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A

VINDICATION

OF THE

SACRED BOOKS

AND OF

JOSEPHUS

AGAINST MR, VOLTAIRE,

P AR T L

Or Mn. VorTairi’s InJuries To JoskEpurus.

B BEGIN with the injuries done by Mr. Voltaire
_E:_ to the Jewiih hiftorian, and 1 take them all from

nis Philofophy of Hiftory, though 1 bring my
proefs of the {ucceeding parts of my complaint a-
gammft him, not enly from this, but from feveral o-
ther of his literary compofitions.

It requires greater pains to jullify the reproach of
difingenuity and bad faith againft our author here,
that he feldom obliges his readers with any direction
it what book and chapter of Jofcphus’s works, the
paflages are to be feen which he profefles to cite or
build on. But with chearfulnefs I {fubmit to the addi-
tional trouble which this vague and loote manner OF
rererence creates, that 1 may convict him of unfazwr
sealing, and furnifh an effectual caveat againit a
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. A VINDICATION P.1

blind dependance upon him, and a prccipitate refigna.
tion of the underitanding to the light he hangs outa.
bout thofe anticnt fucts which have any conneétion,
more 1mmediate or more remote, with divine revels.
tion. Perhaps {fome may examine the charge of {uch
abufe of a writer merely human, and allowed by all
to be under no fuperior guidance, morc impartially;
and by finding 1t made good againit him, may be more
difpofed to hiten to the famec accufation of him, for
trying to millead the world by falfc accounts and
explications of thofe authors, whom Chriftians main-

tain to have been favoured with infpiration morc or
lIefs plenary.

SECTION I.r‘

Of his faying 1n Chapter twenty-fourth of his Pur-
rosopHY of H.s1ory, that the Jews called then
city HErsnaLaIM, and that the Greeks altered it
to JERUsALEM, according to Josernus.

O enter then upon this branch of my tailk, |

will firft remark upon his detaill in chapter
xxiv. ¥ ¢ Jofephus himfelf, in the book againft Appr-
° on, acknowledges that the Greeks could not pro-
nounce the barbarous name of Jerufalem, becaule
the Jews pronounced it Herfhalaim: this word
grated the throat of an Athenian, and it was
changed by the Grecks from Her{halaim to Jerufs
“ lem. But where hath Jofephus {aid that the Jews

&
&
&
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* Page 116 of Englifh Tranflation, printed at Glafgow 1766
which 1 always quote,

.



- P. 1L O F JOSEPIIUS. 3

called the metropolis of their country Herfhalaym ?
or that the Greeks, unable to pronounce {o harth a
woid, altered it into Jerufaleme 1 find indeed, in his
it book againit Appion, he quotes ¥ a paflage from
a treatife upon fleep by Cleanthes, a tamous peripa-
tctic philofopher, where Aviftotle is introduced, {ay-
ino, ¢ That the region which the Jews poflefs is cal-
¢ 1ed Judea, and that the name of their city 1s very
¢ crabbed or uncouth, for they call it Jerufulem.”
And this I fuppole to be the place Voltaire had 1n
his eve, as it 1s the only one which feems to huve
any rclation to the matter. But how far is it from
aflfording any f{uflicient handle for his ftory? The
plain {ound of thc Hebrew term 1s lerufhalaim, or
Icrufhcelem, as 1t 1s varioully pointed. Accordingly,
all Greek writers, both thofe who are now loil, n
their teltimonies produced by Jolephus, as Mane-
tho, Dius, Menander, Berofus, liyflimachus, Hcca-
tacus, Agatharcides, and thofe who arc {ull pre-
fcrved, as Strabo, Diodorus, &c. call it Terofoluma,
without any intimation that they made fuch an alte-
ration as he {peaks of, to accommodate it to the ears
and lips of thofe among whom they lived. Even Ly-
fimachus, who had faid that the firft fettlers in Ju-
dca named the city which they built and inhabited,
Ierofula, from 1 their carrying thither the {poils of
the temples of the gods, which he makes them to
have deftroyed in their retreat from Egypt, confef-
fes, that their pofterity, having waxed powerful
there, in procefs of time changed the name of the

* Edit. Hudfon, fect 2 1. P. 1347, Qropa aru grorior &5, keo
Peo0ariu yap auTny xarvos,

