejects the Authority of this
anctent Chromicle, as he finds it agree or dif-
agree with other Authorities, which he ima-
gines to have either better or worfe Founda-
tion for what they affert? Does not his Lord-

fip take this Liberty even with the holy
Scriptures, and reject the hiftorical Part, while
he 1s pleafed to honour the Do&rines of ori-
ginal Sin, the Trinity, and the coming of the
Mﬁab, with {feeming Tokens of his Appro-
pation? But why his Lordfhip mentions this
Book, which Syncellus only intitles Vetus Chro-
nicon, under the Denomination of Codex Alex-
andrinus, 1 choofe to refer to the Conjectures

(!} Sync, P. §1. Ed. Par,

of .
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of the Reader, rather than to offer any Re-
fleGtions of my own. |

. But the noble Vifcount in his next Letter
goes on, and tells the Story of Abgarus (),
and of the Beafts, which when turned loofe
ran each of them immediately to that Part

of the Gireus, where a Parcel of Earth taken

from their native Soil had been laid ; and then
adds, ¢ This Tale might pafs on Fofephus;
¢ for in him, I believe, I read it.” He tells
the fame Story in another Place, with the
additional Fable of the Letters which paffed
between Abgarus and Fefus Chiriff (n). Which
I only mention now to fet your Lordfhip
right with Regard to the Author’s Name 1n
whom thefe Stories are told, and that 1s Fu-
Jebius, not fofephus : And likewife to defire
you would remark, that the greateft Authors
may be guilty of {mall Miftakes, without im-
peaching their Veracity, or their Judgment 1n
other Particulars; and to acknowledge that 1
think Eufebius was 2 little too credulous, in
{fome other Inflances as well as thefe; but that
he muft neverthelefs be efteemed as a Perfon
of great Veracity, Learning, and Judgment, 1n
the general.  Fafthew Paris 15 an Hiftorian
of undoubled Authority in moft Cafes, and
yet he was much more credulous than Eufe-
pius 1n many Particulars.  That there were
pious Fraudscommitted in, and beforethe Days
of Eufebius, is notto be denied ; but it is the

m) Let, Il p, 21, (i) Reflel. on Lxile, p. 240,

T“ {1
.._.-?L:-.Fl;i(.j:b
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Bufinefs of Criticifm, as his Lordfhip juftly ex-
prefleth it,  to {eparate the Ore from the
“ Drofs (v).” For fays his Lordfhip again,
“ We ftrike out Truth by the Confrontation of
““ different Accounts: Aswe ftrikeout Sparks
““ of Fire by the Collifion of Flintsand Steel(p).”
Which has been tolerably well performed fince
the Revival of Letters, and is every Day im-
proving fince the Reformation. Infomuch,
that our learned Author is forced to acknow-
 ledge, that ¢ the Moderns have invented new
““ Methods of Defence, and have abandoned
““ {ome Pofts that were not tenable (4).”

In his third Letter (), Lord Bolingbroks,
Ipeaking of the Uncertainty of ancient Hiftory
fays, < Berofus for Inftance, and Manetho, one
“a Babylonian and the other an Egyptian
“ Prieft, had publifhed the Antiquities of their
““ Countries in the Time of the Ptolemies. Be-
" 7ofus pretended to give the Hiftory of four
“ hundred eighty Years. Pliny, if T remem-
“ ber right, for 1 {ay this on Memory, {peaks
““ to this Effe® in the fix#) Book of his Natu-
* ral Hiftory: And if it was fo, thefe Years
- were probably Years of Nabonaflar”  And
here I cannot but obferve, that this noble Au-
thor quotes often upon Memory, in order, I
fuppofe to give thefe Letters the Ajr of 4 fljohs
and curfory Performance; although it is ma-
nifeflt from Lord Eolingbroke's laft Wi, that

0) Let, IV. p. 122, A Y

{(’ey; Let, V, pi.) I;i..; ((r)) .;Eté: P30

the

[
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the four firft of thefe Letters were privately
printed during his Life Time, though not pub-
lifbed, and, if I am rightly informed, were
diftributed among fome of his learned
Friends for their critical Revifal, who might
have fet him right if they pleafed, where he
made any Miftakes. But however, though
the Miftake here made is no great one, [
think it proper to inform your Lordfhip and
the Reader of thefe Letters, that it is in the
{eventh Book of Plizy’s Natural Hiftory, that
Berofus is mentioned by him in two Places (s).
In the firft of which he takes Notice of the
great Honours that were paid to Berofus by
the Athenians, to whom, though a Foreigner,
they ereCted a Statue in the publick Gymna-
fium, with a golden Tongue, on Account of
his Skill in Aftrology. And in the other, ar-
guing for the great Antiquity of the Art of
literary Writing, he fays, that Berofus mentions
the Babylonians as being in Pofleffion of Aftro-
nomical Obfervations forupwardsof 280 Years
before his Time ; which 1s very different from
what his Lordfhip afferts, that < Berofus
““ pretended to give the Hiftory of four hun-

““ dred eighty Years.” Whereas Berofus wrote
2 chronological Hiftory of Chaldea and the
adjacent Countries, from the Flood of Noab
to the Conquett of Babylon by Cyrus, compre-
hending a Peried at leaft upwards of 1700
Years. Of which I fhail have Occafion to

(s) Phin. Ivat, Hith, 1, vill ¢, 27, <6,
{peak



L. 1. ofthe Old and New Teffament. 15

{peak more fully in the Sequel of this Work.
But fuppofing that Berofus had given, or pre-
tended to give, an Hiftory of four bundred eighty
Yzars; What is the Meaning of the following
Remark? And if it was fo, thefe Years were
probably Years of Nabonaffar. Where is the
Senfe of this? or what 1s it to the Purpofee
One would be apt to imagine, in order tomake
Senfe of it, that the Years of Nabonaffar were
different from, and were either longer or
thorter than common Years. Whereas that
1s not the Fa&t. Nabongfflor was a tamous
King of Babyln, from the Commencement
of whofe Reign the Babylnians began the
Date of that remarkable Aftronomical Hira,
which from him was called the £ra of Na-
bonaflar, and commenced about feven Years
after the Aira of the Building of Rome, 295
atter the Death of Solsmon. So that although
the /Era of Nabonaflar differed from other

ras, yet the Years of Nabonaflar did not
differ from other Years. Upon all which 1

fhall only remark, that it is a very difficult
Thing for thofe Perfons, who have more of
the Shadow than the Subftance of Learning,
and yet are willing to make an oftertatious
Parade with it, to keep themfelves from be-

ing detected, and rendering themfelves the

Objects of Ridicule to the more knowing Part
of their Readers,

c By, fays the noble Vifcount ¢ had they

4 * . "

(meaning Berofirs and Manetho) given par-
“ ticular



16 AVindication of the Hiffories Le1. 1, .
«« ticular and hiftorical Accounts conformable -
«« to ‘theScriptures of the Fews; Jofepbus;
« “Fulius Africanus and Eufebius would have
« made quite other Abftracts from their Writ-
“ ings, and would have altered and contra-.
« diCed them lefs (#).” Fulius Africanus
was indeed Fool enough to be at the Trou-
ble of making Abftratts out of Maneth,

and both ofepbus and Eufebius and Sic Jobr
Mayfbam, have paid too much Regard to
{ome of his Affertions; but it would have
been a Shame for them, if they had not con-
tradiCtled him in others: 'The Egyptians
themfelves being {o little content with that
Work of his, that it was but a few Years
afterwards when Ptolemy Euergetes thought
it proper to employ Erafofthenes to under-
take 2 new Hiftory of Egypf, in order to
{upply the Defects and Imperfections of Ma-
netho.  But with Regard to Berofus, 1 can
affure your Lordfhip, that Fofephus is {o far
from contradiing him, that he appeals to
his Work in Support of the Hiftory of the
Bible : And Eufebius is fo far from either
contralting him or contradifting him, that
he has literally and faithtully copied him 1n
his Laft of the Affyrian Kings, and -has given
them 1n the {ame QOrder of Succefflion, and
has allowed the fame eva@ Period of Time
for the Duration of each Reign. And I now
leave 1t to your Lordfhip, to make your
(t) Let. ITl. p. 82,
oWk
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own Refle&tions, on the Treatment given
thefe great Hiftorians, - .
Tur ncble Vifcount comes then to give
us his Sentiments upon Sacred Hiftory, In
which he draws a burlefque Pi¢ture enough
of the miraculous Stories told by fome He/le-
neftical Jews, in Favour of the Septuagint
Verfion.ot the Bible. And then concludes.
“ Thus you fee, my Lord, that when we
““ confider thefe Books barely as Hiftories,
““ delivered to us on the Faith of a fuperfti-
““ tious People, among whom the Cuftom
and Art of pious Lying prevailed remark-
ably, we may be allowed to doubt, whe-
ther greater Credit is to be given to what
they tell us concerning the Original, com-
piled in their own Country, and as it were
“ out of the Sight of the reft of the World.”
But what is all this to the Parpofe? What
does it fignify what filly Stories are told either
by the Hellenifircal, or Hebrew, Fewsin Fa-
vour either of the Original or the Copy? And
what does it fignify in reality, whether the
Tranflation was made by one Man, or by. five,
or by feventy? The Books are both of them
in being, let them fpeak for themfelves.
Compare them together; and fee whether
they agree in the main Points, If they do, is
It not an undoubted Proof of the Originalf be-
mg extant and in areat Credit {o 1ong ago as
the Time of Ptolemy Philadelpbus, when this
Tranflation of it was firlt made? Bat why
thould any filly Stories told in Favour of a

B TI’ ilﬂf-i

€<
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Tranflation prejudice us againft the Original ?
Becaufe, fays the noble Vifcount, “ we may
“ be allowed to doubt whether greater Credit
““ is to be given to what they tell us concern-
“ ing the Original.” And fo we ought; it
is Doubt alone that leads to Truth. And 1if we

“had no better Proof in Favour of whxt they tell

us concerning the Original, than for thofe fil-
ly Stories that are told of the Copy, I would
join with the noble Vifcount in rejelting the

onie as well as the other. But before I have

finithed this Paper, I hope to convince your
Lordfhip, that our Belief in the Onginal 1s
founded on fuch rational and undeniable Ewvi-
dence as cannot fairly be rejeCted.

Not that I thall quote Alexander Pogyéff-
for, though of undoubted Authority, becaufe
his Lordthip makes a flight Objection againit
him: ¢ For, fays he, even Alexander Poly-
“ biftor 1s called 1n, he is quoted by Fofephus
“ and praifed by Ewfebus,” [His Lordfhip
might have faid that Eufebius quotes him as
well as Fofephus, for he makes much larger
Quotations out of him than sfepbus does]
“ as a Man of Parts, and great Variety of
‘““ Learning. His Teftimony, about the De-
““ luge and Tower of Babel is produced by
ot Gyl in his firft Book againft Fulian
“ And Fuftin the Apologift and Martyr, in
“ his Exhortation to the Greeks, makes Ufe
“ of the fame Authority, among thofe that

“ mention Mofes as a Leader and Prince of
“ the Fews. Though this Pohbiffor, if I

2 ‘“ remem-
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““ remember richt what I think I have met
“ with in Suidas, {poke only-of a Woman he
“ called Mofs (). It" 1s certain that Suzdas
under the Word Mwsrs does fay, according
to the Lain Tranflation quoted by his Lord-
{hip, Mulier Hebraea, cujus eft [criptum ipfa
Lex apud Hebreeos, ut ait Alexander Milefius
Polybiftor. And under the Title AréZavdpes,
where he 1s fpeaking of the Works of Poly-
beftor, he fays, In his dicit fuiffe mulierem He-
breeam nomine Mofo cujus jcriptum fit Lex illa
que ¢ft apud Hebreeos. But then I am fure
that Lord Bolingbreke did not believe Suidas
as the Thing is abfurdtoa Degree of Ridi-
cule; and in which Light I am confident the
noble Vifcount even quoted it in this Place;
as he could not but have read the juft Cha-
raCter which is given of Suidas by his Friend
Mr. Pope, in his Notes on the Duaciad.
The Works of Polybiftor are loft, but in
thofe Quotations which remain out of him,
there is no fuch thing to be found as Swidas
mentions; but on the contrary he fpeaks with
Refpect of Mofes, as being a wife Man and
the Legiflator of the ¥ews. He was an Au-
thor of great Repute; and is not only {poken
of as fuch by Ewufebius, and Jofepbus, and the
other Authors mentioned by his Lordthip,
but alfo by Pliny in his Natural Hiftory ; and
indeed I fhould have thought it beneath the
Genius of Lord Bolingbroke to retail fo poor a

(‘f) Let, iii, P 89,
B 2 Joke
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Joke as that of Swidas, in making only an old
Woman of Mofes.

But fays the noble Vifcount, < In fhort,
“ my Lord, the Few:ifh Hiftory never ob-
“ tained any Credit in the World, "ull Ghrs-

 flianity was eftablithed (w).” What not
among the Fews? Did not they believe it?
And if they did, was notall that was then in-
tended by it? His lordfhip feems to be un-

der a great Miftake, when he imagines the
Books of the Old Teftament were defigned

to inftru& Men in Arts or Science, or in the
general Knowledge of Geography, Hyftory,
or Chronology; for they were defigned pri-
marily and chiefly for the Ufe of the Fews, to
point out to them their Mefliab, to eftablifh a
Set of Laws for their particular State, to in-
form them in the Knowledge of Gop and his
Laws, and to excite them to Obedience, by
convincing them, that he was the Creator of
this World, that he was their daily Preferver,
and that they were under his immediate In-

{fpection both with Regard to Rewards and
Punithments. And therefore this Hiftory,
which concerned itfelf about Religion more
than Politicks, pafied unregarded by Strangers,
becaufe it was not written like other Hiftories,
where the Succefs of all human Affairs is at-
tributed to, and by which it can only be ac-
counted for 1n all. prophane Hiftory, the Wif-
dom, the Courage, or the Condu& of Minif-

ters, of Generals, or of Scldiers, and wice wer-
(w) Let. iil. p. gI.
|,
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fa. Whereas in this Hiftory all Events are at-
tributed to the immediate Direftion of Gob,
and the Succefls or Reverfe of all the Actions
of the Ifraelites is manifeftly thewed to depend
upon him ; and the fecret Springs of all their
oood as well as bad Fortune are revealed unto
them, and are demonftrably thewed to anfe,
not from their worldly Wildom, or worldly
Folly; not from their own Power or Weak-
nefs; not from their Courage or Cowardice ;
but from Gop, whofe Favour or whofe Frowns

depended on their Obedience or Difobedience
to his Laws; which is the great Moral that is
inculcated through the whole Tenor of the
Old Teftament.  And whereas his Lordfhip
truly obferves, thatin prophane Hiftory, ¢ an
“ Ingenious Writer may very innocently ac-
count for Events after they have happened,
“ by a Syftem of Caufes and Conduét that did
“ not really produce them (x);” in this Hi-
{tory 1t is quite otherwife, fince whoever care-
tully confults it will from thence learn, #o vin-
dicate the Ways of Gop with Man, not accord-

Ing to Appearances only, but according to
Truth.

BuT, fays our Author, ¢ I apprehend that
“ the Zeal of both ( ¥ews and Chriftians) has

“ donemuch Hurt, by endeavouring to extend
““ their Authority much further than is necef-
“ fary, for the Support perhaps of Fudaifm,
“ but to be fure of Corifiianity (y).” And
then he proceeds to explain himfelf, and en-

(¥) Let, v, p, 167, (y) Let. iii. p. g2.
B 3 deavours
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deavours to {hew that this Extenfion of their
Authority confifts in attributing a divine Iiafpi-
ration to the Authors of thefe Books. Which
he feems in fome Places willing to confine to
fuch Parts of Scripture as concern the Low,
the Doétrine, or the Prophecies. And conients
to allow, for Example, that the DoCrine of
Original Sin, the Trinity, and the Coming of
the Mefiah, may be eftablifhed by it, together
with the Infallibility of Scripture Autioority as
far as Religion is concerned (=), But he then
raifes fuch Objettions againft this Diftinction,
by hinting, that by this Means * the greateft
““ Part of their Chronology, and the far great-
“ eft Part of their Hiftory would be exclud-
“ ed(a);” and that ““this Notion of Infpi-
“ ration, which came occafionally, and that
““ illuminated the Minds and guided the Hands
““ of the facred Penmen while they were writ-
1ng one Page, and reftrained their Influence,
while the fame Authors were writing an-
““ other, may be cavilled agaimft (§) ;" that he
plainly fhews to a confiderate Reader, he does
by no Means defign or defire to “ adbere o
“ thefe Duftinctions (¢),” but that this Diftin-
¢tion 15 only ironically produced, orin plain
Englifb, that the aforementioned Conceffion,
in Favour of Original Sin, &e. is only a Piece
of Double-Dealing. .

! {hall therefore endeavour to fet before you
the true Nature and Extent of Infpiration as

(%) Lett, iii. P. ¢8. P. oa. by P. qgz.
3 13_ " it P.og (a) P.gg.  (B) P. 93
far
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far as occurs to me ; however, I muft premife,
that the Do@rine of Infpiration, together with
the true Limits of it, is attended with great
Difficulties, and is in reality a Difpute between
Divines themfelves who believe revealed Re-
ligion, rather than a difpute between Believers
and Dif-believers of Revelation; becaufe if
the Do&rine and Hiftory contained in the
Scripture be true, we are in Duty and Confci-
ence obliged to believe it, although the Authors
were not infpired. I thall therefore venture to
give my own private Opinion on this Head,
which 1s this.

ST. Paul in his Epiftie to Timothy fays, Al
Scripture is given by Infpiration of GOD, and
15 profitable for Doltrine, for Reproof, for Cor-
rection, for Infiruction in Righteoufne[s; that
the Man of God may be perfeét, thoroughly fur-
nifked unto all good Works (d). Whence it
plainly appears, that the main End and Ufeof
Infpiration is not to gratify our Curlofity, or
ior the Information and Improvement of our
Minds in Arts and Sciences, or in Hiftory and
Chronology, but for our Inftruétion in Righ-
teoufnefs, that the Man of Gop, that is, the
Servant of Gop, or the Mun who is willing
to dedicate himfelf to the Service of Gop, may
be thoroughly furnifhed with all. manner of
Inftrution, in Rightecufnefs, neceffary to ex-
cite him to the Performance of good Works.
And therefore, if the Inful shility of Scripture
Authority, as far as Religion is concerned, be but

t4) 2 Tim., iii. 16, 17.
B 4 Jecured,
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fecured, as the noble Vifcount expreflethit, {
am humbly of Opinion that Thatis {ufficient.
But then how can this be fecured, while the
fame infallible Pen which is ditating Truth
in one Page is declaring Falfehoods in the
next? And how fhall we diftinguith the one
from the other? This therefore cannot be al-
fowed. It muft either be all true or all falfe.
Bur it is objeted, and with too much Rea~
fon, that ¢ thefe Scriptures are come down
““ to us broken and confufed, full of Additions
« and Interpolations, and Tran{pofitions, made
““ we neither know when, nor by whom;
“ and fuch, in fhort, as never appeared on the
« Face of any other Book on which Men have
-« agreed to rely (¢).” 'The Reafon of which
15, becaufe there never was any other Book in
the World, notwithftanding all thefe Objec-
tions, on which Men had {o much Reafon to
rely. For though there are manifeitly fome
{mall Additions, Interpolations, and Tranipo-
fittons 1n the {acred Writings, of no great Con-
fequence, which have been deteted, and are
daily deteting, as Learning encreafes in the
World, yet thefe are by no Means of {uch Put-
port, as to impeach the Veracity of the Whole,
or to prevent thefe Scriptures from taking Et-
fect with Regard to the general Defign of in-
{tructing the Man of Gob in Righteoufnefs,
for which they were originally intended. And
indeed was it not “ for the peculiar Care of
* Providcnce in preferving them through all
(¢) Let. 111, p, g5,
“ the
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“ ¢the Changes and Chances to which thefe Books
“ quere expofed (f);” it would have been
impofiible for them to have come {o entire to
our Hands as they are at prefent, notwith-
ftanding all their Imperfections: For, was
it not for the particular Directions given by
Mofes of having his Writings placed in the
Ark, and kept in the Sanctuary, it is. mo-
rally impoihible they could have been prefer-
ved at all; if we do but confider the early
Age of the World, inwhich thefe Books were
written ; thatit was before the Invention either
of Paper or Parchment; when the Art of
literary Writing was in its Infancy ; and the
Scribes were obliged to make Ufe of the
Leaves or Barks of Plants or Trees, which
could not be fo completely tacked together,
but that the Ligatures would cafily fail. And
indeed, in fuch a Multitude of detached Pieces,
as thefe Books muft have been compofed of,
and which, of Confequence were very liable
to have been put in Diforder, it is impofiible,
had they not been very carefully preferved at
firft, until {everal Copies had been taken of
them on Materials of more lafting Duration,
that at the recovering them by Efdras, at the
Reftauration of the Fewifb T'emple, they

thould be Jfound, or, to pleafe the noble Vif-
count, thall I fay, »nw:d (£), in {fo com-

plete a Manner, as will be proved in the Se-
quel of thefe Letters, that they really were.

(/) Let. iii, p- 97,
() Let. iii. p. 100, 101,

And



26 A Vindication of the Hiffories LrT. T,

And probably it was on this Account, that s,
to {.pply the inconveniencies which mi;ht
happen by the Diftocation or Tranfpofition of
any of the {fmalle- Parts, that there are o mu-
ny Receptions of the fume kind of Advice i
the feveral Books of Myy, as the Prophet
Yaiah exprel: -2 18, Precept wpon Freoopt,
Precept upon recept, Line wion Line, Line
upon Liane, bere a liczle and there o htti (),
And for the fame Reafon it al{o protably was,
that Gop was pleafed to fend forth fo many
Propnets under the Fewr/b Difpenfation, and
to call forth feveral Lvangeiills under the Chri-
Jftian, that if, by the Miftake of Tranfcribers
or any other accident, an Error thould creep
into one Part, it ight be redtified by compa-
ring it with others. |

- Nor that I think all the Books which are
in the Canon of the Fewifh and Chriffian
Scriptures, or all the Paffages in the fame
Book, are to be put upon a Level, Let me
explain myfelf, I do not mean that they
are not all true; but that all the Truths are
not of equal Confequence. I have in thofe
Letters, which I formerly wrote to you on the
Mofascal Hiftory of the Creation and De-
luge, given you my Opinion of thofe Paffuges
which relate to Arts and Sciences, and to
which I thali refer the Reader ‘of this Let-
ter, as I intend to revife thofe Letters, as foon
as I have finithed this, and fhall give them
to the Publick, as a proper Sequel to what

(h) Iai, =xvili. 10

I
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T propofe writing to your Lordfhip at prefent.
But as Lord B:linghioke 1s pleafed to fay,

when {peaking of the Scriptures of the Old
Teftament in general, ¢ that thefe le_ﬁo-
“ ries are nothing more than Complications
““ of Old Traditions, and Abridgments of old
““ Records made in later Times, as they ap-
““ pear to every one who reads them without
““ Prepofiefiion,and with Attention (7).” This,
I own, may be true with Regard to fome of
them ; but I muft beg leave to contradiét his
Lordfhip in the moft pofitive Manner, with
Regurd to others; and do appeal to the un-
prejudiced and attentive Reader whether the
Books of Mofes and the Prophets are not to
be excepted out of this Affertion. For as to
what Mofes relates in the Books of Exodus,
Leviticus, Numbers and Deuteronomy, he
was himfelf the chief A&or, and delivers
you the Hiftory of bis own Times. And as
to the Book of Genefis T appeal to all Man-
kind, whether it is written in the Style of a
Compiler of old Records, and whether it i
not written in the Style and Manner of 4
Perfon well informed in the Truth of what
he wrote, and with the Firmnefs of one who
etther faw by Vifion or was informed by
fome other Kind of Infpiration, of the viry
Matters of Fact which he there certifies?

As to the Books of Kings and Chronicles,

how far they may appear to be Colle©ions
of old Records I’ cannot fay, It is enough

(1) P, g6,
for
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for us, that they were elicemed as authen-
tick and facred Records, by the moit learn-
ed and holy Perfons who lived neareft to
thofe Times, in which they were written:
And as fuch we have mlerted them and
fome others into our Cunon. Bat, if thefe
were loft, the Fewifh and the Chriflian Re-
ligion would {till remain fafe againft all the
Attacks of Infidelity; although they add, by
their Confortuity, great Strength to the Ewi-
dence; and efpecially thofe that are appealed
to in the Scripture of the New Teftament.
Axp here 1 muft beg leave to add, that
when we {peak of infpired Writers, and in-
fpired Writings, we do not mean that every
Word or every Thought is directly and im-
mediately infpired by Gop., When Mofes
wrote the Hiftory of the Exodus, he wrote
what he faw, and what he knew of it, as any
other Man would have done. When he was
informed by Gob, either in Vifion or by
Infpiration, of any Thing which he could
not otherwife know, he likewife wrote this,
or ipoke 1t 1n his own Words, unlefs where
the Words, as in a few Cafes, were di-
(tated unto him, and it is enough for us,
that he has told us what he knew either of
his own Knowledge, or by Infpiration, with
Truth and Fidelity. And this was alfo the Cafe
with the reft of the Prophets, whofe Minds
Almighty Gop might pleafe to illuminate,
either by fhewing them Vifions, or by im-
pre(ling and communicating Ideas immediate-

ly
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Iy to their Thoughts, and yet leave the
infpired Perfon to the Exercife of his own
natural Faculties in relating this Vifion, or
difcovering thofe Thoughts to others. So
that, when the Perfon thus infpired came to
defcribe the Vifion, or explain his Thoughts,
he would unfold his Mind in his own Lan-
guage, in the fame Words and ‘Images, that
he would naturally nfe either in common Con-
verfation, or 1n any literary Compofition. And
hence 1t comes-to pafs, that thofe Scriptures
which are faid to be infpired by Gob, are
written in fuch a great Variety of Styles, ac-
cording to the different natoral, or improved,
Abihties of the Perfon infpired. Thus, for
lixample, the Language in which the Pro-
phet Ifaiah writes, who was of royal Extra-
ction, and was bred at a Court, is lofty and
high, his Metaphors flrong, and his Images
fublime: Whereas, on the othe Hand, the
Language of the Prophet 4mos, who was
by Profeflion a thepherd, and bred in the
Country, is humble and low, his Sentiments
caly, and his Images frequently paftoral; and
therefore the Style of the Scriptures muft be
liable to all the Miftakes and Incorre@nefles
of that Kind, with which other human Com-
pofitions abound.

Nor 15 it to be-fuppofed that there was any
need for the Spirit of Gop to infpire the facred
Writers with the Knowled'ge of thofe things
which‘thﬁir own Eyes, or their own Ears,
Or their own Judgment could inform them

10}
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in without fuch Infpiration. It is {ufficient
that in fuch Cafes, the facred Writers fhould
fay nothing but the Truth, as it appeared
unto them. As in the Cafe of the extraordi-
nary Continuance of the Light of the Sun,
which ¥ofbua mentions as the Effect of the
Sun’s ffanding flill (), becaufe it appeared
unto him fo todo, which, although not phy-
Jically true, was undoubtedly a moral Truth,
And hence it is, that St. Pawul frequently
makes a Diftinétion between thofe Precepts
which he had received by Inipiration, and thofe
thatarofe from the Refult of his own Prudence.
For, in writing to the Cortnthians, with Re-
gard to fome Part of their Conduét in the mar-
ried State, he fays, This I [peak by permiffion,
and not by Commandment (1); that 1s, I{peak
it by permi{fion as my own private Advice, but
not by Infpiration from the Lord. But where
a Matter of confequence arofe, and the Que-
ftion was about Separation; whether a believ-
ing Wife or Hufband fhould feparate from
an unbelieving Wife or Hufband, having felt.
the divine Infpiration inwardly dictating to
him, what his own Judgment was unable to
determine, he then {peaks pofitively, as by In-
{piration from Gop, and fays Unto the married
I command, yet not I, but the Lord. Let not the
Wife depart from the Hufband, and let not the
Hufband put away bis Wife (m). Something

(#) Joth. x. 13. (/) 1 Cor. vii. 6.
(m) 1 Cor. vi. 10, 11. See alfo 1 Cor. vii, 12.
2 Cor, vit, 8. 1 Thefl, i 15,  And 2 Cor, xi. 17.

of
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of the fame Nature happened to Mofes in the
Cafe of the Man that was found gathering
Sticks on the Sablath Day, and in the Cafe
of the Daughters of Zelophehad; which Cafes
Mofés not being able to determine by his

own private Judgment, went to confult the
Lord, and had his Doubts accordingly refolv-

ed. So that when any Perfon, under the In-
fluence of the Spirit of Gop, declares any
Thing as a Truth, we may fafely acknow-
ledge it as fuch, although he was not parti-
cularly infpired with it; becaufe, we may
depend upon it, thetthe Spirit of Gop, were
it otherwife, would, in that Cafe, over-rule
him, and corre@ his Judgment, and make

him cry out with St. Paul, Yot not I, but the
Lord.

BuT, fays the noble Vifcount, “ The prin-
cipal and decifive Reafon for {eparating in-
* fuch Manner the legal, dotrinal, and pro-
“ phetical Parts, from the hiftorical, is the
" Neceflity of having fome Rule to go by,—
It 1s ftrange, but it is true; not only the
* Jews differ from the Chriffians, but Fews
“and Coriftians both differ among them-
“ felves concerning almoft every Point that
“ 15 neceffary to be certanly  known and

agreed upon.—Who were the Authors
“ of thefe Scriptures, when they were
" publithed, how they were compofed and

* prelerved, or renewed, &, (#)” Withregard

1 Cor, xiv. 13
(ﬂ) Let, iii, p. 100, 101,

€C
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to the Neceflity of having fome Rule to go

by if our Author means {fome infailible Rule or
Guide to go by, fuch as the Roman Catholicks

have, from the fame Method of arguing,
erected the Pope into; {oasto fix and necel-
fitate our Aflent, and to prevent Mankind by
its infallible Influence, from erring; I cannot
help being of a very different Opinion from
him : But if he means fuch a Rule as, with

an honeft Heart and due Application, will
be fufficient to inftrut the Man of Gop n
Righteoufnefs, and condu¢t him to Happi-
nefs, then indeed, < If we fuppofe that Gob
“ aits towards Men according to the moral
«« Fitnefs of Things (0),” there is a Neceflity
for fuch a Rule to go by. Which Necefiity,
Gop hath in his Goodnefs complied with, in
giving his writfen Word ; having alfo given
to every Man fuch a Portion of Reafon as, if
duly applied, will undoubtedly conduct him
to a {uitable Portion of Happinefs ; {ince 1t is
‘undeniably true, that every Man’s Endea-
vours will be accepted according to that a
Man bath, and not according to that he bath
1ot (p).

For, my dear Lord, Iwould have you al-
ways bear in Mind, that Mankind are placed
here in this Life, neither as neceflary Agents
that cannot err, nor yet, like the Leviathan,
barely to take his Paftime in the Deep ; but
that we are placed here in a State of Proba-

(0) P' 95' eve
() 2 Cor. viil, 12.

tion
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tion and Trial, to fee whether awe love the Lord,
or bave Pleafure in Unrighteonfnefs; and that,
according to our Behaviour under this Trial,
we {hall, in the final State of our Exiftence, be
either eternatly rewarded or eternally punifhed.
And therefore, among the various Kinds of
Probation, which we are liable to undergo,
this of believing upon reafonable Grounds is
one; and for this Caufe 1t 15, that Almighty
Gop has not fixed the Grounds of our Belief
on fuch lelf evident Principles, as to necéffi-
tate and force our Aflent; but {o as to leave
fome Room for the Virtue of believing, For
although it is undoubtedly true, that our
Aflent muft neceflarily follow Conviction,
and that our Faith or Belief will neceffarily
preponderate on that Side of the Queftion
where the greateft Evidence lies; yet muft
it alfo be allowed to be a Virtue, and a
Happinefs, to be able to preferve the Mind in
fuch a doe Ballance and Frame of judging,
as to give its Affent only upon realonable
Grounds,  Could our Paflions never get the
})ftﬁer of our Reafon, there would be no fuch
Thing as Vice; could our Reafon never get
the better of our Paffions, there would be no
{fuch Thing as Virtue ; and, of Confequence,
no Foundation for Rewards or Panithments ,
which naturally and necefiarily belong to free
Aé’c{ons. And therefore, the Evidence of our
Belief 1n the Word of Gob, is not laid before
us and written in fuch legible Chara&ers as

that he that runneth may read, but in fuch,

C R
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as that he who fearcheth for it with Diligence,
Impartiality and Induftry, and is of an hum-
ble and teachable Difpofition, may difcover 1t
with fufficient Eafe. For although Almighty
Gop hath framed Mankind for Happinefs,
yet this Happinefs is not to he acquired with-
out fome Labour and Induftry on our Part.
The Earth will bring forth Briars and Thorns,
if we do not take Care to cultivate and til}
it: The Ore lies hid in the Bowels of a

hatren Mountain, and is to be difcovered by
a few Marks in the Surface, known only to
~ the curious and inquifitive, "And why 1s all

. this Wealth fo artfully concealed ? Only to try
and prove the Induftry of Man, Knowledge
alfo in general, as well human as divine, lieth
deep, it muft be dug for before it is found.
And why? Only to prove us, and try whether
we think it worth the {earching for.

AND as to the ObjeQion raifed from the dife
ferent Sentiments of Fews and Cbriflians, con-
cerning almoft every Point that 15 neceflary to
be known and agreed upon: this is not true.
They do indeed differ about the Interpretation
of fome Paffages 1n the Scriptures, which is the
neceflary Confequence of a Freedom of Will s
But they are {ufficiently agreed about thofe
Queftions here mentioned by the noble Vif-
count, ““ oo were the Authors? when awere
they publifbed ? bow were they compofed and pre-
ferved, or renewed,” &c.? even {o fufficiently
agreed, as to make them a Rule of Faith, And
{urely it 15 no fmall Proof of the Truth of thofe

Things
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Things wherein they agree, when they {hew
{o great an Inclination to quarrel about other
Things, and to find all the Fault with one an-
other that they pofiibly can, -
But, (ays Lord Boliugbroke, ¢ If we could
“ believe with the Ravbies that Mofes wrote
“ every Word of the Pentateuch, or with Philp
““and Yofepbus, that Mofes wrote the Account
“of his ewn Death and Sepulchre, — yet
“ would I venture toaffert, that he who expects
“ to find a Syftem of Chronology, or a Thread
‘“ of Hiftory, or fufficient Materials for either,
““ in the Books of the Old Teftament, expe@s
“to find what the Authers of thefe Books,
“ whoever they were, never intended (7),
Which is undoubtedly true, And 1 believe it
never before entered inte the Head of any Man
to fuppofe otherwife, Buat how fhould the
noble Vilcount have an Opportunity of intro-
ducing all the farcaftical Jokes which he has
here in thefe Letters thrown out, with Regard
to the ridiculous Opinions of fome of the Yew-
/b Rabbins, or againtt the Hiftories of the Old
and New Teftament, if he did not confider
them in this Light? His original Defign in
writing thefe Letters, {feems to have been to
vindicate the Treaty of Utrecht, and to {hew
his own great Knowledge of the Hiftory of
Europe for fome Centuries paft, and of the fe-
parate Interefls of the principal AQors in this
great Scene, which, how he hath performed,
1 leave to the Politicians to determine, But, I

(7) Let. iii. p. 100
C 2 OWn
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own, I cannot {fee what need there was for
him to go back beyond that Period of Time,
which he very juftly fixes as the proper Aira
for beginning his Enquiry, that 15 the Inven-
tion of the Art of Printing, and the Refurrec-
tion of Literature from thence; were it not
that 1t furnifhed him with an Opportunity of
giving {ome Strokes at the ancient Hiftories in
the Canon of the Old Teftament, and {ome
- few Flings at the New ?

AnD in order to fthew ° that the Author
““ or Authors of the Pentateuch anfwer as little
“ the Purpofe of Antiquaries in Hiftory, as in
““ Chronology,” he defires his Reader to con-
fider that the Hiftory of two thoufand Years
““ 15 comprifed in eleven {hort Chapters of Ge-
““ nefis (r).  He then proceeds to give a droll
Abftralt of them, and infer alia tells us, that
““ the Sons of Gop lay with the Daughters of

““ Men, and begat Giants (s),” which he ima-
gines will appear ridiculous to the Reader,
becaufe it is not every body that underftands
Hebrew, and the true Force of the Expreffions
in that Language ; whereas to thofe who do,
it is well known, that the Fews were ufed to
ftyle any thing that was high and elevated, by
the Expreflion of being A Thing of Gop, or
o Goalike Thing. Which they carried fo far,
as not only to give this Title to Men and An-
gels, but even to the inanimate Creation. Thus
they fiyled the great Dilputes or Struggles, or
Wrefthing, which Rachael had with her Sifter
(i) Let ot p.oyob. (s) P. 105,
Leab,



Let. I of the Old and New Tefiament, 7

Leah, the Wrefllings of Gop (%), as well as a
mighty Prince, a Prince of Gop (u), &c, This
Expreflion therefore, here alluded to, fignifies
no more than this, that the Sons of Gop, 7. e.
the Men of Power and Authority in thofe
Days, began to abule that Power, and forcibly
to take away the Daughters of Men, that is,
of the poorer Sort of People, by whom, having
legitimate Children, who were frequently
Men of Strength, as the original Word, which
we tranilate Giant, literally fignifies; thefe il-
legitimate Children, "having no Inheritance of
their own, addicted themfelves, for a Lively-
hood, to Rapine and Plander.

HE then proceeds to give an Account of the
Conduct of the Children of Noah at Babel, and
fays, that “ thefe Children of one Family
“ were divided into feveral Languages, even
“ whillt they lived together, fpoke the fime
* Language, and were employed in the fame
“ Work (w).” There is no body that can
exprefs himfelf more properly, or more clear-
ly, than Lord Bolinghrote, when he pleafes ;
but in this Sentence he feems to be indufiri
oufly confufed. Does he mean to fay, what

his Words feem to imply, that while the Chil.
dren of one Family fpoke only one Language,

and were employed in the fime Work, they
yet at the fame Time fpoke different Lan-

guages, and continued to carry on the fame
Work ? If he does, he means to fay what nei-

ther is, nor can be, true. Bat if he means, that
(1) Gen, xxx. 8. (2 ) Gen. xxiii. 6. (w) Let. iii, p. 107,
C3 the
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the Children of one Family, who, while Gop
thought proper to keep them unmd {poke
only one Language, and were employed 1n the
{fame Work ; yet, when Gop thought proper

to difperfe them and oblige them to leave oft
their Work, that he confounded their Lan-
guage, and by Virtue of his fupernatural Pow-
er, deprived the Majority of the Remembrance
of -their native Tonguee ; and infpired the fe-
veral lefler Families of which that Majority
was compofed, with the Knowledge of various
and diftinét Languages, one of which each.
teffer Divifion might underftand, but was un-
intelligible to the ref’c by which Means thefe
feveral Families, bemO‘ rendered ufelefs to each
other, becaufe they could not underftand one
3n0th61, were obliged to difperfe and people
the whole Earth, according to their Tongues,
in their Lands, after their Nations; If this be
what he means, then indeed he means what
1s reafonable and true, but his Meaning is ill
expreﬂed

. BuT, “ upon the whole Mqtter fays he, if

““ we' may guefs at the Defign of an Author
“ by the Contents of his Book ; the Defign

“.of Mofzs, or of the Author of the Hiftory
6 aﬁ:nbed to him 1n this Part of 1it, was to in-
“ form the People of Ifrael of their Defcent
“ from Noab by Sem, and of Noah's from A-
“ dam by Seth; to illufirate their Original;
“ to-eltablifh their Claim to the Land of Ca-
*“ naan, and to juflify all the Cruelties com-
*omitted by Foitee m the Conqueft of. the

(L Cg__ﬁ
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 Canaanstes (x).” 'Then the noble Lord pro-
ceeds to fpecify the Cuarfe given by Noab to
Canaan for an Offence committed by his Fa-
ther Ham : and obferves, that ¢ Ham alone
¢ oftended : Camaan was innccent. Canaan
““ alone was curfed: and he became, accord-
“ ing to his Grandfather’s Prophecy, a Ser-
““ vant of Servants, that is, the vileft of Slaves

to Sem, although not to Fapher; when the
" Ifraelites conquered Palefline ; to one of bis
““ Uncles, not to bis Brethren, Will it be faid
— 1t has been faid — that where we read
Canaan, we are to underftand Ham, whofe
Brethren Sem and Faphet were? At this
Rate we fhall never know what we read,
as thefe Criticks never care what they fay.”
Will it be faid — this has been faid too —
that Ham was punifhed in fhis Pofterity,
when Canaan was curfed, and his Defcen-
dants were exterminated, But who does
not {ee, that the Curfe and the Punifhment,
“ 1n this Cafe, fell on Canaan and his Pofte-
“ nity, exclufively of the reft of the Pofterity
*of Hom (y) 2" And now I appeal to your
Lordfhip whether any Thing can be more un-
fair than the Treatment given to this Paflage
by the noble Vifcount, 4r this Rate we [hall
never know, fays he, what we read. And how
s it that we know what we read? Is it by in-
ﬁf’cmgﬁon every literal or verbal Miftake that is
made in copying of Manufcripts ; or when we
find a magnfe[’c Miftake, is it not by comparing

() Let. iii, p, 109 (y) P. 110,
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what we read with the Context, and corre&-
ing any Error of the Pen or Prefs, {o as to make
the Senfe of the whole Paffage entire? And, if
the noble Vifcount would have allowed himfelf
Patience to have done this, he might eafily have
reftified the Miftake, For, as he obferves, it
was Ham alone offended ; and yet it is Canaan
alone that 1s curfed, And that the Words of

the Curfe are, that the Perfon curfed fEall be
¢ Servant of Servants to his Brethren, viz,
Sem and faphet. Hence it is manifeft, that
Canaan could not be the Perfon curfed ; be-
caufe, as the noble Vilcount alfo remarks, he
would then be made a Servant of Servants, not
to his Brethren but to his Uncles, It is alfo
to be obferved, that in the preceding Verfes,
where Ham 1s {poken of as being guilty of the
Offence, he is particularly fpecified by the Name
of Ham, the Father of Canaan (2). For fays
Moles, Ham the Father of Canaan, faw iis
Father’s Nakednefs, &c, And Noab awaked
Jrom his Wine, and fknew what his younger
Son (Ham) had done unto bim.  And he faid,
Curfed be Canaan, &c. Whereas, is it not
plain that this laft muft be a Miftake in
the Tranferiber of the Copy, and that the
whole Paflage muft, in the Original, have run
thus ¢ Ham, the Father of Canaan fow bis
Fatoer’s Nakeduefs : and Noab awaked from
bis Wine, and knew what bis younger Son had
done unto bim, And be [aid, Curfed be [Han
toe Father of | Canaan s a Servant of Servants

(v) Gen. ix. 18, 22. |
fhall
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fbail he be unto bis Brethren. And he faid,
Bleffed be the Lord Gob of Shem ; and | Ham
the Father of| Canaan fball be bis Servant.
Gob [kall enlarge Faphet, and be [hall dwell in
the Tents of Shem; and [Ham the Fatber of ]
Canaan fball be bis Servant, But, fays the no-
ble Vifcount, “ who does not {ee that the Curfe
““and the Punithment, 77 #bis Gafe,” (that 1s

in the Extirpation of the Ganaanites) « fell on
““ Canaan and his Pofterity, exclufively of the
““ reft of the Pofterity of Ham?” And without
Doubt, {o it-did in that oze Cafe; but the Curfe
was general, and included Ham and all his Pof-
terity, as well as Ganaan, and was accordingly
fulfilled in them all, directly contrary to the
exprefs Aflertions of the noble Vifcount; when
he fays, « The Defcendants of Mifraim, ano-
““ ther of his Sons, were the Egyptians; and
““ they were {o far from being Servants of Ser-
““ vants to their Coufins the Semifes, that thefe
“ were Servants of Servants to them, during
““ more than fourfcore Years,” Whereas it
1s manifeft on the contrary, that Egypt, or the
Land of Ham, was made tributary to the Off-
{pring of Shem in the Perfon of Cambyfes and his
Succeflors, who reduced Egypt as well as Ca-
naan, under the Perfian Yoke; under which
1t continued until the Retgn of Darius Nothus,
when the Egyptians having driven the Perfians
ouc of that Country, regained their Liberty s
until they were again reduced by Ochus King
of Perﬁzz, and remained in Subjection to that
Empire, until Darius Codomanus was defeated

bV
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by Alexander the Great ; when Egypt fell un-
der the Power of that Prince, with the reft
of the Provinces of the Perfian Empire, By
which Means, Ham, with his Pofterity, be-
came a Servant of Servants unto bis Bretbren,
having been firft brought into Subjection by the
Perfians that were of the Line of Shem, and
being again {ubdued by the Greeks who were
the Defcendants of jfﬂp/aef 2 'This Part of the
Curfe was therefore. literally fulfilled, it being
manifet; that the whole Poﬁcrity of Ham was
made a Servant of Servants when the Greeks
and Romans, who were the Pofterity. of ¥a-
phet, elearged their Borders by conquering the
Perfians, and taking Pofleflion of the Tents of
Shem, both in Egypt “and Canaan, But the Rea-
{on why the Name of Canaan alone, of all the
Children of Ham, was particularly mentioned
at that Time by Mofes, as being included in
the Curfe pronounced by Noah, was, becaufe
the Jfraelites, who were the Of'fsprmg of Shem,

were then going to fulfill that Part of the Curfe

and to take Poffeflion of the Land of Ccznaezn

for the firft Time,

AND as to all the Cruelties committed by Jo-
thua on the Conqueft of the Canaanites ; I know
not one that fofbua was guilty of, but {uch as
- were the natural and neceffary Confequences of

the Fate of War, The Infinuation, however,
to which this Oblfervation leads, is eafily feen;

whereas, if the noble Vifcount had but confider-
ed, that Gop 15 the Governor of this Univerfe,

and that he has an ablolute Right to difpofiefs

any
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any of the Inhabitants of it, either on Account
of their Wickednefs, or for any other Reafon
which he may fee good in his unerring Wifdom,
and to give their Pofleflions to other People ;
then the Extirpation of the Canganites by Fo-
fhua, would not have appeared fo unrighteou§ 2
Thing in the righteons Eyes of this noble Vif=
count. Becaufe, 2z #h:s Café, Josuu A and the
fracittes are to be confidered only as fo many
Inftruments 1n the Hand of Gop, which were
made Ufe of by him for the Execution of his
Vengeance. And in this very Senfe it is,
that Gop was pleafed to explain the Deter-
minations of his- Will, with Regard to this
very Event of the Extermination of the Ca-
naanites, when he promifed their Land unto
Abrabam, For, fays Mofes, Gop Jfard unto
Abraham, Know of a Surety that thy Seed fhall
b¢ a Stranger in a Land that is not theirs, and

Joall ferve them, and they fbal aifltét them 400
Years. And alfo that Nation whom they ferve

will I judge: and afterwards fhatl they come

out with great Subflance, And thou Jhalt go
t0 thy Fathers in Pedce; thoy fhalt be buried

2 good old Age.  But in the fourth Genera-
Yion they fball come hither again : ForR THE
INIQUITY OF THE AMORITES 13 NOQT YET
FULL (a). And for the fame Reafon it was,
that is, on Account of their Iniquity, that Gop
fo ftrictly prohibited the Ifraelites, from enter-
Ing 1nto Leagues, or making any Covenants
with the Canaanites when they were going to
(a) Gen. XV, 13—=10, ‘

take
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Poffeffion of that Country: For, fays Febovab
unto the Ifraclites, Take beed unto thyfelf, loft
thou make a Covenant with the Inbabitants of
the Land, whither thou goeft, left it be for a
Snare in the midf} of thee. But ye fball defiroy
their Altars, break their Images, and cut down
their Groves, Left thou make a Covenant with
the Inbabitants of the Land, and they go a
Whoring after their Gods, and do Sacrifice unto
their Gods, and one call thee and thou eat of
this Sacrifice.  And thou take of their Daugh-
ters unto thy-Sons, and thesr Daughters go a
Whoring after their Gods, and make thy Sons go

@ Whoring after their Gods (b).
" But Lord Bolingbroke proceeds and fays,
“ it would not be worth while to lengthen
“ this tedious Letter, oy {etting down any
“ more of the Contents of the Hiftory of the
¢ Bible, Your Lordthip may pleafe to call
«« the Subftance of 1t to your Mind, and your
<¢ pative Candour and Love of Truth, will ob-
“¢ lige you then to confefs, that .thefe facred
¢ Books do not aim in any Part of them at
“ any Thing lke univerfal Chronology and
¢« Hiftory (¢).” And who of ¢ mmon Senfe
ever faid they did? The Wiiters of univerfal
Hiftory and Chronology are obliged to have
Recourle to the facred Books, on Account of
their Antiquity, as they are the only Books of
any Authority, imperfect as they are, which
treat of the Afrairs of Palefline and Egypt with
any Manner of Certainty, in thofe early Ages

(4) Exod. xxxiv. 12, &¢ () Let, il p. 112, - ¢

O



Let.1. of the Old and New Teflament. 45

of the Worlds but I never yet heard it {ug-
gefted before, that thefe facred Books were
canonized, as Treatifes of univerfal Hiftory and
Chronology.

Bu, continues his Lordthip, ¢ They con-
¢ tain a very imperfe Account of the Jfraclites
¢« themfelves; of their Settlement in the Land
<« of Promife, of which by the Way, they ne-
e« ver had entire, and fcarce ever peaccable

«« Pofleflion; of their Divifions, Apoftafies,
« Repentdnces, Relapfes, Triumphs, and De-
« feats (4).” If his Lordfhip means that they
contain a very imperfect Account, with Regard
to the Views with which his Lordfhip feems
at prefent to have confulted thofe facred Books,
only to collett from thence a political Hiftory
for the Inftruétion of Statefmen, with Regard
to the Treaty of Usrecht, he 1n fome Mealure
fays true. Bat, if his Lordfhip had read them
with the View for which they were written,
which was to inftruct us in a due Obedience to
our Creator, he might have learned from the
Expertence of the Ifraelites, that the due Ob-
fervance of the Commands of Gop, was the
beft Policy which it 1s poffible for any Man to
purfuc; of which he would meet in thofe fa-
cred Books with {o perfeé? an Account, that he
could not but have feen that the Triumphs of
the Ifraelites were owing to their Repentances
and their Defeats to their Divifions, Apoftafies,
and Relapfes, And if, « by the ¥ ay, they ne-
ver bad cntire, and [rarce ever peaceable Poflef
(d) P, 113, |
Jion
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““ fion of the Land of Canaan,” does it not
appear to a Demonftration as plain as Words
can make it, that this was owing to thelr own
Indolence and Difobedience to the Commands
of Gop? For which they paid very dearly afe
terwards, and of which they had early and time-
ly Notice ; for, faid Mofés unto them, 1% fball
difpoffefs the Inbabitants of the Land, and dwell
therein, — But if ye will not drive out the In-
habitants of the Land Jrom before you 5 them it
fhall come to pafs, that thofe which ye let reman
of them, fhall be Pricks in your Eyes, and Thorxs
in your Sides, and fhall vex you in the Land
wherein you dwell (¢.)
- Bur, fays the noble Vifcount, ¢ One par.
¢ ticular Obfervation, and but one, I will make,
“ to {hew what Knowledge in the Hiftory of
t* Mankind, and in the Computation of Time,
«“ may be expeCted from thefe Books. ‘The
«“ Affyrians were their Neighbours, powerful
« Neighbours, with whom they had much to
“do. Of this Empire therefore, if of any
““ Thing, we might hope to find fome fatis-
' faCtory Accounts. What do we find ? The
“* Scripture takes no Notice of any Affyrian
“ Kingdom, till juft before the Time when
*¢ prophane Hiftory makes that Empire to end.
““ Then we hear of Phul, of Tiglath-Phalaf-
“ fer, who was perhaps the fame Perfon; and
“ of Salmanafer, who took Samaria in the
“ twelfth of the Ara of Nabonaflar, that is,
“ twelve Years after the Affyrian Empire was
(¢) Numb. xxxiil. 55, 50.
* no
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““ no more. Senacherth {ucceeds to him, and
““ Afferbaddon to Senacherth, What f{hall we
““ fay to this apparent Contrariety ? If the Si-
““ lence of the Bible creates a ftrong Prefump-
“ tion agamft the firft, may not the Silence
“ of prophane Authority create {ome agau_lﬂ:
¢ the fecond Affyrian Monarchs? The Pains
“ that are taken to perfuade, that there is
““ Room enough between Serdancpalus and
“ Gyrus for the fecond, will not refolve the
* Difficulty (£.)”

I cHoosz to quote this whole Paffage, for
fear I {hould be thought to leflen any Thing
of the Force of the Objection, In anfwer to
which, it is firft to be obferved, that the noble
Vilcount takes it for granted, that the facred
Wiitings were defigned as a ‘Treatife of uni-
verfal Hiftory and Chronology, and then
argues againft them upon this Suppofition,
Which is very unfair.  Whereas, it is mani-
feft from the whole Tenor of thofe facred
Books, that neither the Affairs of Aflyria nor
Egypt are taken Notice of, but jult fo far as

they had Relation to the Jfraelites, when they

are {poken of as Enemies raifed up by Gop
for their Punithment, or as Friepds for thelr

ProteCtion ; or when fome remarkable or {u-
pernatural Operation is wrought upon them
for the Prefervation of the lraelites, when
they, upon their Repentance, applied ferioufly
to Gop for his Prote@ion, And this is the
Reafon why the Scripture takes no Notice o
(f.) Let.iii. p. r1g, 113, .
any
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any Affyrian Kingdom, until juft before the Time
when prophane Hiftory makes that Empire to end,
Becaufe there was no fuch Event as 1s above-
mentioned, that happened between the Affy-
rians and Ifraelites, until about that Time.
But, fays he, ¢ then we hear of Pbu/ and

« Tiglath-Phalaffer, who was perhaps the
« {ame Perfon, and of Salmanafar, who took

«« Samaria in the twelfth of the ABra of Na-

““ bonaflar, that is, twelve Years after the
““ Affyrian Empire was no more,” Whence
it 15 manifelt, that his Lordfhip takes it for
granted, that the Kingdom of Affyrza was at
an End, when Nabonaflar began to reign In
Babylsn, Which is juft the fame Method of
arguing as if any one {hould fay, That there
- was an End to the Kingdom of Fudab, when
Sferoboam revolted, and erected the Kingdom
of Ifrael at Samaria; or, that there was an End
to the Kingdom of Spazn, when the Kingdom
of Portugal was {eparated from it.

Tuz Kings of Affyria were, during the full
Grandeur of that Empire, Kings of Babylon,
as well as of Nineven, and the reft of Affyria;
but, towards the Decline of the Empire, Na-
bonaflar arofe, and feparated the Kingdom of
Babylon from that of Affyria, the King of
Affyria fill living at Nineveb, and the King of
Babylon at Babylon 3 which Separation conti-
nued, however, but for a few Generations,
Babylon being recovered again, and re-united
to its ancient Empire, by Nebucadnezzar,
King of Affyrza, Where then is the Contra-

ey



Let. L of the Old and New Teftament. 49

riety or Contradition to fay, in the lLangnage
of the Scriptares, that z¢ came to pafs in the
fourth Year of Hezckiah, King of fudab,
(which was the {eventhYear of Hofea, Son'of
Elab, King of Ifrael) that Shalmenefer, King
of Affyria, came up againft Sainaria, and be-
Jieged 1t (g); although this Event alfo came
to pafs in the twelfth Year of the Reign of
Nebonejfar King of Babylon? 1f there is any,
1 own Iam blind enough not to fee it
Bur, faith his Lordthip, ¢ If the Silence of
‘“ the Bible createsa ftrong Prefumption againft
“ thefirft, may not the Silence of prophane
‘“ Acthority create fome againft the fecond
““ Affyrzan Monarchs ?* By the firlt Afjyrian
Mouarchs, 1 {uppole he means the Affjrian
Monarchs that reigned from Nimrod to Trgtath-
Pilaffer, during whofe Reign it was that Naz-
bonaffar ereted the feparate Kingdom of Ba-
bylm. And by the fecond Afyrzan Monarchs,
I fuppole, he means thofe who reigned from
Tigleth Pilaffer until the Affyrian Monarchy
was entirely deftroyed, and was abforbed by
Cyrus i that of Perfia, And if fo, T cannot
fee the lealt Reafon why the Silence of the Bible
ihould create any Prefumption againf? the firf}
of theje Monarchs, fince the Bible neither took
Notice either of the firft, or fecond, but juft
fo far as the Aftairs of Affyria were intermix’d
with the Affairs of the /fraeites, as hath been
already obferved; and as to the Silence ofthe
prophane Hiftories with Regard to the lecond,
1Go not think mylelf under any Obligation to
(f_g) Z Kings, XVitl, 9. |
D vindicate
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vindicate either their Silence or Miftakes,
But, fays our Author, “The Pains that are
“ taken to perfuade, that there is Room enough
¢ between Sardanapalus and Cyrus {or the fe-
“ cond; will not refolve the Difficulty.” And
why not? For, if the prophane Hiftorians are
filent about the Succeflion of Princes in the
Throne of Nimeveb from Sardanapalus, or ra-
ther from Phul or Tiglarh- Pilaffer, who was
the next Prince but one afier Sardanapalus, on
the Affyrzan Throne, until the Time of Cyrus,
which makes up a Period of about two hundred
Years, ought not we, if poflible, to {upply this
Defe@t? And {uppofe we only put the Credi-
bility of the facred Writings upon the fame
Footing with prophane Hiftories, if we can
tupply it no where elfe, ought we not to bor-
row 1t from thence? And, if there is Room
enough, ought not this Void to be filled up?
BuT, fays the noble Viicount, ¢ I agree
“ then that Hiftory has been purpofely and
“fyftematically falfified in all Ages, and
“ that Partiality and Prejudice have occafioned
““ both voluntary and involuntary Errors, even
““1n the beft.” Let me fay, without Offence,
my Lord, fince I may fay it with Truth,
and am able to prove it, that ecclefiaftical
Authority has led the Way to this Corrup-
tion 1n all Ages and all Religions. Then
after taken Notice of the Abfurdities that the
Priefthood impofed upon the Ienorance and
Superftition of Mankind, in the Pagan World,
he adds. ““'That the Fews have been guilty of
¢ this, will be allowed: And to the Shame of

¢ Chriftians,
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« Chriftians, if not of Chriftianity, the Fathers
« of one Church have no Right to fling the
«« firft Stone at the Fathers of the other (5).”

Anp here, my Lord, 1bow my Head, not
being able to deny the Truth of this Accufa-
tion; and I do acknowledge, that ¢ the fame
«« Spirit which prevailed in the Eaftern Church,
« nrevailedinthe Weftern,and prevails full (z).”
That is, fo far, as that all the Forgeries that
were formerly made, are not yet fufhiciently
difcarded. And 1 do alfo allow, that it fome-
times hath happened, that < the Charge of
‘“ corrupting Hiﬁory, in the Caufe of Reli-
“ gion, has been committed to the moft fa-
« mous Champlons, and greateft Saints of the
« Church (4£).” But here I muft make a
Diftinction, with Regard to the Word Saznts,
which is much too general a Word in this
Place. Becaufe it may caft a Reflection upon
fome Perfons, who being really Saznts, that s,
holy Men, would have {uffered Death rather
than corrupt Hiftory. But if it be underftood
to mean only fuch Perfons as have been cano-
nized for Saints by the Church of Rome;, on
Account of their Attachment to that Church,
and for having been Champions for the Pope
of Rome, fuch as Arhanafius and ethers, 1 do
acknowledge they have corrupted Hiftory ;
and thamefully corrupted i,

But, 1if there are falfe Hifteries and falfe
Medals, are there not alfo true Hiftories and
true Medals ? And are there not certain Cri-
terions by which the Criticks in each Science

(b} Let, iv, p. 122, 123, (7)P.125. (£)P. 128,

D2 are
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are enabled to diftinpuith what is true from
what 1s falfe? Although Amadis ot Gaul is a
Romance, are not Davila and Guicciardin true
Hiftorians 7 And if we do but follow the Rule
faid down by his Lord(hip in another Place,
with Regard to Party Pamphlets, we need not
fear being deceived, where he gives this Ad-
vice: ¢ Read them with Sufpicion, for they
‘“ deferve to be fulpected: pay no Regard to
““ the Epithets given, nor to the Judgments
‘“ pafled; neglect all Declamation, weigh the
““ Reafoning and advert to Fact, With fuch
¢ Precaution, adds his Lordthip, even Buruet’s
‘“ Hiftory may be of fome Ufe (/).” And to
which T will beg leave to add, that with fuch
Precaution, even the Champions of the Church
may be read, as well as the Champions of the
otate, . For, my dear Lord, I moft again re-
peat what I recommended to you ence before,
and that was to befeech you pever to let this
Obfervation depart from your Mind ; That we
are placed here in this World only in a State

of Probation and Trial, as well with Regard to
our Thoughts as our Deeds ; and that it is ac-
cording to our Conduct here, that the Pro-
portion of Happinefs, which will be allotted
to us In the laftand ultimate State of our Ex-
iftence, will be duly regulated : That the pro-
per Ule of our natural Faculties in the difen-
tangling of Truth from Error, ' is one of thofe
Tefts with which it hath pleafed the Almighty
to permit the Adverfary of Mankind to /if# us,
that they which are approved, may be made ma-

(/) Vol IL. Let, viii, p. 172, |
i
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nifelt amongft us ; and therefore, that fz‘_mzz/zz
needs be that Qffences come 5 but Woe to bim by
cobom the Offence comet.

I po alfo acknowledge, that ¢ religious
¢ Zeal may boalt this horrid Advantage over
«« civil, that the Effe¢ts of 1t have been more
« fanguinary; that diffcrent Religions have
« pot been quite fo barbarous to one another,
«« g5 Sects of the fame Religion; and in like
«« Manner, Nation has had better Quarter
« from Nation, than Party from Party (7).”
But, my Lord, this 1s not peculiar either to
Yudaifm ot Chriftianity. It 1s human Nature,
Zeal will always arife in Proportion to the Va-~
lue Men put upon thofe Things which are the
Objects of their Zeal ; and hence it 1s, that
Bigottry, whether Pagan, fewi/b, Mabomctan,
or Chriftian, will always be attended with
Cruelty ; which will alfo encreafe in Propor-
tion to the Nearnefs of the Alliance which
thefe furious Difputants bear to each other ;
and hence alfo 1t 15, that Civil Wars and Fa-
mily Dilputes are generally carried on with
more Violence than any others whatfoever.

I po alfo allow, that ¢ the Church hath
““ fometimes deftroyed the Works of thofe
“ who have writ againft her (2).” But I muit
hizewife obferve, that the burning of Books
aid not begin with Chriftianity, For the noble
Vifcount may find in his favourite Author
Tacitus, that this Practice began 1n Rome be-
fore Chriftianity was eftablithed there. Upon
which Tacitus has this Remark, when fpeak-

{;H':J ?rro]' III Let: Viiit pr 197- (f:} TJCt. iva [}; 128'!-
O
17 ing
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ing of fome Books that were ordered to be
burnt, In this very Fire they imagined that they
Should abolyfh the Voice and Ultterance of the
Roman People, with the Liberty of the Senate,
and all the Remembrances of buman Kind,  For
they bad befides expelled all the Profeffors of
Philofophy, and driven every loudable Science
2its inatle, that nothing which was worthy and
boneft wiight any where appear (0). So that
whin Goaffantine the Great, at the Head of
the Council of IVice, ordered the Works of
Arius to be burned, he only followed the
Precedent, which he found among the Roman
Records.

~ AnD now that I am in a conceding Mood,
I will allow alfo to his Lordthip, that ¢« when
““ there is not a total Want of Memorials,
““ when fome have been loft or deftroyed, and
others have been preferved and propagated,
““ then we are in danger of being deceived ().”
But then, as his Lordhip alfo acknowledges,
that ¢ a fmall Gleam of Light, borrowed
““ from foreign Anecdotes, ferves often to
“ dilcover a whole Syftem of Falfehood: And
“ even they, who corrupt Hiftory, frequently
““ betray themfelves by their Ignorance or In-
“ advertency (¢):” And that, * when Hi-

““ {tories and hiftorical Memoirs abound, even
¢ thofe that are falfe ferve to the Difcovery

£

(o) Illo igne vocem populi Romani, & libertatem fena-
tus, & conlciertiam generis humani abolesi arbitrabantur;
expullis Infuper {pientizz profefforibus, atque omni bona
arte In exilium  adfta, ne quid ufguam honeftun occur-
seret,  Tacit, i Vit Asric,

(p) Let. iv. p. 132, (q) 1bid.

¢ af
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« of Truth; becaule, being infpired by dif-
« ferent Paflions, and contrived for oppofite
«« Purpofes, they frequently contradict, and
«« contradicting convict one another (7). The
Conclufion I would draw from hence is, not
that which the noble Vifcount feems to point

out, that it 1s more eligible to be uninformed
than deceived (s); but this, that it is more
eligible for us to be furnithed even with this
Kind of Materials, than to remain quite win-
Jormed, becaufe there 1s no Neceflity of being
deceived, although there is a Poffibility or
Danger that we may.

I Ligewise approve of ¢ the Order in
“ which his Lordfhip rangeth thofe Obje@s
““ of himfelf, his Family, the liitle Commu-
“ nity of his own Country, and the great
« Community of the World (#).” To which
I {hall beg Leave to add another, by much the
greateft Community of all, and that is, the
Community of Spirits through the whole
Univerfe, which may all contribute to com-
pole one grand Syftem, with Gop at their
Head, in which an infinite Number and Va-
riety of intelligent Beings betides Mankind,
may be concerned, and which we muft take
into the Account, before we can frame any to-
lerable Notion of the Adminiftration of Gop's
Providence, in the Fezorh or Chriflian Dil.
penfations ; that is, either of the Fall of Man
by the Temptation of Sazan; or of the Re-

demption of Mankind by the Sufferings of the
Meffiab.

{r) Let. iv. p, 132 () P. 122, (1) Lt vopu1sm,
)4 My
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MR. Hume in his Effays moral and politi-
cal(u), when {peaking of philofophical Devo-
tion, which he {ays, 1s ¢ the Effect of high
*¢ Spirits, great Leilure, a fine Genius, and
¢« an Habit of Study and Contemplation,”,
adds, ¢ But, notwithftanding all thefe Cir-
¢ cumftances, an abflralted invifible Objed,
¢ like that which natural Religion alene pre-
« fents to us, cannot long actuvate the Mind,
« or be of Moment in Life. To render the
¢« Paffion of Continuance, we muft find fome
¢« Method of affetting the Senfes and Imagi-
¢« pation, and muft embrace {ome hiftorical,
« a5 well as fome philofophical Accounts of
¢ the Divinity,”  Now as Mr. Hume inge-
nuoufly acknowledges, that natural Religion
will not furnifh us either with hiftorical or
philofophical Accounts of the Divinity, if we
would have any fuch Accounts, we muft there-
fore have Recourfe to Revelation. And, if we
believe with Lord Bolinghroke, that ¢¢ Gep
““ acts with Men according to the moral Fit-
“ nefsof Things (x);” we cannot but fuppofe
that Gop hath given us fome fuch Accounts
of the Divimty, in order to atuate the Mind
with Devotion, and has difcovered to us fome
Method of affeting the Senfes and Imagina-
tion, n order to render that Paflion of Con-
tinvance, and to be of Moment mn Life.
Which I hope to convince your Lordthip hath
really been performed in the Books of the Old
and New Teftament, whenever I publith thofe
additional Letters which I gave you fome

(u) Effay xxi, (x) Let. 3. p.gs,
Realon
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Reafon to expect at the Clofe of our laft Cor-

refpondence.

AND now, after {everal ingenious Obferva-
tions, on the Ufe of the various Kinds of Hi-
ftory, his Lordfhip comes to inftance in ‘Di-
vinity, and fays, ¢ Surely the Clergy havea
«« better Title thar the Sons of Apo/lo to be
“ called Genus 1rratabile vatum (y).” Upon
which I fhall only obferve, that his Lordfhip;
to the Dazro, the Muft:, and the Pope, might
have added, the Druid the Augur; and the
Pontifex. In thort, all Perfons of what Na-
tion, Opinion, or Seét {oever, that make a
Trade of Religion, and < who regard nothing
““ more than the Subfiftence it affords them,
“ or m higher Life, the Wealth and Power
““ they enjoy by the Means of it (). For in
this Relpe, the Priefls of all Religions are the
fame, the Zeal of fuch Perfons not being fo
much moved pro Aris as pro Forts, or as' De-
metrius expreffeth it, but becaufe you Anow,
oirs, that by this Craft we bave our Wealth (),
And thercfore the Ambition or Covetuoufnefs
of the Pricfthood ought not to be brought as
an Arpument zgainft Chriflianity any more
than 1t ought to be againft natural Religion,
for Men are Men, whether Laity or Clergy,
and are all foud of Power: And therefore,
w:henever the Clergy are fuffered to exert their
vindictive Spirit, I own, I do not fo much

wonder at the Tyranny of the Clergy, as at the
ocivility of the Laity (b),

() Let. v. p. 74, (2] P 184, (@) Alsxix. 24.
(6) Let. v, p, 130,

but
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But, {uppofing there are fome, as his Lord-
(hip allows there are, who a& more upon fpi-
ritual, than temporal Principles, he then fays,
that * it has been Matter of Aftonithment to
 him, how fuch Perfons as thefe could take
““ fo much filly Pains to eftablith Myitery on
« Metaphyficks, Revelation on Philofophy,
“ and Matters of Falt on abftralt Reafon-
“ 1ng(c)?” And, indeed, if any one attempted
to ¢ffablifh Myftery, Revelation, or Matters of
Fa&t on fuch Foundations, it would certainly
be abfurd, and their Pains would be /i,
But when fome Scepticks have made Ule: of
Metaphyficks, either in Oppofition to Myftery,
or to give a wrong Explanation of 1t; and of
Philofophy to overturn Revelation ; and of ab-
ftraCt Reafoning to confound Matters of Fadt ;
1s 1t not proper that fuch Perfons thould be
anfwered, their Objections obviated, and My-
ftery, Revelation, and Matters of Fa&, vin.
dicated from all the //}y Cavils that have been
raifed againft them ? Or in fhort, is it not fit-
ting that, {uitably to the Advice of Solomon, A
Eool fhould be anfwered according to bis Folly.
left be be wife in bis own Conceit?

I po acknowledge with the noble Vifcount,
that ““a Religion founded on the Authority
“ of a divine Miffion, confirmed by Prophe-
“ cies and Miracles, appeals to Falts : And
““ the Falts muft be proved as all other Faéts
““ that pafs for authentick are proved ; for
¢ Ifaith, foreafonable after this Proof, isabfurd
“ before (¢).” Which undoubtedly is true,

(c) Let.v. p. 175, (d) Let,v. 175,

4
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and therefore I hope, by the Blefling ot Gob,
to be able to perform this Tafk with Regard
to the Evidence on which the Veracity of the
Matters of Fa& in the Old and New Teftament
are founded, before this Letter 1s finifhed.
And do promife, as far as lies in my Power,
to avoid all thofe unfair Methods of Proof,
which his Lordfhip hath very juftly cenfured,
in producing fale Hiftory, or fham Miracles,
or in copying after others in thofe Muftakes,
which having been invented by one, bave been
adopted by bundreds (e).

I po likewife acknowledge, that though
« the Fathers of the firft Century do men-
« tion fome Paflages thatare agreeable to what
< we read in our Evangelifts, it does not fol-
“ low, that thefe Fathers had the fame Gofpel
“ before them (f). Butit muft be allowed
to be a ftrong corroborating Circumftance, at
the fame time, that thofe parallel Paflages in
the Evangelifts are true. And, although it
fhould alfo be acknowledged, that “the Fa-

“ thers of the firft Century do not exprefsly
‘“ name the Gofpels we have of Matthew,
““ Mark, Luke, and Fobn (g):” Yet is this
no Proof, either that they are falfe, or that
they” were not compofed by thofe very Per-
fons, and within that period of Time.
Becaufe 1n that early Age of the World,
the publithing of Books was a very tedious
Affair : For before the Art of Printing was
invented, there were no other methods of get-
ting the Copies of any Books, but the tedious

(¢) Lete v po177. (f) Let. v, po 178, (g) Let. v. p. 173,
Method
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Method of writing them over, Letter by Let-
ter : And as thirty three Years and a half of
the firft Century was {pent before the Death
of our Saviour, it would take fome Time after-
wards, before thefe Gofpels were compofed ;
and after they were compofed, it would ftill
take up a longer Time before Copies enough
could be written of them, and {pread abroad,
and publithed to the World, fo as to gain them
any Kind of Repute. For, as St Luke men-
tions, what of itfelf is very probable, that many
bhad taken 1n Hand, to [et forth in Order, &
Declaration of thofe Things which were moff
furely belseved amongft them (b) : It would take
full longer Time, even after they were pub-
lifhed, to compare thefe feveral Works toge-
ther, and choofe out thofe that were beft. And
of Confequence, it would neceffarily take up a
long Series of Time, before thofe three Gof-
pels of Matthew, Mark, and Luke, which were
written in different Parts of the World, could
oain {o untverfal a Reputation for their Excel-
lency, as to be generally approved of; and
therefore, 1t 1s no Wonder, 1if it thould be to-
wards the Clofe of the firft Century, before
thefe Books thould be in fuch high Repute, as
to be thought worthy to be fent to St. Fobu,
who was then alive, for his Approbation. Who
thereupon wrote his own Gofpel, in Order to

{upply the Deficiency of thofe Paflages, which

were omitted by the others. And as this E-
vent did not happen, until towards the End of
the firlt Century, 1t is no wonder, if we fliould

(h) Lukei. 1.
not
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not meet with the Names of thefe four Evan-
oelifts, in any of the Fathers of that Century,
or even until the Middle of the Second; con-

fidering the Tedioufnefs and Expence, with
which a literary Correfpondence muft be at-
tended, before the Inflitution of regular Pofts
was eftablifhed.

His Lordfhip further obferves, that Wrij-
«« ters of the Roman Religion, have attempted
« to thew, that the Text of the Holy Writ s,
« onmany Accounts, infufficient to be the {ole

« Criterion of Orthodoxy: I apprehend too,
¢ fays he, that they have fhewn it (7).” Where
the whole Force of this Remark, if it has any
Force in it confifts in the double Meaning that
is put upon the Word Orthodoxy.  Which
Word, in itsoriginal and true Meaning, {ignie
fies Right-Thinking: Whereas, the common
and technical Senfe, in which it ought generally
to be underftood, is, thinking according to the
eftablithed Notion of that Country, in which
{uch orthodox Perfon lives; in which Senfe
his Lordfhip is pleafed in another Place to ex-
plain the Expreffion of Orthodox Clergy, by
calling them the Clergy then in Fafbion ().
And hence 1t 15, that a Man may be thought
Orthodox at Rome, who would be thought very
far from being Orthodox in England, in order
theretore, to eftablith the Creterion of Orthodoxy,
tor one of the Roman Religion, it will not be
Jujpeient to prove the Veracity of thofe Things,
which are plainly and clearly revealed in Holy
Wiit; but alfo the Supremacy of the Pope,

(1) Let vop. 179, (#) Let. iv. p. 131
the
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the Do&rine of Tranf{ubftantiation, Adoration
of Iimages, &c. &e, &c. And 1 cannot but own
with his Lordihip, although that is not what he
would have been thought to mean, that, to the
Efablithment of this Kind of Ortbodoxy, the

Woriters on the Side of the Roman Religion have

fhewn, that the Text of the Holy Writ 1s on
many Accounts zifuficient.

Wrereas in my humble Opinion, and I
fhould indeed have expefted alfo in his Lord-
{hip’s, had he been a Profefiant, or even a
Chriftian, that he never would have allowed
either that the Romanifls, or any other Writers,

~could fhew that Holy Writ was infufhcient to
inftruét Mankind in Orthodoxy, or, which 1s the
fame Thing, toconduct them in the right Way
of Thinking. That there are Difficulties in the
Scriptures, cannot be denied ; and that there
will be Difputes about the Interpretations of
them, perhaps to the End of the World, is
more than probable. But the Knowledge and
Underftanding of thofe Difliculties 1s not necei-
fary, towards rendering the Generality of Man-
kind truly erthodox ; fince it cannot be denied,
but that there is enough in Holy Writ, that 15
{ufficiently manifeft and plamn to every fincere -
Enquirer after Truth, to make a good Chrifizan
of him, and to condu& him to Heaven and
Happinefs, through Faith in Fefus Chrsft, which
is the only Ufe of all true Chriffian Orthodoxy.
And therefere 1t may be truly faid, as Mofes
beaurifully exprefeth it, that zhe fecret Things
beloing unto the L O R D our GO Dj but thofe
Things

o+
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Things which are revealed (1) belong unto us and
t0 our Children for ever, that we may do all tie
Words of this Law (m). |

But, fays his Lordthip, “The Writers of
«« the reformed Religion, have erected their Bat-
« teries againft Tradition; and the only Diffi-

¢ culty they had to encounter 1 this Enterprize,
« Jay in levelling and pointing their Cannon fo
¢ a5 to avoid demolifhing, inone common Ru-
« in, the Traditions they retain, and thofe they
« reject, Each Side has been employed, they
«“ have jointly laid their Axes to the Root of
« Chriftianity: for thus Men will beapt to rea-
« {on upon what they have advanced, If zbe
«« Text bas not that Authority, Clearnefs and
« Precifon, which are neceflary to effablifh it as
g divine and a certain Rule of Foth and Prac-
 tice; and if the Tradition of the Church from
“ the firft Ages of 1t, until the Days of Luther
““ and Calvin, bas been corrupted 1¢felf, and bas
«« ferved to corrupt the Faith and Prattice of
«« Chriftians, there remains at this Time, wno
““ Standard af all of Chriftianity. By confe-
““ quence, either this Religion was not originally
““of drvine Inflitution, or elfe GO D bas not pro-
““ vided cifectually for preferving the general Pu-
“rityof t, and the Gates of Hell bave affually
““ prevailed, in Contradiction to bis Promife, a-
“gainft the Church.—The Dilemma is ter-

““rible (n).”

His Lordfhip feems to have referved this D/

(1) The original Word which is here.rendered revealed,
properly fignifies manifeff and plain,

(m) Deut, xxxix. 29. (n) Let, v. p. 179, 180
lernma
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lemima for his laft Eftort, and imagines that this
Argument may ferve as a Coup de Grace for Chri-
fhamity.  Whereas the Miftake lies here, that
his Lordfhip had converfed fo long with the Di-
vines in Parzs, that, as I obferved on another
Occafion, towards the Beginning of this Letter,
he takes Popery and Chriflzanity to be the fame
Thing, and 1magines Ghrifizanity as well as Po-
pifb Orthodoxy, to be tounded on Tradition ; and
therefore he {ets out, in the Introduction to this
terrible Dilemma, Wlth mentioning, that ¢¢ the
““ only Dlﬁ‘lCllltV which the 1ef01med Divines
¢ had to encounter, 1n their Enter pnze againit
“ Traditions, lay in pointing their Cannon fo
“ as to avoid demolifhing in one common Ruln
“ the Traditions they retain, and thofe they re-
«ject.” Whereas his Lordfhip ought to have
known, that the reformed Divines utterly rejet
all Tradltlona, and do not, retain any. Their
Faith is built upon the firm Foundation of Ho-
ly Writ. * So that if zhe Traditions of the Church,
from the ﬁzﬂ Agesof if, until the Days of Luther
and Calvin, . have beéen cowzzpz‘ed whileithere re-
mains the written Word of Gop, this they af-

fert to be a {ufficient, asitis mdeed the only pro-
per Standard of C/Jrz/z"m?zzz‘y Which if 1t be

once allowed, then this zerrible Dilemma is no
more.

HOWEV.ER I fincerely jomn with his Lord-
thipin declarmg, “That 1t is high Time that
“the Clergy of all Chrifizan Commun*om

“ (whether Popifb or Protefiant ) thould join
“ their Forces, and eftablith thofe hiftorical

““ Falls, which are the Foundations of the whole
“ Syftem,
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“ Syftem, on clear and unqueftionable hifto-
““ rical Authority, fuch as they require 2 all
“ Cafes of Moment from others ; reject candidly
““ what cannot be thus eftablifhed ; and purfue
““ their Enquiries in. the fame Spirit of Truth,
““ through all the Ages of the Chuich; with-
‘“ out any Regard to Hiftorians, Fathers or
““ Councils, more than they are firi¢tly enti-
“ tled to on the Face of what they have tran{-
““ mitted to us, on their own Confiftency, and
““ on the Concurrence of their Authority (o),

BuT though this is more to be withed for
than expected, I (hall proceed to throw in my
Mite, towards {uch a Performance; and fhall
endeavour fo effablifh thofe biflorical Fadls, which
are the Foundations of the wholeSyflem, both in the
Old and NewTeffaments,on fiuch clear and unguefi-
O?Zdéleﬁzztbﬁrfz’y, asisrequired in ull other Cafes of
Moment, Which it will be the eafierfor metodo,
as [ have already purfued this very Plan, in fome
Letters lately publithed, for the Ufe of the Feros,
and from which, asthatBook is now out of Print,
1 thall borrow what I find neceflary for my prefent
rurpofe.  And as the noble Vifeount hath ob-
ferved, that ¢ the Authority on which we re-
““ ceive the Books of the New Teftament, is (o
““ far from being founded on the A utbority of the
“ Old Teftament, that it is quite independent
“onit(p);” 1 ihall therefore confider thefs
oyltems feparately, and to comply as much as
ever lies in my Power, with all the Scruples of
the noble Vifcount, I thall begin firft with the
New Teftament, and thall not confider 1t 1n the

leaft as 5€iﬂzg Jounded on the ﬁf,fz‘ffwz}‘y of the Old
(") Let, v, D 1835 (p) Let.ii, P. G4 ,
|2 ‘]}ﬂg_
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Teftament, nor (hall pay any Regard to Hifforians,
Fathers or Councils, miore than they are flricily
entitled to on the Face of what they have tranf-
mitted fo us, on their own Confiffency, and on the
Concurrence of their own Integrity.  And fhall
endeavour to efablifh thefe biftorical Facls on
fuch unqueftionable Authority, as I fhould require
in all Cafes of Mowment from Otbers.

Now, as in all our Dealings between Man and
Man, when we want to be certified of the Truth
of any Matter of F'act, of which, either on Ac-
count of the Diftance of Time or Place, we are
incapable of being fatisfied by the Evidence of
our own Senfes, we are neceflarily obliged to
have Recourfe to the Teftimony of others; {o,
of Confequence, i the Cafe now before us, we
‘muft apply for our Satisfaction to the Teftimony
of others ; accerding to the Degrees of which,
we fhall be cbliged in Reafon, either to reftrain,
or to yield our Allent,

Axp as no Perfon ought to expelt a greater
Degree of Belief to be f‘iven to his Teftimony,

than the Nature of tL, vidence demands fo
ought no reafonabic Mfm ever o 1cqune any
more, or other Kind of Proof, to be given for
any Matter of T“':Jﬁ} han the NMature of the
Ti g Wi il b

VHERE ‘i.."z '“-froef of a Matter of FaCt depends
upon Teftimony, the hi lig] et Degree of Proof,
that can be given, hath been reduce =d, by one of

the firictelt (7] Reafoners of the laft Afre to the
Coniiceration ot thefe Szx Particulars, Puﬁ the

Number ofWime ﬁis. secondly, Thelrlnteﬂuty
Thirdly, Thewr Skill, Fourthly, The Deflizn of

(¢) Lecke of Hum, Under, L iv. ¢, v, xvi,

'H..

the
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the Author, where it is a Tefimony out of a-
Book cited. Fifthly, The Confiftency of the
Parts, and Circumftances of the Relation: And,
Sixthly, Contrary Teftimonies, 1 think ther?-
fore, we cannot poflibly take a fairer Method, 1n
the Proof of thofe Matters of Fact, which we
want to evince, than by prodacing our Evi-
dence, and trying 1t according to the Rules
here prefcribed. |

MR. Hume, although he had this Precedent
to follow, is far from treating this Subject in as
mafterly a Manner, as M. Locke; for, fays he,
«« The Contrariety of Evidence may be derived
«« from feveral different Caufes; from the Op-
¢ pofition of contrary Teftimonics, fromtheCha-
ra@er or Number of the Witnefies; from the
Manner of delivering their Teftimony ; or
from the Union of all thefe Circumftances.
We entertain aSufpicion concerning anyMat-
«« ter of Fa&k,when the Witnefles contradi&teach
““ other; when theyare but few, or of a fufpi-
cious Character; when they have an Intereft
in what they affirm; when they deliver their
Teftimony with Doubt and Hefitation, or,
on the contrary, with too violent Afievera-
““ tions (7),” And indeed, wherever he choofes
to differ from M. Locke, he generally does it to
his own Difadvantage, As for Exai'z{ple, where
he 15 fpeaking of innate Ideas, and fays, I de-
“ fire to know what can be meant by afferting,
“ that Self-Love, or Refentment of Injuries, or
“ thePaffion betwixt theSexes,isnot innate (s)5”
Whereas Mr. Locke does not fay that our Paflicns

() Effay on Miracles.
(s) Effay on the Origin of Idexs.
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are not innate, but that the fdeas which thefe
Pafiions ex:cite in our Minds, are not Innate,
Bat Mr. Hume miftakes the Objelts of our Ideas

for our Ideas. For Inftance, although Self-Love
is allowed to be an imnnate Paflion, yet the
Mind can have no Idea of Self-Love until after
our Sclf-Love hath begun to operate. For thefe
Reafons, 1 fhall at prefent take Mr, Locke for
my Guide, and (hall confider the {everal Cri-
terions by which the Validity of our Teftimony
1s to be tried, according to the Method prefcribed
by him: Bat fhall not, however, neglet taking
Notice of thofe addltlomlCncumﬁances of Conu
trarlety, which are mentioned by Mr, Hume,
1. Firft then as to the Numnber of our Wit-
nefies ; which would be too large to produce,
if we were to bring in the Epiftles which were
written by the Apofiles of { Fefus to their {everal
Churches 3 and therefore, for Brevity fake, we
{hail inﬁﬁ only upon Four Witnefles, as being
a {ufhicient Number for eftablifhing of Truth,
Two of which were the Eve Witnefles, and
Companions of the Life of Fefus, and the other
two were Contemiporaries with him, and had
their Accounts {rom thofe who were Eye Wit-
nefles.  All which four have left the Hiftory
of the Life and Converfation of Sfefus, in Wri-

ting, behind them, The Names of thefe four
Hiftorians, who were all Fews, are Matthew,
Mark, Lukeand Fobn. |
Mafz‘L ew was 2 Publican, that is, one who
received the Cuaftoms, or Tribute, that was at
this Time paid by the Fews to the Romans :
which was no advantageous Part of his Charac

ter, tholc who undertock that mmgloyment,

be-
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being rendered by that Means very odious to the
reft of the fews. His Hebrew Name was (7 )
Levi, the Son of Alpbeus, who having followed
“fefus, and having been an Eye Witnels of the
Miracles which he performed, and being from
thence convinced that he was the ‘Mefiab, wrote
an (#) Account of them for the Ule of the In-
habitants of Palefline. Which Account having
been written in the Hebrew, or rather Syrzac
Tongue in the Hebrew or Ghaldee Charaller, was
foon tranflated into Greek, for the Ufz of thofe
who did not underftand the other Language ;
which is theCopy that isnow ceme to ourkHands.

Mark was a Dilciple, and Auditor, and
Companion of Peier, who was one of the A-
poftles, and moft early Dilciples of fefus.

LukEe was in the fame Circumitance with
Mark, not an Eye Witnels nim{elf, but having
converfed with thofe that were, he wrote an
Hiftory of the Life and Tranfalticns of Fefus,
for the Ule of one Theopbifus, as he himfelf in-
forms us, in the IntroduCtion to his Hiftory, in
this Manner: For as much as many bave taken
in Hand to fet forth in Qrder, a Declaration of
thofe Things which are moft furely believed among
1s 5 even as they delivered thein unto us, which
from the Beginning were Eye- ¥ itneffes, and M-
nifters of the Word : It feemed good to e a1f3,
paving bad perfelt Underftanding of all Things
FROM THE VERY FIRST, fo wrife unto thee,
1 ordery weft excellent Eheophilus, that thou
mayeft know the Certainty of thefe Things where-
11 thou baft been infbrutted.

(1) Mat. ix. g, r1. Mark il. 14, Luke v. 27,

(#) Eufeb, Ecclef, L iii, ¢. 2.

O THE
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Tur Words here rendered from the wery
firft, are in the Original exprefled by the Word
“AvwSer, which may very fairly and honeftly be
tranflated from above, according to 1ts literal
Signification, which would give his Teftimony
fiill oreater Weight ; for, according to Stephens
"Avwdsy exponitur Defuper, fuperne, e fuperiort
Ioco, e [uperioribus, vel fupernis locis, ab alfo.
And that this is the Senfe in which it 15 chiefly
ufed, in the Language of the Scriptures, ap-
pears from Met, xxvil, 1. Mar, zv. 98, Jfobir
i, 9, 7, 31, XL 11,23, fam, 1 17, UL IS,
17. where it will not bear any other Interpre-
tation. Bet to avoid Bifputes, I have quoted
the Words of 8. Luke according to the vulgar
Tranfiation 5 and will {rppofe his Teflimony
to have no other Force than that of an Inquifl-
tive Reporter of wiat he had heard : Although,
if the whole Paragraph here quoted, be rightly
confidered, the Sirength of his Argument for
wiling to 9heopbrlus, upon a Sabject which had
been handled by others, according to the Re-
port of thols waich from the Beginmng were
fye Witiceflss, and Minifiers of the Word, mufk

epend upon this, that he had a ftionger Aflu-
rance of the ‘Truth of what he reports, than
barely hearfay Evidence; having alfo been con-
firmed of the Fruth thereor, by Infpiration
Jros Above,

Luxe was a Poyician by Profeflion, and
of Confequence a Man of Letters; and being
ong of the many wio expefted the Comino of
the Mefizb, abeut that T
that b

, atcut thet Time, if we {uppole,
was only attentive to the Accounts
g of the Miracles of Felus fram

the
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the very firt ; and though no Eye Witnels him-
{elf, yet having taken- his Information from
thofe that were ; mulft be allowed to be a good
corroborating Evidence. Which al{o probably
was the Cafe of Mark, who although he does
not mention it, yet it i5 very likely, that he
was alfo attentive to thole Things from the
very firft. |

Fobn was the favourite Difciple of fefus, and
having lived to a great Age, was prefled by his
Friend (w), to fet down, before his Dearh, an
Account, in Writing, of the Hiltory of Fefus ;
upon which, having revifed thole Accounts
which had been writicn by the three aforemen-
tioned Perfons, he {fet down thofe Particulars of
Moment, which had been omiited by them,
So that two of our Witnefles, being Eye Wit-
neflcs, and the other two having been attentive
Enquirers, from tie very firff, nto thofe Mat-
ters of Fa&t, which they relate, as told them
by other Eye Witnefies, there can be no Ob-
jeGion made to the Number of our Witnefles ;
{ince, if thefe two laft mentioned fhould be re-
jeted, there would fuill remain #wo, who weie
them{clves Eye Witnefles; and according to the
(x) Law of Mbyfes, as well as the fubfequent
Practice of all Nations, two Witnefles are {uf-
ficient to eftablith the Truth of any Matter.

2. WE muft now therefore proceed in the
fecond Place, to confider the Integrity of the
Witnefles; for although their Numbers were
ever {o great, 1f there is Reafon to fufpect their

{70) Eufeb, Ecclef. Eit, L. 11l ¢, xxiv.

() Deut. xvil, 6. xix. 1s.

E 4 Tnte-



v2 A Vindication of the Hiffories LrT.1,

Integrity, the Degree of Affent which we are
to yield to their Affertions, ought certainly from
thence to be regulated, Now the Integrity of
thele Witnefles will appear, if we do but con-
fider, in the firft Place, the artlefs and undif-
guifed Manner in which their Narrations are
related; {o as not to conceal the Failings and
Infirmities either of themfelves, or of their beft

Friends. Thus it is fairly acknowledged, that
Mattiew was a Publican ; nor is there the leaft

Difguife thrown over the Ambition of the Sons
of Zrbedee; the Diffidence of Thomas; or the
Backflidings of Peter, and the Timidity of the
reft of the Apofiles of %Fefius 3 all which are fet
- forth in the ftrongeft Light, And what gives
no imall Proof of their Integrity, is the Con-
fideration, that although thefe four Witnefles
agree in their Evidence, with Regard to the
principal Matters of Fa@, they yet difagree fo
much in the Manner of their Narration, as to re-
move ail Sufpicion of anyCollufion among them.,
BuT what proves their Integrity beyond all
Mianner of Difpute, is that they could have no
- Intereft 1n publitbing thefe Matters of Fa&, but
arely the Love of Truth; and the diftant Ex-
pectation of a future Reward in another World,
Yor as to this World, they muft have given
foai up from the Moment that Yefizs declared
in the Face of the whole Yewifb People, at the
Time of his Trial, that his Kingdom was not of

this World. ‘ '
-Bu't after his Death, there could be no Hopes
at all left, whatever Hopes they might have had
unul then, of any worldly Profit, in being a
' Difeiple
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Difciple of efus, For then daily Experience
convinced them, of the Truth of what fefus
had in his Life Time often declared unto them,
that they thould be as (y) Lambs and Sheep
1n the midft of Wolves. 'That they fhould not
clcape better than their Mafter ; but that as his
Enemies had perfecuted him, {o {bould they
(z) perfecute his Difciples alfo: That they
fhould be put out of the Synagogues, nay, (4
the Time comethy faid he, when whofoever killsti
you, will think that be doeth GOD Service.
Which Sayings were probably verified 1n the
particular Cafe of every one of thefe four Hi-
{torians ; who certainly fubjected themfelves to
Ignominy, Reproach and Perfecution, for the
Sake of that Doctrine, which they publifhed to
the World: And two of them undoubtedly
{uffered Death, rather than retra& that Truth,
which they had {o publickly déclared, So that
after this, there 1s no room left to doubt of the
Integrity of thefe Witnefles ; fince the Suffer-
ings of Death, or even Perfecution, in Tuftifi-
cation of one’s Opinion, whether true or falfe,
i5 the ftrongeft Proof which it is poffible for
any Man to give of his Jutegrity at leaft,

AND therefore, although the Matters of Fa,”
which they bore Teftimony of, were undotb: -
edly miraculous, and above the common T.aws
of Nature, yet as they covld have no Interef in
what they relate i), the Evidence of their Jnfe-
grzfy 18 {o glaring and manifeft, that one would
think it fufficient to overcome, even the Diffi-
dence of Mr. Hume, Becaufe, to ufe his own

(y) Mat.x. 16, Lukex.3. (z) John xv. 20.

. J
(a) John xvi. 2. (5) Hume’s Effay on Miracles.

Words,

C
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Woids, The Falfehood of therr Teftimony would
be more miraculous, than the Event which they
relate (c).

7. BuT, as it may be urged, that a Man’s
Honefty is no Proof of his Ability; and that
thefe poor well meaning Men may have been
deceived 3 therefore, 1t will be neceflary, 1n the
Third Place, to confider tbe Skill of our Witnef-
fes. And here it muft be acknowledged, that
it does not appear, that thefe Perfons were bred
up to any great Share of Literature, 'if we ex-

cept St. Luke, who was a Phyfician : But then it
15 to be obferved on the other Hand, that the E-
vidence to which their Teftimony is produced,
requires no great Skill, either in judging of, or
~1n the Narration, Whereas, the Simplicity of
their Lives and Converfations, as it renders them
the freer from all Sufpicion of attempting to im-
poie upon their Readers; {o does it make their
Evidence the more credible; provided they had
but §4z// enough to prevent being impofed upon
themielves, in the Things which they relate,
Now, as the Hiftory which they have written,

confifls only in reporting certain Matters of rn&

which they faw and heard, every Man, that has

but Eyes and Ears, and common Senfe, has

"c) Id. ibid. This Author, in Imitation of the Acade-
ick Philofophers, doubts every Thing, and determines
nothing.  And is more employed in finding out what can
be f..»ud on both Sides, and in raifing OUJLc?tions, than in
pointing out the Truth: 1¥hich feems to be the Effedt of
a diffident and 2 timid Cepius. The Traveller who 1s
overtaken by a Mift, or by the Nicht, and cannot {ee
his VJay cleariy, as he is airaid of every Sch he takes, {o
he maizes but little ”:I«/aj;r: Whereas le who has Light
fufficient to fee his Road, {prings forward ~»ith Alacrity,
rzzardieds of tnofe Doubts which hinder tie | mgrf;fa of the

bcm"fht‘.d 1raveier,
Skill
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Skill enough to be a Judge of fuch Kind of
Things. They tell you the Fa&s that Fefus
did : They tell you the Words that he {poke,
The Confequence to be deduced from thence,
belongs to the Reader as well as to them.

TaeY tell you that he was born at Betblehem,
and that he lived at Nazareth, and that he went
about, during the laft three Years and a half of
his Life, doing certain Works, which appeared
to them to be miraculous; and that efus argued
from thence to prove the Divinity of his Miffion:
But, it is theReader’s Bufinefs to judge whether
thofe Alts as they are there related, were mira-
culous, or not; and whether they can be ac-
counted for by natural Means; and whether
the Argument deduced-from thence in Favour
of a divine Miffion, be conclufive, They tell
you what thofeWorks were : Feeding thoufands
of People with two Loaves of Bread, and a few
{mall Fifbes ; healing the Sick in an Inftant;
curing the Leprous; the Blind; the Deaf; and
the Lame: And what is more than all, bring-
ing the Dead back again to Life, not only after
they had been dead {feme Hours, but fome Days;
one when he was actually carrying upon the
Bier to the Grave; and another after he had been
fome Days in the Grave. They tell you, that
he was crucified by Order of the Roman Gover-
nor Poniius Pilate, at the earneft Sollicitation
of the Fews; and that he was buried in the
Tomb belonging to one Fofeph of Arimathea;
that he rofe from thence on the third Day, and
was feen and felt by his Difciples, and con-
verfed frequently with them for forty Days
afterwards, "

MNow
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Now it requires no great Skill in any Witnefs
to be a Judge of all thefe Kinds of Things, and
to tell whether a Man be blind, or has his Eye-
ficht ; whether he be leprous or clean ; alive or
dead: And with a very {mall Degree of Atten-
tion, any Perfon, with the meanelt Abilities,
hath Skill fufficient to judge, whether thefe
wonderful Cures which they faw performed by
our Saviour and his Apoftles, were done accord-
ing to the ordinary Rules of Phyfick, or were
effected in 2 Moment, by a Touch of the Hand,
or even by the Speaking of a Word, So that,
with Regard to {fuch Tranfadtions as thefe, al-
though ever {o extraordinary in their own Na-
ture, no Objeftion can lic againtt be Skul of

" thefe Witreffes.

4. HENCE we come 1n the Fourth Place to
confider the Defign of thefe Authors, which cer-
tainly could not be bad ; as the whole Purport
of the Religion which they inculcate, 1s evident-
Iy calculated 0 recommend Piety towards Gop,
ana good Will towards Man. Nor is it credi-
ble that thefe Beooks could have been written
with an evil Defign of impofing on the World,
when we confider that the Authors could be

no Gainers by {uch an Impofture, When the

Chriftian Religion began to be countenanced by
Princes and Potentates, and had once gotten
{fome Footing in the World, Interet, or Vanity,
or a mi{guided Zeal, might have excited fome
weak Men to the Pratice of pious Frauds, in
privately compofing fome Books, or forging fome

Miracles, to propagate their own Opinions.
I'or when a Doctrine hath once gained fome
Creait, and Men begin to be prejudiced in Fa-
vour
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your of the Propagators of it; the Zeal of the
Multitude, already prepoflefled in Favour of
fuch Leaders and fuch Doétrine, may prevail
upon them to believe whatever fuch Leaders
report, or indeed,- any Report which tends to
confirm them in their prefent Sentiments, with-
out giving it a due Examination, Which feems
to have been the Cafe of fome Perfons.in the
Chriftian Church foon after the Death of the
Apoftles, whofe Credulity is not always to be
vindicated, not their Report to be credited 5 as
hath been undoubtedly proved by Dr, Middle-
fon 3 who, although he may have puthed his
Argument with too much Violence, and have

gone too far in fome Particulars, is undeniably
right in too many others, And as the Prejudice
of the Multitude, and the Gain of the Leaders,
was by this Means encreafed, {o alfo did the
Prattice of thefe pious Frauds encreafe; and
have continued from that Time to this; as ma-
nifeftly appears from the Regard paid by fome
Party-Zealots to the Miracles reported to have
been performed at the Tomb of 4)4¢ Paris;
who was “ @ little Prieft undiftinguifbed during
““ bs Life, but dubbed o Saint by the Janfenifts
“ after bis Death.” And who, as Lord Boling-
broke jultly obferves, “ bad the Prime Minifler
“ been a Janfenitt, might have been o Saing
“ Jill (d)”  Whereas, this was not the Cafe
of thofe Miracles which are recorded by our
Authors, as performed by our Saviour and his
Apoftles; which were of various Kinds ;. were
done in their Life Time, publickly in the Face
of their Enemies ; and fubje&t at the Time of
{(d) Let.iv, p. 123,

their
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their Performance to the Scrutiny of the mofk
learned Perfons in the %ew:/b Nation, the Scribes
and Pharifees, who fet themielves in Oppofition
to Fefus. For, as the Bulk of the fews were
in Expectation of 2 triumphant Meffah and not
of a /ofwly one, inftead of being prejudiced in
Favour of jfeﬁzs, they were p1ejud1ced again{t
the Belief of a Mefhab, who only appeared as
the Son of a Carpenter. 'This was what neither

{uited their Intereft, nor their Inclinations
and therefore it was no eafy Matter to perfuade
them, that any good Thing could come out of {o
poor 2 Place as Nazareth; and for the fame
Reafons, the Dotrine of Chrift crucified was a
flumbling Block to the Jews, and to the Greeks
Foolifbmefs ; until their Prejudices, and among
the reft the Prejudices of our four Hiftorians,
whofe Teftimony 1s here produced, were en-
tirely removed by the irrefiftibleForce of feveral
wonderful Fa&s ; which could no otherwile be
accounted for than as being done by a Perfon
empowered and commiffioned from Go b.
Which Matters of Fa@&, two at leaft of thefe
Hiftorians were Eye Witnefles of, and wrote
the Hiftory of them at a Time when they could
have no View either of worldly Profit or Praife,
Nor 1s 1t reafonable to think, that, had they
known the Chriftian Rehglon to have been falfe,
their Zeal would ever have allowed them to
proceed fo far in the Cheat, as to be real Suf-
ferers themfelves, only that others might be
the Gainers. Nor would they have endured
Perfecution rather than retra&, or fuifer Death
rather than deny, the Truth of what they afe
ferted. And when we confider that the general
Purport
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‘Parport of thefe Books i5 to recommend the
Practice of Virtue and Goodnefs, and the Love
of Truth, we may be {ure, that real Falfehood
would never take Pains to bring about thefe Pur-
pofes ; fince whatever Guile it may affume, and
put outwardly upon itfelf, fomething very dif-
ferent from all thefe would lie hid underneath
and that, let the Pretences be ever {o {pecious,
{omething of worldly Intereft would be couched
at the Bottom, Whereas, thefe Authors, who
wrote the Hiftory of a Perfon after he was dead,
whom they acknowledge and declare to have
been ignominioufly crucified, and to have owned,
that his Kingdom was not of this World, mufk
be acquitted from having any fuch Defign.

5. So that we may proceed in the Fif¢h
Place, to confider the Confiflency of the Parts,

and the Circumflances of the Relation. Which
will bear but very little Controverfy; fince who-
ever will give himfelf the Trouble of reading
thefe four Authors, will fee one general Scheme
carried on through each of them ; wherein
they give us a thort Account of the Life of
Fefus, from his Birth to the Time of his Af-
cenfion into Heaven. In which they deliver
therr Teftimony without Doubt and Hefitation,
and yet not with #o0 viplent Aﬂéwmﬁf&m (¢)
and are {o confiftent with themfelves, as well
2s with each other, as to produce 2 wonderful
and furprizing Harmony, whenever they are

compared together; although they were written

at different Times, and in very different Parts

of the World. And whoever compares them,

will find a fufficient Difference in the circumi-
(¢) Hume EfT on Miracles.

{tantal
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ftantial Parts of the Narration, although not in
the material, to prevent the Sufpicion of the
leaft Poflibility of Combination. Thus for Ex-
ample, the three Evangelilts, Matthew, Mark,
and Luke, are principally employed in relating
the plain pratical Difcourfes upon moral Sub-
jects, which our Saviour {poke to his Auditors
in general; of which Mafthew, who was an
Ear Witnefs, 15 much more copious and parti-
calar 1n the Narration than the other two ; but
Mark and Luke are more exalt and regular in
fpecitying the Time and Place, Whereas St.
Fobn, who was his beloved and favourite Dif-
ciple, and attended upon him in his moft re-
tired Hours, does not only mention {fome Dif-
courfes that were omitted by them, but enters
into the more myfterious and recondite Part of
his Life and CharaCter. He begins therefore
with afirming, that He was n the Beginning
‘qith Gop, and that He was Gop; and that
oll Things were made by bim, &c. But then,
he s, for the fame Reafon, more explicit than
all the reft of the Evangelifts taken together,
in declaring, that this Power was given into his
Hands by Gop the Father, and in afferting the
Dependency of the Son on Gop the Father,
both before he took human Nature upon him-
felf, and afterwards. Which renders the Gofpel
of St. Folm more elevated, as well as more
myfterious, than any of the others, And if
there are {fome few Places and fmall Circom-
flances, which at fitft View f{eem to difagree,
they are of fuch a Nature, that they either ad-
mit an eafy Reconciliation, or muft be alcribed
to a Miftake in the Tranfcribers of the Copies,
AND
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Anp indeed there is one Circumftance at-
tending thefe Hiftories, to the Veracity of
which the Fews themfelves, as well as the City
of Ferufalem, are a ftanding and a living. Evi-
dence ; which is, that they contain a Prophe.
cy relating to the (f) Difperfion ofthe Fews, and
the Deftrution of the Temple, which conti-
nues daily tobe fulfilled. The Force of which
was attempted to be eluded by the Emperor
Fulan, whio employed the Power of the Roman
Empire in endeavouring to rebuild the Temple,
and replace the Fews in their own Land; but
was defeated. of his Purpoles, by the vifible,
but {upernatural, Eruption of Globes of Fire
through the Foundations of the Temple, which
never cealed fcattering Deftruction about them,
until the Undertakers defifted from their At-
tempt. Which 1sa Matter of Fact, in which
all Hiftorians, who mention thofe times and
TranfaCtions, whether Coreffian, Sewifh, or
Heatben, unanimouily agree in.

(6.) Having thus confidered the Con-
fiftency of the Parts, and the Circumftances
of the Hiftory of the Life of efus, as related
by the four Evangelifts, we come now to the
vrxth and laft Criterion by which the Trath of

this Hiftory isto be tried, which is #be contrary
Teftrmonzes.  And under this Head I am fure

15 does not yet appear, that any have ever been
produced, which will, in the leaft, invalidate
their Teftimony,

(f) Mat. xxiv. 1, 2, 15, Mark xii.2, 14. Lule xix. 14,
43, 44..XXi, 24. | -

K VWHEREAS,
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ftantial Parts of the Narration, although not in
the material, to prevent the Sufpicion of the
eaft Poffibility of Combination, Thus for Ex--
ample, the three Evangelilts, Matthew, Mark,
and Luke, are principally employed in relating
the plain praftical Difcourfes upon moral Sub-
je&s, which our Saviour {poke to his Auditors
in general; of which Maftbew, who was an
Ear Witnefs, 1s much more coplous and parti-
calar in the Narration than the other two; but

Mark and Luke ate more exaét and regular m
f peclfymﬂ the Time and Place, Whereas St,
fobn, who was his beloved and favourite Dif-
ciple, and attended upon him in his moft re-
tired Hours, does not only mention fome Dif-
courfes that were omitted by them, but enters
into the more myfierious and recondite Part of
his Life and Charalter. He begins therefore
with affirming, that He was 1n the Beginning
qith GOD and that He wass Gop; and that
ell Things were made by him, &c, But then,
he 1s, for the fame Reafon, more explicit than
all the reft of the Evangelifts taken together,
in declaring, that this Power was given into his
1ands by Gop the Father, and in afferting the
Dependency of the Son on Gob the Father,
both before he took human Nature upon him-
{clf, and afterwards. Which renders the Gofpel
of St. Fobn more elevated, as well as more
myfterious, than any of the others, Andif
there are fome few Places and {mall Circum-
ftances, which at firft View {eem to difagree,
they are of {uch a Natuare, that they either ad-
mit an ealy Reconciliation, or mufl be afcribed
to a Miftake in the Tranfcribers of the Copies.
AND
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AnD indeed there is one Circumftance at-
tending thefe Hiftories, to the Veracity of
which the Fews themfelves, as well as the City
of Yerufalem, are a ftanding and a living: Evi-
dence ; which Is, that they contain a Prophee
cy relating to the (f) Difperfion ofthe Fews, and
the DeftruGtion of the Temple, which conti-
nues daily tobe fulfilled. The Force of which
was attempted to be eluded by the Emperor
“Yulian, wlio employed the Power of the Roman
Empire in endeavouring to rebuild the Temple,

and replace the Jews in their own Land;: but
was defeated. of his Purpofes, by the vifible,
but f{upernatural, Eruption of Globes of Fire
through the Foundations of the Temple, which
never ceafed {cattering Deftruction about them,
untll the Undertakers defifted from their At-
tempt. Which isa Matter of Fact, in which
all Hiftorians, who mention thofe times and
Tranfactions, whether Chriflian, ew:ifh, or
Heatben, unanimouily agree in.

(6.) Having thus confidered the Con-
fiftency of the Parts, and the Circumftances

of the Hiltory of the Life of Fefus, as related

by the four Evangelifts, we come now to the
Srath and laft Criterion by which the Truth of
this Hiftory 1s to be tried, which is #pe contrary
Teflimonies,  And under this Head I am fure

is does not yet appear, that any have ever been

produced, which will, in the leaft, invalidate
therr Teftunony,

oY M - e »
(f) Mat. xxiv. 1, 2, 15, Mark xil.2, 14. Lube xix. 14,
43, 44..xi, 24.

F WHEREAS,
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Wuzrreas, if the Adverfaries of Clrifiiansty,
who lived at chat Time, when the Gofpels were
written, had not been {ure, that thole Things
were really true, as they are [et down, we may
be certain that, as they wanted not Abilities,
fo neither would they have wanted Inclinations
to have expofed them:

Bur, if the Evidence of thofe Perfons who
Were bred up i a contrary Opinion, and con-
tinoed to be Adverfarics to Chreflzamiry untl
they were advanced n Years, although after-
wards convinced of their ifrrors, may be com-
prenended under the Charalter of contrary
Teftimony; then fome of the ftrongeft Proofs,
which are to be produced for the corroborating
and confirming of the Truth of the Hiftory,
as related by thefe four Evangelifls, are of this
Kind: For of this Sort were all the early Con-
verts to Chriftianity: Bur, in  particular, Paul
of Tarfus; who was at firft not only nota
Friend to Chrsflianity, but a bitter Enemy to
it; perfecuting the Clhurch, and binding and de-
lrvering into  Prifon both Men and Women:
Whote Epittles are come down to our Hands,
giving an Account of his Converfion; and the
Hiftory of the piincipal Part of whofe Life is
hkewife ftill extant, in the Book entitled, The
ACis of the Apoftles, written by his Companion
Lake, who is.one of the four Evangelifts.

- Bur, it wunder the Head of contrary 9efis-
mones, thole only are to be comprehended,
who lived and died ofa contrary. Perfuafion;
we have great Reafon to lament .the Lofs ot

-
F

LA that
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that account, which Pontius Pilote fent to 17~
berius Cefar, the then Roman Emperor, of the
Tranfactions which pafled during his Govern-
ment of FTudea. For that Fefus was mentioned
In it an extraorainary Manner, we have great
Reafon to believe, from the Works of Fufiin
Martyr, who lived about 100 Years after the
Death of fefus, and who appealed to this Re-
cord fur the Truth of what he afirm’d in
avoar of Fefus, m his Apoiogy for the Chrif-
701 Religion, which he (g) dedicated to the
Emperor Antonius, to the Cefars his Sons, and
to the whole Senate and People of Rome ; and
which he delivered in, being then an Inhabi-
tant of that City him(elf.

Twe Works, however, of Tacitus, Suetonius,
and Dzon Cafpus, 2ll Heathen Writers, are come
down to cur kands, and they confirm that
Circumftance mentioned by the four Evange-
ifts, of an Order being iflued from Augufius
Cefar, that the whole Empire fhould be taxed.
And (b) Tactus particularly mentions, that in
the Reign of Fiberius when Popngius Pilate
was Governor of Judea, Fefus was brought in
Judament before him, condemned 2nd Cril-
ciﬁed: And both (i) he and (&) Suctonius
mention the current (/) Report then prevalent,
that fome Perfon coming out of Judza thould

obtain the Dominion of the Earth. W hich,
1 3 T o | v 1
altiiough they, as well as Jofepbus, as Lord

3 . N I . . .o "
(g}, Flerb., Ef’._- 1.{‘ H.ﬂ. ]. I, ¢, N o}, {b} Tamt,

Aoy ey e ‘_,,--.pI e ! "y ¥
Annizl 1w fexi, 44 (7)) Tacit. Hift, Loy, (#) Suet
[ vl fect (1) Yerercbuerat rumor.

T

g2 Briing-
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Bolingbroke (m) obferves, applied wrongly to
the then reigning Roman Emperors, who had
been n Fudea, 15 an undoubted Proof, how-
ever, that there was a general Expeltation,
which prevailed about that Time, of fome ex-
traordinary Perfon appearing in Fudes. And
whence fhould this Report arife, but from
the prophetic Writings of the *ews, which
gave them Expettations of the coming of the
Meffiab about that Time, whom they, as well
as the afore-mentioned Hiftorians, at firft,
falfely underftood to be a temporal Prince, and
a triumphant worldly Hero?

Anp I think I may venture to affirm, that
where any Heathen Writers have mentioned
any of the Particulars which are recorded by
the four Evangelifts, inftead of contraditing
them, they always confirm their Teftimony.

BuT, 1tis not to be wondered at, if many
Inftances are not to be produc’d of this Nature.
Firft, becaufe there were few or no Hiftorians

who lived in fudea, where thefe TranfaGions
happened. And fecondly, becaufe the A&ions

performed by efus are not fuch, asare the
proper Subjects of Hiftory; which concerns
itfelf more with Politics, than Religion, But
~ where the Subjet of any of the prophane

Hiftorians hath led them to treat about thofe
Affairs which referred to the Hiftory of %efus,
there we always find a remarkable Confirma-
tion of the Veracity of thefe four Evangelifts,

(m) Lett, 3. p. qr.
without

. i'll'
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without any one Inftance that I have ever yet
heard of to the contrary,

Even Celfus, fulian, Porphyry, and Herocles,
who were all not only Pagans, but profefled
Enemies of Chriftianity, acknowledge the
Matters of Fa&t, and allow the Miracles re-
corded of Jefus to have been performed ; but
only deny them to have been done by the
Power of Gop, and afcribe them to the Power
of Art-Mugic.

AND thus having gone through the Six Cri-
terions, which are fixed by Mr. Locke, as fuffi-
cient Tefts for afcertaining and eftablithing the
Degrees of Probability ; and having fhewn,
that the Numoer of our Witnefles is fuch,
as hathbeen thought f{ufficient, in all Ages,
to determine our Aflent, even in the Courts
of Judicature ; that their having fuffered Per-
{fecution and Death rather than retra@ their
Adlertions, 1s a {ufficient Proof of their Infe-
grity ; that they had Ski// equal to their Un-
dertaking, which was only to relate Matters
of Fact; that the Defign of thefe Authors
could not be to deceive, asthere was no Pof-
hibility of their gaining any Thing thereby ;
that the Parts, as well as Circumflances of
therr Relation, were all confiftent together,
and concurred in carrying on the general

Scheme of a Meffiab; and that no contrary
Tefamontes can be produced, bur what rather

tend to prove that efus was that Mejjiab 5 1
think we may, in the Words of M. () Locke,
(#) Locke of Hum. Und, 1. iv, c. xvi.

I al{e
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al{o affert, that ¢ where all thele concur n
“ the Proof of any one Thing, there Proba-
““ bility upon fuch Grounds carries {fo much
‘“ Evidence with 1t, that 1t natorally deter-
““ mines the Judgment, and leaves us as litle
Liberty to believe or dibelieve, as a De-
monflration does whether we wili know, or
‘“ be 1gnorant.”

So that the only Difficulty which feems to
remain s this ; which mult indeed be acknow-
ledged as a Thmg at firft Sight to be wondered
at, thatif thele Things are true, and that they
are true, I think can hardly be doubted, How
it comes to pals, that the s, who were
perpetually looking into and fearching, the
prophetical Writings ; and who were at the
Time of the coming of Fefus, (o) ‘szfmg Jor
Redemption . Jerufalem ; and were then in
full Expectation of the Coming of the Mef-
Jiah 5 {hould not more univerfally, than they
did, acknowledge the Compluion of thefe Pro-

phecies in the Perfon of Fefis 2 The Reafon,

however, 1s not very difficult to affign ; if we
do but confider the fjong Impreflion which
the Thougl*ts of a triumphant Mefiah, in the
Form of an heroick and worldly Prince, had
made upon their Minds ; together with the
ftrong Tendency which feems implanted by
Gop in all Mankind towards that Reliélon N
which they have been educated ; whence arife
moft of thole Difficulties that evel y one meets

with in his Attempt to make Converts from

¢

¢

(0) Luke ii. 38. John i, 41. v, 25.
| | any
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any one Religion to another ; efpecully to 2
Religion, which required the Mortification of
their Paffions, their quitting their worldly In-
terefts, and which obliged them utterly to re-
linquith thofe Ceremonies, in which they had
been bred up from their Infancy : Which,
whoever tries, will find very difficult to bring
about, even with thofe who are educated 1n
the moft abfurd Doclrines of Popery, or Hea-
thenifm, or Mahometanim.

For althcugh Almighty Gop in his Dif-
penfations with Mankind, is willing to afford
them a reafonable Degree of Conviction, fuch
as is {uthcient to prevail with Men of teacha-
ble, unprejudiced, and impartial Difpofitions ;
yet he hath not made the Invefligation of
Truth fo eafy, or {o plain, in any one Branch
of Knowledge, as to ftrike the indolent and
uninquifitive ; or to neceflitate and force the
Affent of the prejudiced and perverfe : Be-

caufe, this would take away the Virtue and
Merit of an impartial Enquiry, and remove
all Claim and Title to Rewards and Punith-
ments.  And for this Reafon,. Almighty Gop
was pleafed to defcribe the Coming of the
Meffiah, in fuch a Manner, as that Men of
unprejudiced Minds, whofe Affe@ions were
not tied to this World, might know him and
diftinguifh him from all others, and of Con-
fequence believe in him, when he did come »
Bat that Men of worldly Minds, and perverfe
Paflions, might yet have Room to mwes with
firong Delufion, and believe @ Liz. That none

Iy o
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of the Wicked [bould underfland 1t, but that the
Wife ftouid underftand it.

AND hence 1t came to pafs, that although
the coming of Fefus as the Meffiab, in {fo mean
a Charalter as that of a Carpenter’s Son, and
who was afterwards crucified, was acknow-
ledged by Auna and Simeon, and fome illite-
rate Fifthermen, 1t was yet a Stumbling-Block

fo the Jews, and to the Greeks Foolifbnefs. It
{eemed a Contradiction 1n Terms, to Men of

worldly Minds, and who valued themfelves
for their worldly Wifdom, to fuppofe a De-
Liverer could be crucified ; and a Redeemer
put to Death, They faw no Slavery in Sin;
and therefore thought of no Delrverance from
thence ; nor of any Redemption from the Power
of the Grave. They defired no Exemption,
but from the Roman Yoke ; no Triumph but
over worldly Enemies ; and no Victory but
over Armies that oppofed them. They never
confidered that they were greater Slaves to
their own Paffions, than they were to the Ro-
man Senate ;3 that Death and Hell were the
worft of Enemies ; and the Devil a greater
Tyrant than Cefar.

AND now having {ufhciently tired your Lord-
fhip, I fhall releafe you for the prefent ; and
fhall in my next endeavour to vindicate the
Authenticity of the Hiftory of the Old Tefta-
ment,

Who am, &c.

LETTER
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LETTER IL

My Lorp,

AVING in a former Letter gone thro’

the Proof of the Veracity of the Facls
recorded of F¢fus Chriff, 1n the Hiftory of the
New Teftament, I fhall proceed to vindicate
the Authenticity of the Old Teftament, the
chief ObjeCtions that are raifed againft which,
by the noble Vifcount, are, * that the law
«« and the Hiftory were far from being blended
« together, as they now ftand 1in the Penta-
« teuch, even from the Time of Mofes, down
« to that of Efdras (p).” And that with
Regard to the other Parts of the Canon of the
“fewifh Scriptures, ¢ it is doubtful who were
« the Authors of thefe Scriptures, when they
« were publifhed; how they were compofed
« and preferved, or rencwed, to ufe a remark-
““ able Expreffion of the famous HueT in his
““ Demonftration; 1n fine, how they were loft
‘““during the Captivity, and how they were
“retrieved after 1t, are all Matters of Con-
‘“ troverly to this day (¢),” That «Philp and
““ Tofephus believed that Mofes wrotethe Account
““of his own Death and Sepulchre (#).”  And

(p) Leit 1l p. 100, (g) P, 101. (r)P, 102
accord-
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accordingly his Lord(hip further obferves, that
the Fews ¢ rely on Traditions compiled long
“ after the Canon of their Scriptures, but
¢ deemed by them of equal Antiquity and
« Authority, Thus, for Inftance, Dansel
« and Simon the Jull, according to them,
« were Members at the fime Time of the
« oreat Synagogue, which began and finifhed
« the Canon of the Old Teftament, under
« the Prefidency of Efdras. 'Vhis Efdras was
« the Prophet Malachi. Darius, the Son of
«“ Hyftafpes, was Artaxerxes Longtmanus; he
<« was Abafuerus, and ke was the fame Darzus
<« whom Alexander conquered.  This, fays he,
«“ may ferve as a Sample of few:fh Chiono-
« logy, formed on their Scriptures, which
« afford infufficient Lights, and on their Tra-
«« ditions, which afford falfe Lights (s).” As
for the Traditions of the ews, 1 fhall be as far
from defending them as his Lordthip himfelf.
I will alfo, acknowledge, that they are exceed-
ing bad Chronologers; and that they con-
found both Names and Times. But what is
all this to the Purpofe? The Books themifelves
are In Being. Let them {peak for themlfelves;
and your Lordfhip will find that thefe falfe
Falts in Hiftory and Chronology are by no
means formed on tocir Scriptures, as his Lord-
thip afferts, but on their Traditions; for therr
Scriptures fay no fuch Things as are here
charged to. their Account, as hath been evi-
dently made to appear by Dr, Prideanx, in
(s) Lett, iil, p. 104, N

nis
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his admirable Treatife on the Connexion of
the Old and New Teltaments, and to which
Work I fhall refer thofe who want any fur-
ther Satisfaction upon thole Particulars, which
are {pecified by his Lord/hip, And, mdeed,

his Lordﬂnp does us the Juftice to ahow that
““ we [Chrifizans) are more correct, and come
« nearer the Truth in thefe Inftances, perhaps
““in {fome others, becaule, fays he, we muke
‘“ ufe of profune Chronolegy to help us (£).”

Howevrr, with regard to the Books them-
cives, his Lordfhip objects, that it is doubt-
ful « who were the Authors of thefe Scrip-
“ tures, when they were compoled, and pre-
““ ferved or renewed; infine, how they were
‘“ loft during the Captivity, and how they
o« were retrieved after 1t.”” To all which [
will give his Lorafnip as fhort and as full an
Anfwer, as 1 poflibly can; and 1f it be poor,
1t {hall neverthelefs be honeft.

As to the five Books of Afes, they were
compofed by Mofes himfelf. He was the Author
of them. And they were by the pofitive Com-
nand of Mofes, preferved in the Chettor Ark (%)
in which the two Tables of the Law, Aaron’s
Rod, and the Pot of Manna, were kept with
the utmoft Care in the Sanctuary, or Holy of
Holies, And with how much facred Venera-
tion that Place was approached once a Year
by the High-Prieft, T need not mention.

Tue Book of ja,/mzz was ailo written by

Sybua, and was lodged by Yofbua himfelf, a

(1) P.1c4. (1) Deut, xxxi, q. 24. 25, 20,
little
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Nittle before his Death, in the fame Place with
the Books of Mpfes. And probably it was
Yofbuaalfo, that wrote not only zbe laft Chapter
of the Book of Deuteronomy, as the noble Vif-
count abferves, but the two laft Chapters of
that Book and the nine laft Veries of the 31ft
Chapter, wherein there 1s an Account of the
Advice which Mofes gave the Ifraelites, and
the Bleflings which he prophetically gave the
{feveral Tribes, when he was departing from
them; and which, as Lord Bolzngoroke remarks
contain an Account of the Death and Sepulchre
of Mofes, together with a kind of funeral Pane-
gyrick, which itis more than probable, Fofbus
might have added to the End of the Works
of Mofes; at the fame Time that he wrote the
Memorials of his own Tranfaions, and in-
{erted them 77 the Book of the Law of GOD (w);
fo that the Book of the Law of Gob, at the
Time of the Death of $ofbua confifted of the
Books of Mofes and of fofbua,

IT iscertain, that Philo and ofepbus, as his
Lordthip obferves (x), do both exprefs
themfelves as if the whole Book of Deuterone-
my was finithed by Mofes. The Words of
Philo are to this Effe¢t: ¢ That Mofes, when
« he was juft going to depart from them, did
« {peak of himfelf ina prophetical Manner,
« a5 if he was aCtually dead, and before his
« Death fpoke of himfelf as being dead and
« buried, and that no one knew where it

(w) Jofh. xxiv,xxv. Xxvi. () Lett. iil p 102.
‘¢ was.
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« was (y).” And Jofepous fays, that Mofes
was in Reality taken from the Sight of the
Ifraelites by a Cloud, and difappeared, although
he wrote in the holy Books that he died ().
Which, however, 1s not quite {o abfurd as
the noble Vifcount has reprefented it: Becaufe
they fuppofe it to be done by the Spirit of
Prophecy. But befides the Impropriety of
affigning {upernatural Caufes, where natural
Caufes will be as effeCtual ; the funeral Pa-
negyrick, taken Notice of by Lord Bolingbroke,
furnithes us with a Reafon againft fuppofing
that the two laft Chapters of Deuteronomy
were written by Mofes ; for 1n the firft Verle
Mofes is called @ Man of GOD, which 1s far
from the Style in which he ufed to fpeak of
himfelf. He is likewife, Ver, 5, {poken of,

as being King in Fefburun or Ifrael, which
is a Title that he never gave to himfelf, any
more than he did the former one.

Anp here I cannot help taking Notice, that
it may pofiibly be objeCted, from this laft Ex-
preffion, as if this Addition could not have

been made to the works of Mofes, until {ome
Time after the Title of King had been given
to the Rulers in Ifrael ; and therefore muft be
deferred to the Times of Sgu/ at leaft, DBut
in Anfwer to this, it thould be obferved, that
aithough the Title of King was not a regular
and conftant Title given to the chief Rulers in
{frael until the Time of Ssz/, yet that it was

(#) Philo. lib. iii. de Vita Mofis. (z) Jof. Ant.

Ih, v, ¢, 8.
a Title
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a Title fometimes accidentally given them,
Thus, in the Book of Genefis, Mofes {peaking
of the Princes, or Commanders, or Dukes of
the Heule of Efaw, as he generally calls them,
fays, Thefe are the KINGs that reigned in the
Land of Edom, before there reigned any Kine
over the Children of Hrael (a). Becanfe be-
fore tne Time of Mofes and Yoflua, and the
Fudges, the Children of Ifrael had no one
Commander 1 Chief ; but each Tribe was
under 1ts own Head, and thole Heads were
in Servitude to the Egyptian Tatk-mafters;
but as foon as they had one Commander in
Chief, then the Title of King was {ometimes
applied to that Commander, as in the Cafe
before us; which Title, though I do net ap-
prehend that Mgf:s would have given to him-
felf, yet might have been given to him by his
Sacceflor Jofbua, as 1t manifeftly was to fome
of thofe Fudges who were the Succeffors of
Fofbua.  For that thole Commanders in Chief
of the Armies of Ifrael, who were fometimes
called Fudges were alfo called Kings, 15 mani-
feft from hence. Becaufe, 1n feveral of the
Tranfactions which are mentioned in the Book
of Fudges, as coming to pafs during the Inter-
reguum of the Fudges; the Author of that
Boolk, {peaking ot thole Tranfaltions, {ays, in
more Plices than one, that they came to pals
when there wasno King in MHrael (6).  That 1,
during the Interi egnum between the Reian of

(«) Gen. xxxvi, 31 (0) Judges xvii. 6. xviit. L.
XIX. §. XXl 25
the
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the fj‘zm’a*es when there was no one particular

‘}’zzdge appomled tO 1exgn over the whole twelve
T"leS as f equ..,m y happened.

Having thus difcovered who were the Au-
thors of thefe Booles of Mzfes and Fofbua, and
when and by whom they were compofed, we
(hall proceed to confider, “bow they were af-
terwards proferved or remewed.”  And upon
Enquiry it will be found, that we fhall be
able to trace them in the Hands of the Fews,
wihofe municipal Laws they were, from their
firlt Publication to the prefent Time. Foras
thefe were the Laws by which Pla and Plea,
and all Matters of Controver[y, Deut. xvil 8.
between Man and Man, were to be regu-
lated ; and by which the Civil, as well as the
Ecclefiaftical State of the jews wasto be go-
verned; it is utterly impofiible, that this State
could have fubfifted any Length of Time
without them., And, for this Reafon, among
others, it was, that the Priefts were com-
manded to feach the Clildren of Irael all the
Statutzs which the LorD bad [poken unto them
oy the Hand of Mofes, Lev. x. 11,

Anp in Order the better to enable them to
dothis, the Ifraclites during their long Leifure
i the Wildernefs of Imﬂe/’ for near forty
Years together, feem in all Probability to have
been emplo; ed in amuifing themfelves with
learnmg to write and read; and probably were
the Authors of thofe numerous Writings (¢)

which

(¢) There is a particular Acccount of thefe Writings in
20 original Jourpal to Mount Suar, now inmy Poffef-

ﬁOna
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which ftill remain engraved on the hard Rocks
in that Wildernefs, in Characlers at prefent un-
known, but whicharein fuch infinite Quanti.
ties, as to give the Denomination of the Moup-
tains of Mox’mz‘fzé, or the written Mountains to
that Part of the Promontory. And indeed the
prodigions Numbers that there are of thofe -
Writings, in a Place where there is neither
Water nor Food to be gotten, cannat be ac-
counted for in any other Manner, than as be-
ing done by the Operation of Multitudes of
Perfons, who were furnifhed both by Food and
Water from Heaven. -
ArTER which, when the Ifraclites were
come into the Plains of Moab, and were going
to enter into the Land of Cauaan, Mofes com-
manded them to keep thefe Words, which he
had declared unto them, in their Hearts, and
to teach them diligently unto their Children,
and to write them, that is Portions or Sen.
tences out of them, on the Pofts of their
Houfes, and on their Gates, &¢c. (d) Then
they were further ordered, as foon as they
came into the Land of Canaan, to take great
Stones, and fet them upon Mount Ela/, and
to plaifter them with Plaifter, and to write on
them the Words of the Law (¢). In which
two laft-mentioned Cafes, although the Di-
rections given, may be fuppofed to extend only

to the Laws of the two Tables; yet in other
Cales

fion, a Tranflation of which is printing in  Londoi, 1n 2

Letter from the Bithop of Clogher to the Society of Anti-
quaries. ' | |

(d) Deut, vi. g. x1. 20, (¢) Ibid, xxvii. 34,
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Cafes 1t is mdnifeft, that the whole Law of
Mofes was intended to be made publick ; as
for Example, when the Priefts, the Sons of
Aaron are commanded #o feach the Children of
Ifreel; all the Statutes twhich the LorD bad
fpoken unty them by the Hand of Mofes (f)
This Command certdinly extends to all thofe
Statutes, as well civil as religious, which 1t
was not only proper, but, m their €ircum~
{tances, abfolutely neceflary for themi to be
acqudinted with, And, as the Inftfuctions,
which related to the Sacrifices of Atonement;
which every particular Perfon was obliged to
offer, for their Purification; or for the For-
sivenef(s of their Sins; or which related to the
Conduct between Man and Wife, or between
Father and Son; or between Man and Mai,
are irregularly interfperfed through all the
Books of Mofes, ds the Occafions on which they
were ordered gave Rife to them; therefore,
it wag neceflary that the Prielts, who twere €6
inftruct the People, fHould have Copies of the
whole Law, which Copies, though weé may
not fuppofe to be very numerous, oné€ at leaft
ought to have been lodged, if not in every City;,
yet in every head City of edch Tribe. And
befides all this; Mofes ordéred that, dt the Ead
of every feven Years; in the Solemnity of the
Year of Releafe; in the Feaft of Tabernicles,
the Priefts thould read thefe Laws before all
{frael in their Hearing (g) : That the People a$

(/) Levit, %,-i1 () Deut, xxxi, g, 11

& well
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well as the Priefts, {hould be acquainted with
the Tenor of thofe Laws, by which they were
to regulate their Conduct. o
~ Axp as thefe Laws of Mofes were the Rule
by which the Elders and Judges of the feve-
ral Cities were to diltribute Juflice, between
Man and Man (b), therefore it was neceflary
that the Lay-Magiftrates {hould have Copies
of thele Laws as well as the Priefts, in order to
be able to regulate their Adminiftration there-
by. And as the fupreme Court of Judica-
ture, for the whole Kingdom of [frae/, came
at length to be fixed in Ferufalem, where every
Difpute, either between Party and Party, or
between City and City, was finally to be de-
termined (7); there it was undoubtedly necel-
fary, that one Copy of the Law at leaft,
ought conftantly to havé been preferved. And
that, not the one which was lodged in the
Ark .in the Holy of Holies; but one that
cculd be daily applied to as Occafion required.
For as the High Prieft could go into the Holy
of Helies, but once a Yedr, the Copy there
lodged would be ufelefs in general; and as it
could only be confulted and referred to on
extraordinary Occafions, would be infufficient
for the common Purpofes of Life.

Anp therefore it 1s manifeft, that, in the
Times of King David, when this Court was
firlt ereCted at Ferufulem, the great Officers
of the Sanbearim mufl have had the Books of-

(b) Deut. xix. y2, =xxi. 6, 20, xxiL 17, x3V.. 8.
() Ibid. xvii. g, 11, xix. 17, |

4

the



Let. {. of>the Old and New Q{fdﬂzevzf. 6

the Law berme them, whereby to regulate
their Conduct.  And in the early Times of
Soloron, when the Temple was firft built and
dedicated to Gob, 2 and the numerous Cere=
monies which attended the Practice of Sacri-
fices were then regulated, 1t 1s 'celm‘in, that
the ofhclafnw Pu:‘:f’cs muft have had the Books
nf the Law daxlv before their Eyes. Which
a conftant Pra&ice might in 2 little Time
iendm eafy dnd Habitual ; and in Procefs of
Time, miglit render them carelefs and negli-
oent in the Performance of. And accord-
ingly we find; towadras the latter nd of the
Rewn of Solomon, when his Heart grew cor=
upt and was tarned from the Gob of Hrael,
and he kept not that which the Lorp com=
manded, but burnt Incenfe, and {acrificed ta
{trange God that the Laws of Mofes were
not then as ﬁn&ly obferved, either by King;
Priefts or People, as they ought to have been.
AnD though it 15 mentioned, that 1n the
Dflys of King Aja, who came to the Throne
of “Fudab about 20 Years after the Death of
Sofornon, that for a long Seafon frael had been
without the truz Gop, “and without 4 teaching

Prielt. and without Law (%) ; does not thIS

manifeftly thew, that formerly there had been

teaching Priefts dmong the Pecple, who, ac-
Cordnw to the Directions aiven by 4 b ofes, bad

taught “the Childr en of Ifs ae[ all the .Statutes
which he Lorp bad Jooken unio thenm, by ilbe

(-‘»’) 2 Chren: xv, 3.
G2 }'(?72'4
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Hand of Moles, and who muft therefore have
had Copies of this Law in their Cuftody, in
order to be able allo to read them all over,
once every {even Years, at the Feaft of Ta-
bernacles, before all Ifrael in their Hearing ¢
Axp although it is mentioned, that at this
Time, in the Days of Afa, they were wsthout
Law, yetit is manifet that the Books of the
Law of Mofes were not loft, notwithitanding
the Precepts contained in them had not been
dmy chferved ; as appears from the Conduct
of hiis Son and Buccefor j’tb(ﬂzpbm‘ who 77
the third Year of Fis Reign fent to bis Princes
fo teach in the Lities of M’fzf”, citd with them

be fem Levites and T:’ffg;fs aisd L}B{’)’ f{zzngl‘ "
Sudch, and HAD THE BOOK THE

Lﬂi// OF ¥EHE LORD wil z‘/lm and
awent about throughout ail the Cities of 5 zzdfzb,
and taught the Peopre (1),

~ Anp indeec, thougn 1t 15 natural to 1ma-
oine that in auwaCﬁOﬂ of Pri nces, of - which
{ome were good and {fome bad, the Laws pre-
{cribed in the Books of Mofes, would be fome-
times more punctually obferved, and fome-
times lefs; yet 1t 1s not to be {uppoled, that
while this Court of the Sanbedrim was permit-
ted to ﬁt in Jerufalem, in which the civil Pro-
perty of the Subje&t was regulated according
to the Laws of _Zwa;w, ley could ever be
without one Copy of the Law at leaft. And
accordingly we find in the Days of good He-
gekigh, King of Fudab, that when Gon put

(1) 2 Clnon. Xvil, 17, I0.

g

i
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it into the Heart of the King, to do that
which 1s right in the Sight of the LorD;
and to repair and cleanfe the Temple, and to
fanctify anew all thofe Veffels which King Abaz
in. bis Reign did caft away, in bhis Tranfgreffon,
&c. (m), the Sin-offering, and the Sacrifices
that were then offered upon this Occafion,
were exaétly conformable to the Rules pre-
fcribed by Mofes in the Book of Levitrcus,
whence it is manifeft they then had by them
a Copy of that Book t6 refer to.

Axp when they were cleanfing and fanéti-
fying the Temple, it is further obferved ;-
that Hezekiah the King and the Princes, conm-
manded the Levites to fing Praifes unto the
Lorp, awith the Words of Datid, and Afaph
the Scer (n). Whence it appears, that the
Plalms of David and Afaph were at this Time
held in great Repute, and were made ufe of
in Divine Service, but whether as a Part of
the Canon of Scripture, cannot be inferred
from hence, However, asthe Prophet Jfaiah
flourithed in the Reign of Hezekiab, this ac-
counts for the many Allufions there are in the
Prophecies of that Prophet, to the Plaims of
Daovid. But fhews at the {fame Time, that
the Prophecies of Ifazab could not then have
been inferted into the Canon of Scripture, nor
indeed in all Probability, until fome Time ai-
ter his Death, when the fulfilling of his Pro-
phecies had thoroughly eftablithed his Cha~
racter as a Prophet.

(m) 2 Chron, zxix. 19, &c, () Ibd. 30.
G 3 Ip’
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It is further alfo obferved of Heg zekiah, that
hedent to all Ifrael and Fudab, and wrote Let-
ters to K /’)/b aiin and Mﬂﬂﬂf eb, to keep the
Paffover unto the Lorp of 7 *'ngi the Reafon
owen for wnich 18, Eccanfe they bad wot done
1t of @ leng Limey 1 fuch Sori as 1f was wrif-
ten (0), ¥ hence 1t is manifeft, that the King
had then in his Cuftody a svrifren {cpy of the
Law of Mofis, whereby to rectify the Manner
of thelr keeping the Pafiover, And accord-
:mcrlv it 15 fhill more fulk y dyd’llud that l‘/‘é’
Pr*c;zs and the Leviies awere (?f pamed,  and
ﬁ:zzor i fied themfel choes, ai i brought in the Burnt-
Cﬁlnﬂp‘s zzzz‘o the Houfe of the Lord: And
they fiood in ther Placo after their Manner,
ACCORTING To THE LaAw oOF Mf"’o, THE
Maxn or GOD (p). Whence it 1s apparent,
that the Priefts and Levites had then a Copy
of the Law of Myfes before them, whereby to
regulate #be Manner of their S:m(:im‘“, and of
Oifering up thewr Burnt-Offerin &S, accor ding
fa that Lam |

HoweveRr, when Manafled, who was the
Son and Succeflor of utaém/“ w Kiﬁg., al-

hough he did Evil i the Sight of the Lornp,
after the Abomination of the J._Lﬂc'lth , and
built Altars for all the Hoft of Heaven, in the
two Caurts of the Houfz of the Lorp {4);
and although his Son Awion did alfo that which
Was Evil in the S*(Iht of the Lorp, as his Fa~
g.ln_..r M/Z?Zﬂif}/.’) did ( r); yet even then was nof

(0} 2 Chron, xxx, 3. (p) 1 Chron, xxx. 135,

(¢) 2 Kings xxi, 1, &, (r) Ixmfrs XXl I19.

117 _ ﬁhﬁ
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the Book of the Law of Mofes loft, for in the
Reign of Fofran, the Son of Amon, 1 the
ewh centh Year of his Reign, when he had
purged the Land and the I—louﬁs, of the falfe
Gods ; he {ent Shaphan the Scribe, and Maa-
fezab the Governor of the City, and %oab the
Recorder, to repair theHoufe of the Lorb.
And Hilkiab the High-Prigfe found a Book of
the Law of the Lowrp, given by Mofes, in the
Houfe of the "LoRrb. And Hilkidh delivered
the Book to S Shaphan, and Shaphan carried the
Book to the King. And the King fent and
cathered toget] ‘161 all the Elders of Fudab and
jef nfolern.  And the King went up into the
Houfe of the Lorp, and all the Men of Fu-
dab, and the Imnblfar'f:s of Ferufalem, and
the Priefts and the Levites, ahd all the Peopley
oreat and {mall ; awnd be read 172 their Fars all
the Words of the Book of the Covenant, that
was found in the Houfe of the Lorp (s). And
it is further obferved, that #// hes Dzzys, they
deparled not from joflowz?zg z‘/ e-Gop of z‘bezr
Fathers. |

Now, from the End of the Reign of yfﬁzzb,
to the Bab bplonifh Captivity, when Fechoniab ()
was carried away Prifoner to Babylon, was but
about twelve Years, and from thence to the
End of t}*e Capti*altjr,' was feventy more;
when Cyrus K mg of Perfia, 1n the firft Year
of his Reign, after he had fubdued all Perfa,
being firred up by the Lorp, made Proclama=

(s) 2 Chron, xxxiv, 1—33. (1) See Ezek, 1. 2
Jer. xxix, 10,

& 4 tion
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tion throughout his Kingdom, and put it alfg
1 Writing, fayi_ngj Thus faith Cyrus King of
Ferfia, the Lorp Gop of Heaven hath given
me all the Kingdoms of the Earth, and he
hath charoed me to build him an Houfe at
Ferufalem, V’ho is there among you of all his
People? His GOD be with hlm, and let him
oo up ta ferufalern, which 3s in 72&0’(2:1 and
buﬂd the Houfe of the Lorp Gop of Ifrael,
which is in Ferufalem. And when the {eventh
Month was come, and the Children of Ifi-ae/
were In the Cities, then ftood up Ffbua, the

Son of Yozadak, and his Brethren the Priefts,
and  Zerubbabel, the Son of Salatiel, and his

Brethlen, and builded the Altar of the Lorp
Gop of ]ﬁwze,, to offer Burnt- Offerings on it,
as written 1n the Law of Mofes she “Man of
Gop (#). Whence 1t 15 manifeft, that the
“ews then had a Copy of this Law in their
Pofi eﬂiong which they brought with them
back from Babylop to Jerufalen,

But as the Order iflued by Cyrus for the
rebailding of Yerufalem, was not compulfory,
but was only a Permiffion for fuch to return
to Yugea, as were of themfelves inclined ; it
muf’: be fuppofcd that many out of Age and
Llﬁmnty? many out of Indolence or Pover Y,
and many from other Attachmenta, would ftay

bnhmd at 1eaf’c untﬂ they WeEre 1nf01 mpd how
the W 011 had fuﬁceeded and thdt there werg

Convemencep pr epaled f01 their Receptlon,
jq we find accordingly, thqt Numbers of them

.Y R WS
(w) Ezm L 1, 11.-, 1, &

: v’ | 7 u
- itlld
AL . bien et
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fraid behind in Perfiz ; and, as Adverfity is
the Mother of Devotion, thefe were {0 attached
to the Obfervance of the Laws of Mofes, that
even during their Captivity, and under the
Hands of their Enemies, they were zealoufly
ftri¢t and rigorous in their Obedience to thofe
Laws, which when in their own Country,
and in Profperity, they had {o often neglected
and trampled under Foot ; and accordingly we
find, 1n the Reign of Abafuerus or Xerxes,
who came to the Throne of Perfiz about forty
five Years after the Order iflued by Cyrus, that
Haman made Ufe of this Attachment of the
Fews to their own Laws, as an Accufation
againft them to the King, faying, that there
is a certain People [cattered abroad, and dif-

perfed among the People in all the Provinces of
thy Iizrzgdaw and their Laws are diverfe from
all People, nesther keep they the King’s Laws (w);

Whence it 1s manifeft that the remaining Fews.
who ftaid behind 1n Perfrg, muft alfo have
kept fome Copies of the Laws of Mofes
whereby to regulate their Condu&t, after the
Departure of Zembbzzée/

BuT as this Complaint had no Effe&, bemg
quathed by the prudent and refolute Conduct
of Queen Effber ; {o neither had another that
was made, probably much about the fame

Time, by the Samaritans againft. the Fews,
who were engaged in rebuilding Ferufalem :
For they {ent, in the Beginning of the Reign

Qf ﬂ]"*djftfi’lfi an Accufation againft the Inha-

(w) ]:ﬁher i, 8.
lpitants
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bitants of fudab and Ferufalem (x); which

Complaint not having met with Succefs, they
applied again 1n the Reign of his Succefor
Artaxerxes Longimanus, and obtained an Or-
der, to caufe the Men to ceale, and that the
City be not builded. So 1t ceafed unto the
{econd Year of the Reign of Darius Nothus,
King of Perfia (y). At which Time Appl-
cation having been made to Darius, and the
Decree made by Cyrus being laid before him,
the Elders of the Fews were permitted to pro-
ceed in thewr Work, and the Houfe was finifh-
ed in the {ixth Year of Darzus the King ; and
the Children of Jfrael, and the Priefts and the
Levites kept the Dedication of this Houfe of
.Cop with Joy; and they fet the Priefts in their
‘Divifions, and the Levites in their Courles, for
the Service of Gop, which is at Ferufalem,
according to the Writing of the Book of Mo-
Jes (). Whence 1t 1s manifeft, that the ¥ews
at Ferufalem had then fbe Wriring of the Book
of Mofes 1n their Pofleffion,

AnD, about twenty Years after this, in the
feventh Year of the Reign of Artaxerses Mne~
mon King of Perfia, Exra, who was a ready
Scribe 11 the Law of Mofes, which the - Lord
Gop of ifrael bad given, obtained a Decree
from the King, that all they of the People of
Ifrael, and of his Priefts and Levites, in the
Realm, which were minded of their own free

Will to g0 up fto 76?7{[@[3}12, might g0 along

“(») Ezra iv, 6. (y} Ibid, iv; 7—24, (%) Ibid,
V. I, &C. V1. 13,

with
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with him,  And, {ays the Decree, for as much
as thou art fent of the King and of his {even
Counfellors, to enquire concemmcr Fudah-and

Terzda]e;fz, accam’f?zrr fo the Law of thy Gop
which is in thine _UM,:(] cc (2). Hence it i

manifeft, that there were at this Time two
Coples of the Law of Mofes, at leaft, a&ually
in bemng, one at Brmybzz in the Hands of
Fizra 3 and another at'5 Ferufalen, in the keep-
Ing of Zerubbabel and hls Companions.

In about twelve Years after which Migra-
tion by Ezra, Nelemiab, who was Cup-

bearer (5) to Artaxerxes, was 1 the twen-
ticth Year of his Reign made Tzrfbatha (c),
or Governor of erzzf{z/em and being come to
Ferufalern, he, with Ezra the Scribe, had the
Book of the Law of Mofes publickly read and
expounded unto the People. And on the
twenty-fourth Day of the Month, when the
_._\eadmﬁ‘ of the whole Book of fhe Law had
been ﬁmfhtﬂd the Children of Ifrael were af-
{embled with Fafting, and the Levites preach-
ed unto them ; and what 1s remarkable is this,

that in the Sermon, which 1s recorded, as be-

ing made upon this Occafion, there are Re-
ferences to the Book -of Genefis 5 for it men-
tions the Creation of the World by Gop
the Vocation of Abrabam from Ur of the Chal-
decs ; and the Covenant that was made with
}um to give him the Land of the Canaarittes,
&c (d ) Whence 1t is manifeft, that at that

(¢) Ezra vii, 1—14. () Nebem. 1. 11, it 1.
(¢) Ibid, yiil, g, (4) Ibid, ix. 0,7, 8. |
o " | Time,
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Time, the Book of Genefis was confidered as
a Part of the Book of the Law of Mufes. So
that, Ithink it very reaforable to {uppofe, that
the Book, which at that Time went under
the Denomination of the Book of the Law of
Mofes, or the Book of the Law of Gop,
comprehended not only the Law, but all the
Books of Mofes, as well as the Book of -
fbua, the Tranfactions in which, Fofbua him-
{elf declares he had written in the Book of the
Law of Gop (). * |

-~ BurT as to the reft of the Books of the Old
Teftament, which are now comprehended in
the Canon of the” Yewr/b Scriptures, I think
the Probability 1, that, although they might
have been in Efteem, they were not gathered
together, and eftablithed as a Canon, until
about “this Time of the Reftauration of the
“Fewifb Church under the Condu&t of Ezra
and Nebemiab ; for as to the Book of Fudges,
as that is a continued Hiftory of the Judges of
dfrael, from the Death of Fofbua to the Death
of Sampfon; therefore, it muft have been com-
pofed fome Time after that Event; and yet,
before the eighth Year of King David, when
he conquered Ferufalem (1) ; becaufe the Au-
thor of the Book of Fudges fays, that, 7he Fe-
dufites dwell in Ferufalem to this Day (g). And
therefore -the Probability is, that it was coms

pofed by Sarmuel,

| (")j Om-}“"“i"- 25. (f) 2 Sam. v. 8, 1 Cron,
0. (g) Judg. 1. 21, | |

THE
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TrE Book of Ruth is an Hiftory of fome
Tranfactions relating to the Family of David,
written after the Bir th of David, becaufe that
Circumitance 1s mentioned in it (4). But as
it does not proceed to mention any Thing of
- David's perfonal Hiftory, therefore the Pre-
fumption 1s, that it was written not long after
his Birth, and plobably by Samuel on his be-

ing {ent to anoint David, while David was

yet a Stripling, and before he had done any
Thing that was remarkable (7).

Tue Books of Samuel are of more uncer-
tain Authority, the firft Book of which was,
however, probably written by Samuel, becaufe
he mentions himfelf as being a Writer of
Books (%), which he may have compofed fo
far, as until 1t comes towards the Time of his
Death; and after that, it may have been con-
tinued by his Difciples the Prophets at Nazorh
n Rm}m[l (1) ; as the Books of My ﬁs were by
Foftua.

Tur Books of Kings and Chronicles, are un-
doubtedly Collections made out of other Au-
thors, and are not original Hiftories, but may,
to gratify Lord Bolzugbroke, be called Extratis
of Genealogies, not Genealogies 5 Extracls of Hif-
tories, not Hiftorzes (m). They bring down the
Hiftory of the Kings of Fzdab and Ifrael, to
the Tlmc of the Bal bylonifb Captivity 5 and

therefme could not have been written until

(b)) Ruthiv, 7, 22. (z) 1 Sam, xvi. 1, &c.
(£) 1 Sam. x.2q9. (/) 1 Sam. xix, 18, 19, 20.
{m) Lett. 1l Py 102, |

: after
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after that Event.  And, as thefe Books of
Kings and Chronicles refer to each other, and
quote one another, it is more than probable;
that they were either written by Ezra or Ne-
hemiab (i), or {fome Scribes under their Di-
fections; at one and the fame Time. Who,
I alfo fuppofe, to hdve been the Collectors of
all thofe Prophefies which pafs under the
Names of the feveral Prophets whofe Names
they béar, from Ifziab to Malachi ; and which
were all written a little before, or during, the
~ Time of the Captivity. , .
~ Tuz Book of Pfalms is a ColleGion of {uch
Plalms of Mpfes, David, Afaph, and others,
as were 1n Repute among the Feaws before and
at the Time of the Babylomsfl: Captivity, which
were alfo, as well as the Books of Fod, Pro-
verbs, Ecclefiaftes, and Canticles, gathered to-
gethef by Ezra and Ncbemiab, and inferted
into the Canon of the Fewzfh Scriptures (o).
Nebemiab was the laft Tzrfhatha, or Gover-
nor, that was exprefsly fent by the Kings of
Perfia to prefide in JFerufalemy for after his
Death, Fudea, being added to the Prefetture
of Syria, wids fubjetted to the Rulers of that
Province ; and under them the Adminiftration
of all publick Affairs, both civil and ecclefiafti-
cal, ‘was committed to the High-Prieft ; which
made that Office much more coveted than if
ufed to be, and {ometimes tempted thofe to
invade it, who were by no Means qualified for:

(#) Se¢ 2 Mac. ii. 13, (o) 1d. ibid.
that
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that Employment. From which Period of
Time we may date the Commencement of the
Corruption of the Fewz/h Religion. For the
High-Prieft being now engaged, as a tempo-
ral Magiftrate, in the Conduct of the Affairs
of Government, the Thoughts about Religion
gave Way to thofe of Politicks, by which
Means many groundlefs Traditions were {uffer-
ed to take Eoot, until, like Weeds in 2 Garden
that is negleCted, they encreafed and gained
Ground to that Degree, before the Time of
pur Saviour’s coming into the World, as 7
render the Word of Gop of none Effect (p).
However, when Alexander the Great had
dfeated Darius Codomannus at the Battle of
Iflus, and, after the Deftruction of Tyre, was
marching towards Ferufalem, with an Intent
to punifh the Difobedience of the Fews, who
had refufed to fubmit to him while Darius
was alive, Faddus or faddua, the High-Prieft,
having cloathed himfelf in his pontifical Habit,
and with the Priefts alfo in their proper Habits,
and the People in white Garments, . went out
of the City to meet the approaching: Con-
qUEroT. Which had fuch an Effe& on the -

angry Monarch, that his Relentment was im-

mediately turned into a religious Veneration,
and being conducted into Ferufalem, he oftered
Sacrifices to Gop 1n the Temple; where

Yeddua having. conducted him, fthewed him
the Prophecies of Danzel, relating to the -

(P) Mat, xv. 6# ‘ N _
Over-
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Qverthrew of the Perfian Empire by a Gre-
cion King, Whence it is manifeft; that at
that Time the Prophecms of Dantel were pre-
ferved in the Temple, as a Part of the Canon
of the ,1oly Scriptures.

. BuT, in Procefs of Timé, that i 15, n about
161 Years after this, ﬁm‘zoc‘bm Epipbanes
haviw for thie Sake of the Riches that were
in the Tcmple of Ferufalem, broke his Faith
with the Fews, md fpmled the Temple, he
comina ndud the Fews to forfake the Law, upon

Pain of Death; and cauféd the facred Books
to be torn or bumt, or otherwife prophaned,
wherever they were found (g).

- NorwitasTANDING all which, it 1s ma-
nifeft, that #be Books of the Laow were not even
Joft at that Time, but were preferved by the
Care and Firmnefs of the Famil y.of the Mac-
cabees, who aflembled the Children of Ifraef
together at Mapfa over-againt Jerufalem ; for
in Mapfa was the Place where they prayed
afore-time In Jfrael. Then they fafted that
Day, and put on Sackcloth, and caft Afhes

upon their Heads, and rent their Cloaths and

laid open the Books of the Law, for the which
the Heathens had made diligent Search, that

they might paint in them the leenefs of their
Idols (7).

- Anp, when Yudas Maceabaus had, after the
Deteat of the Army of Lyfias, recovered the

City and Temple of Yerufalem, he appointed

(?) 1 Maccab- i- 4—13 &C- (7) X Maecab. ili: 4.2-—-481:
' ; a Diy
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a Day for folemnizing anew the Dedication of
the Temple, after the gicat Prophanations that
had been committed in it ; and gathered foge-
ther all thofe Things that were lofi by Reafor of
the War which they bad (s).  And this Is the
true Footing, upon which the Canon of the
Scriptures of the Old Teftamient ftands at
prefent: | __ |

It 1s an Obfervaticn of Liord Bolisighrok:'sy
that « the Authority on which we receive the
«« Books of the New Teftament, 1s {o rar from
 being founded on the Authority of the Old
‘ Teftamient; that it 15 quite independent on
« it ; the New being proved, gives Authority
« to the Old; but borrows none from it; and
“ gives this Authority to the particular Parts
“ only (#).” 'That is; 1 {uppofe, to thofe
particular Parts which are quoted and referred
to, as being of divine Infpiration. In Sub-
miflion fo which Affertion, I have; to avoid
Difputes; proved the Authenticity of the Scrip=
tures of the New Teftament zndependently of
the Old Teftament ; dnd now, I think, I may
juftly lay claim to the Conceflion made in the
latter Part of this Quotation ; that the et be=
Ing proved, gives Authority to the Old s but
to the particular Parts only. «Be 1t {0,

[ Must, However, before I proceed, enter
my Proteft with a fafvo fure; to that Part of
this Propofition which may be contefted, and
that is; that the Authenticity-of the New

() 2 Mac. ii, 14 (?) Lett. iit, p. 94
}3 Teflas
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Teftament 1s quite mndependent on the Old
and borrows no Authority from 1t: Becaufe, I
look upon the Old and New 'Teftament to be
Like the two Sides of an Arch, which mutually
aid and {upport one another. 1 allow that the
firik PuLl*w ng of the ¥Words of a Prophecy,
where, as 3_.;016 Delinglroke oblerves, the Nar-
ration is brjore fhe Fuf (1), 1 indeed no Proof
of divine Inimrat on, although the fulfilling
of it is; however, when any Prophecy is
once fulfilled, the Publication and the Com-
nletion, n‘*utmlly enitghten and vindicate the
divine Authority of eac ch cther. But, as I have
alrewdy grven up this Piece of Advance-ground,
I will not now refume it 5 but fhall be content
to take whatever his Lordfhip is pleafed toal-
low, uod das accipro. 1 fhall therefore con-
tent myfelf at prelent with this Conceffion,
that the Authenticity of the New Teftament
once proved, gives AU‘Houty to thofe Parti-
culars 1 the O d which are quoted in i, as
being of divine Infpivation. And if {o, then
the Proof which I have already made of
the divine Autnority of the New Teftament,
will {uthciently prove the divine Authority of
the Old 5 becaufe, the whole Canon of the
Feq j? u(‘;‘fllj ures, as then eftabhifhed in the
Jem.o Chuich when Fefus Chrzft was upon
Earth, i there appealed to, both in general
and In p,_uu::,i,ml, The Boo ks of ]‘/@es the
Law, the Prophets, and the Pfalns, are ap-

() Lett. II. p. 49,
pealed
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pealed to by Name (FM And, indeed, 1if the
Law, or be Beoks of Mofes alone; had been
mentioned; 1t would have been f{ufficient to
have proved the divine Avthority of the
Fewrfh Religion; as the relt ¢f the Cahon may,
it his Lordfhip pleafes, be mljz confidered =
{o many Commentaries towards the Exoland«
tion, or as Exhortations to the Performance
bt It

But his Lo1dﬂnp makes a Diffin&ion be-
tween the Degrees of Credibility that are to
be given to the Lavr and the Hiftory m the
Books of Mofes, and fays, that ¢ it would not
“ be hard fo fliew, upon great Inducements
“ of Probability; t ha:_ the Law and the Hi-
“ {ftory wds far fromt being blended togethér
“ as they now {tand 1in the Pentateuth, cven
from the Time of Mojes down to that of
“ Efdras or Ezra (:f).” But, with humble
Submiffion to his Lordthip’s great Learning, ¥
think it wculd be hard to ﬂ]ew it, if his L01 d-
{hip means in any material Pomts_._. and does
not mean that there have been otly fume Dif-
locations of Paflages, and fome Parfs that have
‘been miflaid and loft, which are of no great
Moment to the whaole; which muit b AC-
knowledged to have happened to this very an-
clent Pe‘rfmmmce, without mpeaf;hmcr tl
Veracity of what is left.

For let us fee the Forte of this O‘m‘:éhon
When applied to {ome ancient ptoﬁ e Author ;

(i) Luke xvi. 20. XX. 42; XXiVs 44, jc,nn 1; 4*3.-
Mar, xii: 26. [} -Lett. i, . gg; 100,

H 2 A

£<
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As for Example, to Homer. 'The firft Ac-
counts that we have of his Works, are, that
they were colleGed by Lycurgus when he
failed into Afia, at leaft hfty Years after the
Death of Homer ; where he met with the
{cattered Fragments of them, which before
that Time had only been traditionally handed
about i detached Pieces, until Lycurgus pub-
lithed them entire. Whereas, the Works of
Mofes were colleCted and publithed by him-
felf, and depofited in the Ark, for their bet-
ter Prefervation.  What excited Lycurgus, the
Lacedemonan Legiflator, to take fo much
Paims in the colietting of thefe Works, was
not only the Beauty of the Poetry, but the
political, as well as religious Sentiments he
found interfperfed in them, which, by laying
before the Grecians the evil Effe@s of Dif-
cord in Society, might {erve to unite the
Minds of that fickle People, and endear them

to that Form of Government he was going

to eftablifh.  And if this was a rational Foun-
dation for the Prefervation of the Works of
Homer, how much more Reafon was there for
the Fews to take Care of the Works of Mo-
Jes, who had already received them as the
municipal Law of their Nation, for the Efta-
blithment of their civil Property, as well as
the Regulation of their religious Obfervances?
Howrver, after thefe detached Pieces of
Homer were brought into Grecce, they remain-
ed in that fame unconneGed Manner, under
feveral Titles, fuch as the Bastle of the Sl??}lf?fs
L@
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the Death of Doln, the Grotto of Calypfo,

&c. until they were reduced into fome Order
by Pififtratus at Atbens, or, according to Plato,
by Hipparchus the Son of Pififiratus, who firft
divided them into the two different Poems of
the I/zad and the Ody/ley.

AFTERWARDS, Alexander the Great, who
was a fuperftitious Admirer of Homer, em-
ployed Ariffotle to corrett the lliad from all
the Errors and Interpolations which had crept
into it ; In the Revifal of which, he himfelf,
together with Anaxarchus and Callifibenes, 1
faid to have affifted. Which Edition being
finithed, he laid up the Work in a rich Cafket,
whence it has fince been called zhe Edition of
the Cafket.

Whaicu Edition, however, not fatisfying
the Curious, Zenodotus of Ephefus, Library
Keeper to the firft Ptolemy, undertook another
Correction of Homer, which not {atistying 4-
riftarchus, (who was Preceptor to Prolemy
Euergetes, Son to the former Prolemy) he {et

about another Edition, which he executed
with great Learning and Judgment, and 1s
probably that Edition, which, with fome va-
rious Readings, is now in the Hands of the
Learned.

LeT us therefore fuppofe, that, notwith-
ftanding all this Care, it could be thewed there
were {till fome Diflocations in the prefent Copy,
or fome Paffages that were difunited, and
tome Lines loft, and were not to be retrieved
we (hould certainly be obliged to the Criticl

H 3
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for his Pains; but would this prove that what
remained was not the Work of  Homier 2 I

mchend not. But rather, that the uninter-
o )L.._,d AtmmpLs of Criticks to reciify the
ipz would prove the direCt contrary; and
Would {hew that what remains bdones truly
to the 1r_1ppofed Author,

1 HAVE E, in 1“}7 Treatifs on the Pentateuch,

m.;tled CT/H ( }..anO/’ Y 0/ ol J.I.Lléff.‘hf BKME

Q/

,fw}mzﬁ?zz?‘ed &c. thewed, ha; there are {eve-
al Paflages in the Works of Mbfes, that are
mﬂocated and others that are loft; and yet
there are {ufficient Mmel ials remainipg to
{hew, as well from the mtcual Marks, as the
external Preofs, that what is left was the
Work of Mpfes ; although the Titles of the
Books, any more than thofe of the liad and
Qayfley, are not now the fame that they were
onomuly For I will allow, that the Boois
of the Pentaaeuch might not have been diflin-
guﬂ*ed by the {ame I‘Tameb wihen they were
originally writter, that th 12y 1€ now, Do more
tn?n tley are at Piel‘ﬂﬁt snown by the faine
7\’11’11;-..,5 among the Jews, and among the
Chr ifs1ans. ihP Book of Dezicroneny, was
oumaally called by Me/es, in ui hmm; Pro-
bability, The Book of the } ors g be Lord ()
1t 1 called by the Clriflians, Dex r?*’?ﬂnj, or
the /3’5072(! Law, becauiz it contains a Kecapi-
tulation of the feveral Laws which Mofes had
b€1016 gwven the Ifraelies, and it is Lnowu

3mong. the jews by the Title of Elle Hade-
(}) Sce. Numh, xxi, 14.

Z?lf; :’1 7 ITIT: 9
. bl I-



Let. IL of the Old and New Teflamént. 119

barim, becaufe thofe are the Words with
which 1t begins at prefest. And therefore,
although the hiftorical and juridical Parts of
the Books of Mojes, are not now blended m
the fame exa& and precife Order i which
they were originally written, this does not
prove that the hiftorical Parts are not to be

efteemed the Work of Mofes, as well as the

juridical.  Becaufe, by the Expreflion of #he
Law, the Yews, generally underftood the five
Books of Mbofes, comprehending the hiftori-
cal and prophetical, as well as the juridical
Parts of that Performance; and, that it was
underftood in that Senfe by our Saviour and
the Evangelifts, 15 manifeft, from the Appeals
made to it by them : As for Example ; when
our Saviour fays, the Law prophecied until
John (2). Which Prophecies referred to the
hiftorical as well as legal Parts of the Books
of Mofes. And our Swmur exprefsly appeal-
ed to the Hiftory of the fiery Bufh which ap-

peared to Mofes on Mount Stnar, when he faid,
bave ye nst read 1n the Book of Mofes, bow irn
- the Bufh Gop {pake unto him, &c (a).

TuE Aut_horlty, therefore, of the hlﬂroucal
Parts of the Books of Mp/es is confirmed by
the fame Proofs, and is to be regarded with
the fame Veneration, as the juridical Parts.
And, indeed, 1t 1s wondelful to thiniz of the
many and v::u'ious Kinds of Atteftations that
rematn to this Bay of the Trath of the hifto-

(z) Mat. xi. 15. Luke xvi. 26, John i 45, v. 25,

(a) Mark xii. 20. | |

ISR rical
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rical Parts of thole Books, conﬁdermg the
car 1y Age of the World 1 which they were
written, And, if we were only to confi-
der the concurrent Teftimony of prophane

Hiftorians, the Atteftaiion they gl*e to 1t is
wonderful ; the firft of which, that I (hall

quote, 1 Ber ofus. Now Berofus was a Chal-
deean, or Babylonifh Prielt, who flourithed in
the Time of Alexander the Great, about the
481ft Year of the Ara of sza;m[m I have
mentioned before, that his Character in Greece
was {0 famous for his Knowledge in Aftro-
nomy, that the Af,/?emam erected a Statue to
him, with a golden Tongue, on account of
the ju{’mefs of his Aftrological Predictions.

This Berofus wrote a Chlonologlcal Hiiftory
of Chmdam, and the adjacent Countries, from
the Flood of INeah, whom ~he mentions by
Name to the Conqueﬁ of Bzzéﬂmz by Cyrus ;

in Whmn he treated on the Affairs of E,oxfz,
and fynchronifed them with the Affairs of [ Al-

ﬁfzﬂg whaich makes his Work more ufeful
than any other of the prophane Authors who
have written upon this Subjt; as we are
enabled by it to rcéhfy that exceilive Number
of Years, which the Egyprzan Pricits have al-
ﬁorn?.d to the Duratlon of that T\/Iomrcm?, and
(bf‘ Relgn of their Gods. And, indeed, thc
Agreement between Mofes and Bmﬁzs
‘then Clnonological Accounts, as well as t hen
Hlﬁmy, is very remarkable, For Berofus
makes' the Deftruétion of thﬁ Egyptian Hoft
pnde.!. Pharaoh in the Red oeg, to have hap-
psncd
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pened in the eighth Year of Afcatades King of
Affyria, which, according to his Computa-
tion, was in the 794th Year after the Flood
of Noab; whereas, Mpfes makes the fame
Event to have happened in the 798th Year
of the Deluge (£). And, indeed, Icannot but
think it fomething very extraordinary, to find
the Chronology of the Hebrew Bible, and the
Heathen Chronology of Berofus, agree fo nearly
with regard to the precife Time of this Event,
Confidering that the Time of the Reigns of
the Kings of Babylon, from which this Calcu-
fation 1s computed, is fet down by Berofus,
and the Lives of the Patriarchs by Mofes, ac-
cording to the round Number of Years, with-
out mentioning the odd Months of each Reign
or Life; which, in the Space of near 8oo
Years, may very well be allowed to make a
Difterence of four Years, between the Calcu-
lation of Berofus, and the Mofaical Computa-
tion. I likewife cannot but obferve, that the
Acknowledgment of this Fa& by an Heathen
Writer, who fays, that he compiled his Book
out of the ancient Records of Chaldea, al-
though he attributes the Drowning of the
Egyptsans to the Power of Art-Magick, i
very extraordinary, and adds no fmall Weight
to the Teltimeny of Mofes. |

(b) See The Hebrew Chronslsgy vindicated, written by
the Bithop of Chgher, in which this Calculation between
Mpfes and Berofus is fairly and faithfully carried on and
computed, |

BuT,
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But, here I think, I ought to inform your
Lmdfhip, that the original Work, which was
written by Berofus 1n Gredz 1s now loft. And
that that ‘which goes at prefent under his

Name, 1s only an imperfet Abftradt written
in Latin, which was publithed towards the
latter End of the fifteenth Century, by Anius,
or the Monk of 7iterbo, as Lord Bolingbroke
ftyles him (c), whofe Charalter for Fidelity
not being the beft, has given Occafion to fome
Criticks to objelt agam{’c the Authenduty of
this Tranflation. Becaufe, as they have juftly
obferved, there are (everal Quotations out of
Berofus, mentioned both in Fofepbus, Pliny,
St. Ferome, and Atheneus, which are not to
" be found 1n this Treatife of Bersfus that was
publithed by Aunsus.  Fofepbus, for Example,
fpeaking of Berofus, {ays, that, < he was a
 Chaldean by DBirth, well known to the
<« T.earned b) the Publication of his Chaldzan
« Books of Aftronomy and Philofophy a-

 mong the Greeks. 'This Berofis, fays he,
‘¢ followmo* the moft ancient Rccmdg of that
“ Nation, gives us an Hiftory of the Deluge
« of Waters that then hap}ened and of the
“ Deftruction of Mankind by it; and agrees
¢« with Mofes in the IN; J.Il’lthl] of it. He allo
“ oives us an Account of that Ark, wheremn
< Noab, the Origin of our Race, was pre-
““ {erved, when it was brought to the highelt
ce P.&rt of the Armenian Iw_ourtains. After

(¢) Lett, 1it. §. 1. p. 82,

<« which
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« which, he gives a Catalogue of the Pofte-
« rity of Nosb, and adds the Years of their
« Chronology, and at length comes down to.
«« Nabopolaflar, who was K.mg of Babylon and
«“ the Chaldeans ((ﬁ) " And St. 76/0}'72.5’ and
Aihenaus, as well as Fofepbus, quote Paflages
out of Bercﬂzs as low down as the Reign of
Cyrus the Great : Whereas, our Berofis is con-
tinued down no lower than the Re1gn of A-

cherres in Egupt, and of Afcarades in Affyria,

who were cotemporary with the Exodus of the

Ifraclizes out of Egypt. Pliny alfo, as hath
bf“en before remarked, quotes Berofus for {ay-

ing, that the Babylonians had celeftial Obfer-
vations for 480 Years backwards from his
Time. And Fofephus (e) has two long Quo-
tations out of Bergfus, gwing an Account of
‘the Improvements made in Badylon by Nebu-
chadnezzar, and fays befides, that  Berofiis
( complains of the Grecian Writers, for fup=

“ pofing, without any Foundation, that B
“ Dylon was built by Sewuramis, Queenrof A

s f)f; 7a ; and for afferting that thofe wonders=:

«Ful Edifices belonomo to it,.-were her
*“ Workmanthip (f).” V\fhereas there are no
fuch Paffages in our prefent Copy of Berofus.
But on the commy, i the I‘laﬁment of
Berofus, which is come down to our Hands,
there is Mention made of Semuramus; and the
Author fays, fhe greatly enlarged Bﬁéy/m, in-

(d ) Tofeph. “cont. Ap lib. § I (¢} Jof, Ant:

b, xi. c. 11, cont. Ap. hb LN 2, (f) Jof. cont.
f\p iih L, f:« 20,

{omuch
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{fomuch, that the almoft made a new City of
it. But, that Quotation mentioned by %ofe-
phus, is by no Means difficult to be reconciled
with this Paffage; for that Quotation muft
have been towards the latter End of Berofus,
after he had been fpeaking of the immente
Fmprovements and Additions made in Babyln
by Nebucadnezzar ; which, indeed, it would
be wrong to attribute to Seimzramis.  But, as
Mr. Whifton (g) very judicioufly remarks, the
great Improvements which Neoucadnezzar
made in the Buildings at Baoyln, do no way
contradi& thofe ancient and authentick Tefti-
monies, which afcribe its firft Building to
Nimrod, and its firft Rebuilding to Semzramis.
Thefe Paffages, therefore, quoted by Fofephus,
Pliny, &c. were probably in that Part of the
Hiftory of Bergfus, which is now loft, wherein
the Hiftory of Afyria was carried down from
ﬂﬁdcfaz‘es to Gyrus. For, as far as this Frag-
ment does go, it agrees exactly with the Ac-
count Piven of Berofus by Fofepbus, with re-

rd to the Flood, the Repeopling of the
garth‘ by Neah and his Sons, together with a
Chronological Account of thofe Events. And
whereas Fofephus quotes Berofus for faying,
when fpeaking of the Ark, that « it is {aid
¢ there 15 ftill fome Part of this Ship in Ar-
“ menia, at the Mountain of the Cordyzans,

and that {fome People carry off the Pieces
¢ of the Bitumen, which they take away, and

(7) Whifton's Jof, in loc,

<

« uie
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« ufe chiefly as Amulets, for the avertmg of
« Mifchiefs (4),” This Quotation is to be
found, Zofzdem Verbis, in our Author. And,
what is very remarkable, is, that, as Jo/ephus
obferves, Berofus agrees with Mofes 1n the De-
ftruction of Marnkind by the Flood ; {o this
Fragment agrees exaltly with the Helrew
Chr onology of the Bible, in the Time of the
Departure of the .Z/me’/zz‘es out of Egypt, and
the Deftruction of Pharach and his Hoft in
the Red Sea.

Anp, as I-find that this Fragment, in the
Lilt of the Afyrian Kings, and the Time.
which is there affigned to the Duration of
each particular Reign, agrees exaltly with
the Succeflion of the Kings of A/fyria, and
the Length of their Reigns in the Chronicon
of Effﬁéz'm, I cannot, therefore, but look upon
this Treatile, as far as it goes, to be a faith-
ful Tran{lation of that Part of Berofus, which
might have been made by fome private. Per-
fon, for his own Ule, before the Original was
loft ; which, at laft, fell into . the Hands of
Annius of Viterbo, who has fince publifhed
it (). And, although I will not take upon
me to vindicate the Integrity of Amnus, with
regard to all his Actions, or every Thing that
he has publi{hed- yet, fince this Fragment

(5) ]ofeph Ant. lib. 1. c. 2.
(z) It is affirmed by Didymus Rapaligerus szmmzs, an
ftalian Author, that this Fragment of Berofus was given

to Annins at Gensa, by Father Geor oo 0f Armenia, a Do-
minican YIiar,
of
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of Berofus, as far as 1t goes, agrees perfectly
with the Account given of the Works of Be-
rofus by Fofeplus, and, as Awmus was un-
doubtedly a learned and inqinhtive Perfon,
and lived at the Conclufion of that Age of
Tonorance and Barbarity which had over-run
the Face of the Chriffran World 1n the fi-
teenth Century (£) ; I cannot help thinking it
more than probable, that he might have an
Opportunity of meeting with fome Books,
which had been loft to the World for {fome
Generations. And, although the intire Works
of Berofus did not come to his Hands, yet,
that either he, or Father George of Armenia,
might 1n {ome private Study have met witn
this imperfet, but faithful Tranflation cof
them.

Bur, my Lord, I defire you will take No-
tice, that I lay ne more Strefs on this Evi-
dence of Berofus, or of any other Author I
fhall quote, than barely fuch as the Nature of
his Teftimony, when duly and critically con-
fidered, faily requires; and that is, of an
Heathen Author of Repute in his Time, and
unbiafled in Favour of the Few:fh Religion.
Under the {fame Limitations, 1 fhall theretore
proceed to produce the Teftimony of Artapa-
s, with regard to this particular Falt of the
Ifraelites having paffed the Red Sea with Safe-
ty, under the Conduct of Mofes, at the fame
Time that Pharaoh and his Hoft were drowned

(#) He died on the 13th of Novembery 1502,
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in it: Whofe Words are- to this Effe@®, as
they are quoted by Eufebius (/), for the Ori-
oinal is loft; that * the People of Memphis
““ reported, that Mcﬁs being well {killed in
“ the Situation of the Coafts, and the Ebbing
“ and flowing of the Tides, took that Op-
““ portunity of car rying the }ﬁ(zelzz‘es over the
 Red Sea; but that the People of Helzopolis
« relate this Fact quite otherwile, vrz. That
Mofes being divinely infpired, ftruck the
Sea with a Rod, whereupon the Water
gathering in a Heap on either Side, he led
his Forces dry through the Sea: But, that
when the Egyptians attempted to follow
“ them, the Sea returning to its fosmer Courfe,
“ intirely overwhelmed them.” Whence, it
appears, that Artapanus was diligent and in-
quifitive enough.not to be content with com-
mon Reports, but that he had perfonally in-
quired about the Truth of this Fa&, and the
Manner of it, from the Inhabltants of the
Country where it happened. And it 1s fur-
ther to be remarked, that the People of He-
liopolis, who lived in the very Place where
Msfes, according to the general Opinion of
the Learned, performed all his Wonders; and
whofe Fellow-Citizens were themfelves the
Sufferers by this Event, {hould be more likely
to know the Truth of this Affair, than the
Inhabitants of Memplzs, who lived on the
other Side of the River Nif, and at a confi-
derable Diftance from the Scene of Action.

(/) Euleb, Prap. Lvan, lib. ix, c. '27.

(44
¢<
<
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Axp, indeed, the Truth of this Piece of
Hiftory, as related by Mofes, is wonderfully
confirmed, by the Names which were given
to {everal Parts of this Country, through which
the Ifraelites pafled in their Departure out of
Egypt, which having borrowed their Denomi-
nations from this Tran{aétion, retdin them to
this very Day: As for Example; Mofes fays,
And it came to pafs, when Pharoah had lct the
People go, that Gop led them not towards the Land
of Canaan, through the Way of the Land of the
Philiftines, although that was near; for Gop
Jard, Left peradventure the People repent awhen
they feeWar, and they return to Egypt.  And
Gob led the People aRouT, by the Way of the
Wildernefs of the Red Sea. .And they took their
Fourney from Succoth, and encamped in Etham,
in the Edge of the Wildernefs. And the Lord

fpake unto Mofes, [aying, Speak unto the Chil-
dren of ltael, that they TURN and encamp be-
fore Pihahiroth, between Migdol and the Sad,
over againft Baal-zephon: éefore it fhall ye
encamp by the Sea ; for Pharoah will fay of the
Children of llvael, They are entangled in the
Land, the Wiidernefs bath fhut them in (w):
Now, it is very remarkable, in going this
round about Way from Egypt to Canaan;
through' the Wildernefs of Etham; or the
Wildernefs of the Red Sea, that there is on
the right Hand of the Road; near Midway
between Cazro and the Red Sea, a long nar-
row Valley, between two rugged Chains et
(w) Exod, xiit, 17; &e.
Mountaifis;
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Mountains, to get into which, the Traveller
muft fzrn out of the common Road, and which
s to this Day called by the A4rab Inhabitants
of the Country, Tiab beni Urael, or the Road
of the Children of l{rael (n); and when the
Traveller comes into this Road, he finds him-
felf pent in on either Hand by impaifible
Mountains, and fronted at the End of it by
the Red Sea; {o that, in this Situation, well -
might Pharaoh {ay, They are enfangled in the
Land, the Wildernefs bath fbut them in.  And,
what compleatly fhews, that this was the
Place from which the Ifraclites elcaped, by
paffing the Red Sea, is, that the Mountain,
which borders on the Sea at the End of this
Ridge of Mountains, is known to this Day by
the Name of Fibbel At-takab, ot the Mountatn
of Deliverance y and thofe Springs of Water
which run over-againft this Mountain, on the
oppofite Shore of the Sea, and near which
Springs, if this Story be true, it is natural to
think the Ifraelites mult have landed, 1s
known alfo to this Day, by the Name of the
Fountains of Mofes. And 1s it poffible to ac-
count for all thefe Names being given to all
thefe Places, in a Country, of which the -
raclites were never the Mafters, if thefe Mat-
ters of Faét, as they are thus related, had
never happened ! | |
But although no Heathen Authors, that I
can find, except Berofus and Artapanus, men-
tion the Deftrucion of Pharaoh and his Hoft

| () ohaw’s Travels, p. 240,

i 10



110 A Vindication of the Hiffories L, 11,

in the Red Sea; yet {everal of them take No-
tice of the Departure of the Ifraelites out of
Egypt. For Fuftin (a), the Roman Hiftorian,
in particular mentions from Trogus Pomperus,
that when the Egyprzans purfued the Ifraelites,
who were conducted by Mpojes, they were
forced by Tempeits to return Home again,
Which poflibly may be true with Regard to

the Rear of the Egyptian Army, who might
- have efcaped ; and who, to be {ure, faw 'with
Horror the tempeftuous Overflowings of the
Sea, upon Pharaoh and his Hoft. And Taci-
tus, who 1s Lord Bolingbroke's favourite Au-
thor {0), 1n the fifth Book of his Hiftory,
where he 15 writing exprelsly concerning the
Origin of the Feaws, {ays, fome Authors tell
us, that “in the Reign of Ifis, a Multitude of
¢ Fews left Egypt, and were conducted into a
“ neighbouring Country, under the Command
“ of Hyerofolymus and ‘fudzus,——But, fays
“ he, 11 one Account Numbers of Writers concur,
¢ That when Egypt was over-run with a pefhi-
“ lential Difeafe, contaminating living Bodies,
““and very foul to behold, Boccharis the
““ King, applying for a Remedy to the Oracle
of “upiter Ammon, was ordered to purge
his Kingdom, and to remove into another
““ Country, that Generation of Men, fo deteft-
“ ed by the Deities. Hence, when they
¢ were all fearched out, and brought together,
“ and the Multitude were carried into the

6GC

¢<
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« immenfe Deferts, and there flbaudoned .
““ whilit all continued waiting under : Omﬁ“u
“ ment and Defpair 5 Mofrs, one of thele
<« Exiles, exhorted them to entertain no Hopes
« of Relief from Gods o Men, fince boih
““ by Gods and Men they had bePn forfaken ;
“ but to truft in himfelf, as in a Leader fent
“ from Heaven, aud by whofe Aid they
““ fhould Vaﬂqulﬂl their prefent Mifery and
¢ Diftrefs. They affented, and: La*terly 1C0-
“ rant of whatever was to beflal them, began
to journey on at Random. But nothmg
agarieved them {o foxely as Waiit of Water.,

But when they were lying f{cattered over
(¢

- the Plains, ready to perifh, a Herd of wild
“ Affes, leavmg their Pafture, climbed up a
rocky Mountain, covered with a thick
“ Wood. Mofes followed them up, forming
“ a Conjefture from the fingular Verdure of
the Herbage, and there _ difcovered fome
large Spungs. This proved their Solace
““and Relief; and travelling for fix Days
“ without Interm:flion, en the feventh Day
"hey‘ gained a Settlement, by extermina-
ting - the Inhabitants, There they raifed

e 'their City, there founded and dedicated
““ therr Temple.”

Hrere then let us reft 2 while, after this
long Quotation, and give me Leave o afk
your Lordthin, whether it i voliible for the
Fews to expedt from the Foathens 2 ftronger
Conﬁrmatlon of the Truth of their Hm(*!yP
Hor 1s it not here allowed, that their I em 3

12 Name
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LJdme was Mf’/f‘i’ﬁﬂ thill. 1’16 Hetended tO d
dlvme Commifiion ; and that when they were
in Diftrefs for Water, he by his Prudence (ei;
ther natural or fup,.,lmtu i) relieved them .

anF{ that they refted on the feventh Day? Had
thele Authors {poke more favourably of thefe
Fadls, they mlgLL have been fufpected for
being Fews, or for h:wmtr cofred Meles, as
Lord Byls ;ng; oke (7) expleffeth it, and for bor«
rowing their Hlf’tory out of the Bible ;s w hich
would greatly have invalidated the Force of

5 ,
their Teitimony, But when an Author « who/z

Yudgments, according to Lord Bolinglroke,
je!dozfz deviate from Truth (), declares this tp
be the concurrent Tefiimony of Numbers of Wri-
fers, concerning Matters of Fa@, which he
Was partlcuhrly engaged in the Enquuy after,
in my humble Opinion a suonﬁe_ E?id{;ucg
cannot be defired. | " -

AND now, my Y ord, that ¥ am upon this
Subjedt, Ihope you will indulge me in per-
mitting me t0° go on with ‘Tﬂczz‘us who f{ays
further tha,t e Moﬁ*x to infure the Subjection
“ of thlS Nation " to hlmielr for ever, efta-
¢ blifhed 1'6]1”‘1011-.} Ordinances ]to':rethm New,
¢ and oppoﬁte to thofe of aﬂ oi'hel Men and
« Countries. W hatever ‘we e{’ceem holy is
¢ with thein prophane —They réfrain from
¢ f%d‘m‘ ch Swme) n Memonf of their fot-
“ . (:;r Lamm1ty~ for that they had once
been infe¢ted and defiled with the fame le-

¢ prous Tumours and Liruptions, to which that

() Lot pgo. () Lo i 9
D L BN (O 1 :(C Alllm%j;

”,
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Animal 15 fubje&t.—It 1s faid, that they
choofe to reft every feventh Day, becaufe
then they ended their Labouts; Afterwards,
through the Growth arid Allatements ot
qumeis, every feventh Year was devoted
to Sloth.” '

AxD pray, iy Lord, does riot this put you

in Mind of what I mentioned to you in oné
of my formier Letters, that the Inftitution of
the Fewifh Sabbath,was : ppomted not {o much
to rémind them of the Creation of the World,

85 of their Deliverance from the Egvptian
Bondage, and was therefore crdersd to b b=
ferved on every feventh Day from that on
which they firt began their Depaiture out of
Fg) pt:  For, {ay§ Mpfes unto them, But thé

f

1th Day 1s. the Sibbath of the LORU th y

GOD in it thou ]/ alt do no Work—=And re-
kzewzéw*, that thou waft a Servant in ihe Land
of Egypt, and that the Lord thy God brought
#hee out theiize; thr ough & migaty Hand; and b
a firetched-out drmy therefore the Lorbd thy
Gop comumnanded thee to kecp the Sabbath (s},

4
<
£
1¢
(¢
i
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££

- Bur, fays Facitiis, < Thele Cercmomes i
wh'ltbver \’V&y mtrodiced, ate by thelf Ana
tiqalty inaintainéd.—They infhituted Cir-
cumcifi ion, on pul pofe to be dlﬂlﬂ@Ulﬂled
by a particular Mark --—-They choofe to 1N~
terr their Dead, rather thdn 6 burn them;
according to thie Ufage of the Egiprians 3
with whom they contnt In their Notions of
ah iffernal World 5 but far different is their

(s¥ Deut. v. 14, 15,

i ¢ Peis
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«« Perfuafion about Things celeftial.  The E-
““ gyprians ofter divine Wor thip to {everal brute
‘““ Antmals, to Images and the Works of Art :
The Fews know but one Deity, to be con-
‘“ cetved and adored by the Mind only. For
- “ prophane and unhallowed they hold all fuch
as, out of perithing and mortal Materials,
ufe to fathion thewr Gods after the Likenefs
“ of Men. They hold that the divine Being
<« eternal and fupreme, is incapable of all
Change, mcapable of ever ending. In their
Cmes therefore, no Inzages are feen {o far
are thev irom atlowing fuch n then Tem-
ples |
Tacitus then proceeds to defcribe the Coun-
try of fudea, and to bring down the Hiftory
of the Fews to hus own Times. But what I
have quoted out of him, feems to me to be
{uthcient to fthew the concurrent Teftimony
of a N 1mber of Heathen Writers, with the
Hiftory of the Feaws, as delivered in the Books
_of Mafes. To which I fhall only add a few
Remarks on that Obfervation, which 1s here
mentioned by Tacitus, that Z/Df ofe Corenonies, 1

wchatever: ﬁ/z.c.y wtrociced, are by their Antiquity
maintained 5 there not being in the j\htutc of

Things, a {tronger Proof of the Truth of Any
ancient Matter of i “act, than the continued and
uninterrupted Practice of {ome ceremonial or
ritval Obfervance, that was origimally infhtu-
ted as a Memorial of that Matter of Fact.
And of Confequence it will follow, that the
continued Oblervation of the Sebdath, of the

Paffover,
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Paflover, of the Feafts of Tents, &c. among the
Yews, is a living Proof that thofe Matters of
Fa&, in Memory of which they were infti-
tuted, had a real Exiftence fome Time or other.
And as Tacitus has mentioned that of Gircum-
fion, there is fomething fo remarkable in'it,
that I cannot help taking Notice of it. For,
he fays, it was inftituted in order to preferve
the Fews as a peculiar People, in being diftin-
ouithed by a particular Mark, And Mfes
{ays not only the fame Thing, but alfo, that
Gop at the fame Time that he appointed
the Ordinance of Circumcifion, commanded
Abrabam to change his Name from Abram,
which fignifies Pencrable Father, to Abrabam,
which fignifies zbe Venerable Fatber of a Mul-
titude 5 faying, For a Father of many Nations
bave I made thee. And I<wil] make thee ex-
ceeding fruitful, and I will make Nations of
thee, and Kings fball come out of thee (t).
Anp I defy the World to produce fuch ano-
ther Inftance. It 1s now near four thoufand
Vears ago, fince a Prophecy was publifhed,
concerning an old Man of an hundred Years
of Age, that he fhould be exceedingly fruit-
ful, and that Nations {hould tome out of him
on which Account, he was:ordered to circum-
cife himfelf and his Family, that by this Par-
ticularity, they might be 'di{’cinguiihcd'fmm
the reft of Mankind. And what is become of
tns Prophecy ! How has the Event anfwered ?
Why ! from that Day to this in a miraculous
Manner. "Tor, in lefs than five hundred Years
) Cen, xvii, ¢, &c.
B after~
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afterwards, one Btanch of the Family alone;
amounted to the Number of fix hundred thou-
fand Men, befides Women and Children (z).
And if we were to computé the Number of
Fews and Mabormetans which aré now ufon
the Face of this Earth, for thefe laft are the-
Defcendants from Abrabam by Ifbmael, and
continue to circumcifetheinfelves as well as the
Fews, who are his Defcendants by his Son
lfaac 3 1 do not know twhether we fhould be
much miftaken, if we faid that they aiiount-
ed to one tenth Part of all Mankind. But [ure
I am, that there is no {uch other Inftance 1n
the whole World, and that this may fairly be
looked upon as a ftanding and living Miracle,
appointed and continued by Almighty Gop;
among other wife Reafons, as a Proof of the
divine Infpiration of that Hiftory; mn whicli
this Prophecy'is recorded. |
Isuarr add one Atteftation more, to thé
Truth of the Mofarcal Hiftory : Mofes infofmns
s in the Book of Exodus, that in the Jour-
neying of the Children of Ifrael from Egypt
to Mount Sinai, they pitched in Rephidim ;5 and
there was no Water for the P eop/e to dringt.
And the People thivfled there for Water ; and
the People murmured againft Mofes:  And Mofes
cried unto the Lorp.  And the LorDd [aid unto
Mofes, Go on before the Pecple, and rake witt
thee of the Elders of Ifracl.  Bebold I will fland
before thee there upon the Rock in Horeb ; and
thou fhalt fmite the Rock, and there fhall tomt

(%) Exod, xii. 37.
Watet
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Water out of it, that the Peaple may drink. And
Mofes did [o in z‘be Sight of the Eldm of I

roel (w).

~ AND now what 15 become of this Stone *.
Hear, O ye Heavens, and give Ear, O Earth !
It 1s {till 1n being, ftill vifible to the Eye, with
the infallible Marks of this Miracle mnfcribed
cn every Side of it.  And that Infidelity may
no longer doubt of it, I fhall here literally copy
the Deicuptlon that 15 given of it, by the
learned Dr. Shaw, in hlb Travels to Mount
Sinai.  Where, after defcribing feveral Parts
of Mount Horeb, he fays, « After we had
« defcended, with no fmall Difficulty, down

£«

¢ the weftern Side of this Mountuln, we came

< into the other Plain that is formed by it,
“ which is Rephidim, Ex. xvi. 1. Here we

¢ full fee that extraordinary Antiquity, the
¢« Rock of Meribab, Ex. xvii. 6. which hath
“ continued down to this Day, without the
« leaft Injury from Time or Accidents. It is
<« a Block of Granate Marble, about fix Yards
 {quare, lying tottering as i were, and loofe,
“ in the Middle of the Valley, and feems to
¢ have formerly belonged to Mount Sina7 (),
¢« which hangs ) Vclllety of Preaplces all

cver this Plain.  The Waters which gufbed
ut, and the Stream which ﬂowa‘b withal,
P(. viL, 8, 2 1. have hollowed, acrofs one Cor-
¢ ner of thlb R.(Jf:_':;:_2 a Channel about two

() Fxod Xvil, I.

(.x) ‘he Reader thould [fnov that Mount Sinat 1s .4
P ry of Mourxt Hirh b,

3
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- afterwards, one Btanch of the Family alone;
amounted to the Mumber of fix hundred thous
fand Men, befidés Women and Children ().

And if we were to comput the ’\Iumber of
Fews and Mahamez‘a?z.r which aré fnow ufor

the Face of thi¢ Earth, for thefe laft are the .
Defcendants from Abrabam by Ifbinacl, and
continue to circumcifetheinfelves as well as the
ews, who are his Defcendants by his Son
Ifaac ; 1 do not know whether we thould be
much miftaken, if we faid that théy afriovnt-
ed to one tenth Past of all Mankind, But [ure
I am, that there is no fuch other Inftance in
the whole World, and that this may fairly bé
looked upon as a ftanding and living Miracle,
appointed and continued by Almighty GODg
among other wife Reafons, as a Proof of the
divine Infplratlon of that Hiftory; n whlch
this Prophecy'is recorded.

Isaart add one Atteftation more, to thé
Truth of the Mofareal Hiftory : Mofes infotms
us in the Book of Exodus, that in the Jour-
neying of the Children of Ifrael from Egypt
to Mount Sinaz, they pitched in Rephidim ; anid
there was no Water for the People to drink.
And the People thitfted there for Water ; ﬂf?d
the People murmured againft Mofes:  And Mq/&f
cried unto the Lorp.  And the LORD [aid msz
Mofes, Go on before the Pecple, and take witt

thee of the Elders of Ifrael.  Behold I will ﬁcmd
before thee there upon the Rock in Horeb; and

thou (halt fwite the Rock, and there ﬂmﬂ Coie

(%) Exod, xil. 37.
Water
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Water out of it, that the People may drink. And

Mofes did [o in the Sight of the Elders of If~
roel (w). * S

- Anp now what is become of this Stone .
Hear, O ye Heavens, and give Ear, O Earth!
It is ftill 1n being, ftill vifible to the Eye, with
the infallible Marks of this Miracle infcribed
cn every Side of it.  And that Infidelity may
no longer doubt of it, I {hall here literally copy
the Defcription that 1s given of it, by the
learned Dr. Shaw, in his Travels to Mount
Sinai.  Where, after defcribing {evera] Parts
of Mount Horeb, he fays, « After we had
“ defcended, with no {mall Difficulty, down
““ the weftern Side of this Mountain, we came
 into the other Plain that is formed by it,
“ which is Repbiazm, Ex. xvii. 1. Here we
« ftill fee that extraordinary Antiquity, the
« Rock of Meribab, Ex. xvii. 6. which hath
¢ continued down to this Day, without the
« leaft Injury from Time or Accidents. It is
« a Block of Granate Marble, about fix Yards
« {quare, lying tottering as it were, and loofe,
“ 1 the Middle of the Valley, and feems to
¢ have formerly belonged to Mount S7az (),
« which hangs maV ariety of Precipices all
¢ cver this Plan. = Tle Weters which oufhed
“ out, and the Stream which floweth withal,
«“ Pl Vll d, 2 L. _have 110110W€d, acrofs one Cor-
““ ner of thig: Rock, a Channel about two

(w) Exod. xvil, 1.

(¥) The Reader thould krow that Mount 8inas is .2
Rare of Mount Hsrsb, SR
e L Ce
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s Tnches deep, and twenty wide, appearing to

¢ be mcrufted all over, like the Infide of a
¢« Tea-kettle, that h’lth been long . in Ulfe,
* Befides (everal mofly Pmdu&lons that are
e {4l preferved by the Dew, we {ee all over
¢ this' Channel, a great Number of Holes,
«« {ome of thern four or five Inches deep,
¢ and one or two in Diameter, the lively and
« demonttrative Tokens of their having been
< formerly {o many Fountains. It likewife
¢ may be further obferved, that Art or Chance
‘“ could by no Means be concerned in the

<« Contrivance. For every Circumitance points
¢ out a Miracle, and, 1n the fame Manner
¢ with the Rent in the Rock of Mount Ca/-
¢ gary at Ferufalem, never fails to produce
“ 2 religious Surprize in all that {ee it (y).”
“Which Account is confirmed by Dr. Pocock,
‘who obferved further, that within every one
‘of the afore-mentioned Holes, there 1san hori-
-zontal Crack, and in {ome, alfo, 2 Crack per-
‘pendicularly down ; which, confidering the
-oreat Hardne{s of Granate makes it impofii-

ble for thefe Appearances to have been the
Work of a Tool (z)

AcarN, Mofes fays in the Book of szz[:ers,
that, about thlrty Years after this, the Chil-
dren of Ifrael abode 1n Kadefh, and Miriam
died there, and was buried there.  And there
‘qvas 119 Water for the Congregation.  _And they
gathered themfelves z‘ogcz‘ber, againft Mofes and
agsainft Aaron.  And Moﬁs and Ausron swent

(y) Shaw’s Trav. p. 352, (=) Potock’s Trav, p. 148.

j: 0553
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from the Prefence of the Affembly, unto the
Doaor of the Tabernacle of the Congregation, and
they fell upon their Faces : And ioe Glory of the
LorD appeared uynto them, And the Lorp

3

Jpoke unto Mofes, faying, Take the Rod, and
gather thou the Affembly together, thou and
Aaron thy Brother, and [peak ye unto the Rock,
before their Eyes, and it fhall give forth its
Water, and thou [balt bring forth to them Wa-
ter out of the Rock, And Mofes took the Rod.—
And Mofes Lift up-bis Hand, and with - bis- Rod
be [mote the Rock twice ; and the Waters came

out abundantly, and the Congregation drank, and
their Beafs alfo (), .

Wraica Rock 1s alfo 1n being, as well as
the other, as appears from an original Manu-
{cript Journal (4), now in my own Pofleflion,
which was written by the Prefetto of Egype,
from the Convent de propagands Fide, A. D.

1722, giving an Account of his Travels from
Grand Cairo to Mount Sinaz, and back again,

Wherein, after {peaking of the afore-men-
tioned Rock, in the Valley of Raphidim, he
fays, in his Journey from Mount Sizai towards
Tor, « we pafled by a large Rock on our Left
““ Hand, in which, as in that other Rock
*“ which Myfes firuck with his Rod, appear
* trom the Bottom to the Top, Openings
* where Water guthed out.” And now, what

() Numb, xx. r—11.

(6) A Tranflation of this Journal, in a Letter to the

{3 ’ . . . .
society of Antiquaries at Londer;y 1s now in the Prefs, as
helore mentioned,

can
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can Sceptlc:lfm fay, to thefe two, if not hvmcr
yet, ftanding Miracles in Atteftation of tha'
Tiuth of the Myfaical Hiftory ? Which, in
my humble Oplmon, cannot poflibly be con-
.ﬁdered in any other Light, than as two Ta-
. bles of Teftimony, ertten 1 dtone by the-
| Fmger of Gop. |
. Anp'now, my Lord, having thus vindica- -
ted the Authenticity of the Scriptures of the
New Teftament, and proved the Veracity of
the Mofaical Hiftory, from the concusrent
Teftimony of Heathen Writers, and the addi-

tional Atteftation of living and of ftandmg Mi-
racles, I fhall, as foon as I have Leifure, revife
thofe Letters which I did myfelf the Honom
of writing to your Lordfhip formerly, in Vin-
dication of the ]V’c/zz/m/ Account of the Ct e

tion 2nd Deluge, and fhall give them to the
World, as a proper Sequel to this Treatife,

Who am, &,
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can Sceptici{m fay, to thefe two, if not living,

yet, ftanding Miracles in Atteftation of the
Tiuth of the Msfaicol Hiftory? Which, in
my humble Oplmun, cannot pofiibly be con-
ﬁdered in any other Light, than as two Ta-

bles of Teftimony, wntten in Stone by the
Finger-of Geob. '

AND now, my Lord, having thus vindica-
ted the Authenticity of the Scrlptures of the
New Teftament, and proved the Veracity of
the Mofaical Hiftory, from the concusrent
Teftimony of Hearhen Writers, and the 2ddi-
tional Atteftation of living and of ftanding Mi-
racles, I fhall, as {oon as I have Lelfure revife
thofe Letters which I did myfelf the Honour

of writing to your Lordthip formerly, in Vin-
dication of the Mefurcal Account of the Crea-
tion and Deluge, and fhall give them to the

World, as a p‘i‘Opu Sequel to this Treatife.

Who 41, C.QDC'
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