T Ibd. fe. 34. Quod lepat cecurniaai, fays Hudlon.
| A 2



4 A VINDICATION P L

city-imnto Ierofoluma, that they might not, in its ap-
pcllation; furnith any handle to upbraid them for
{fuch facrilegious plunder. The falihood of that tale
however, 1s eafily manifelted by repeating Jofephus’s
oblervation with a view to conftute it: © Lhis fine
¢ writer ¥, fays he, through his too keen delire to
calumniate us, did not confider that we Jews do
not exprods robbing temples by the fame word as
the Greeks, for what more need be {faid againit one
who lies fo impudently?” And, in like manner, a-
nother of thefe writers whom Jofephus quotes, A.
gatharcides, cxprefsly afhirms +, ¢ That the natives or
¢ inhabitants of the country, called the city Ierofolu-
¢ maj; as the attentive reader muit have obferved
Ariftotle {ay, that the Jews called the city Ierufalem,
i the paflage itfelf which Voltaire 1s thought to al-
lude to.

&
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* Sel. 35. Edit. Hudf. 'O B¢ YEryayos VO TONANC TV hﬂlgﬂfﬁ’

T ¥ ?
OMPXTING W TUINKEY OTL LELOTUNELY 8 AT THY QU THY PLyry Yydajos 7618
‘Eannowy ovoualouer, &c,
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¢. L OF JOSEDPH U S. g

S ECTION IL

Of his faying 1n Chapter twenty-fiftth of the fame,
that fosepHus owns Minosrecaved his Lawstrom
a God, where alflo Dr. MippLETON’S Aflertion,
that Lic does not infift on any divine Authotity of
Moses, nay that he had no mnward Conviétion of
it, 1s confidered.

3 U'T let us now proceed to the deteétion of a
falthood more important. Says \ oltaire, chap.
xxv. * ¢ Fiavian Jofephus does not hefitate ﬂlying,
“ that Minos received his laws from a god. This is
¢ alittle {trange 1n a Jew, who, i1t thould {fcem, ouglit
* to allow no other god than lus own, unlefs he
“ thought hike the Romans his matters, and like all
* the firit people of antiquity, who allowed the exift-
ence gt all the gods of other nations.” With the
fentinents of the Romans, and other 1dolatrous na-
tions, on this point, I have at prefent no concern.
My bulinels now 15 only to enqguire, whether Jole-
phus hath allowed fuch divine authority to the law-
giver of Crete. This 1 confefs would appear to me
. not a Little ftrange, as Voltaire pronounces it: but
altogether inconfiftent with his charalter as a Jew,
who profefled to belicve that Jehovah, the Cod of
Ifrael, was the God of the univerfe, and that there
was none befides. But there is no rcafon for imiput-
ing fuch an abfurdity to him. What hc faysis ¢ Our
<« lawgiver, Mofes, was not a juegler or impeltor, gs

OO
- ¢ they fay, reviling us unjuftly, but fuch a oneas the

.

€ Sce page 118,

a3



6 A VINDICATION P,

¢ Greeks * boaft Minos to have been, and after Lim
¢ other lawgivers; for fome of them faid their L
were of divine original, Minos at leaft referred Lis
¢ laws to Apollo and his Delphic ovacle, they eithe
¢ thinking it was {o i1n rcality, or {uppoiing they
would calily perfuade the pcople of 1t :” which is no
more an argument that Jolephus thought Minos re-
ceived his laws from a god, than it would be an evi-
dence that a Chriftian judzed Mahomet to be a di-
vine meflenger and initructor, it he thould fay that
Jcfus was {fuch a perfon as the Turks believed Maho-
met to have been.

So much for Voltairc’s reflection. But the recital
of the paflage furnifthes a natural occafion to obferve,
that Dr. Middleton hath from it imputed {uch {enti
ments to Jolephus concerning Mofcs, as arc too de-
rogatory to his honour to pafs uncenfured; for le
maintains, + ¢ That Jolephus here does not it on
* any {upernatural or divine authority of Molcs; but
¢ aicnibes all the great things donc by him to hiusown
perfonal {kill and management, putting him on the
{ame footing with Minos, and the other old law-
agivers of Greece, and giving him the preference on-
° ly on the comparifon, for the fuperior excellency
¢ of his laws.” With what injuftice he does {o, 15 cvi-
dent 1n part already; but to obviate further any bud
imprefhons which his affertion may make, Tadd, that
as Jofephus often {peaks of the divine in{piration and
miflion of Mofes, {o he does in that very place, ac-

&

<

C

G

* Contra Appion lib. 2. fe@. 16. page. 1376. AAN asov 7ape
voie Eaanciy aw ysowr 7ov Muvw yeyoverar, &c.

t See Middleton’s works vol. 3. 8vo. Defence of Letter to Lr.
Waterland, page 9¢3.



p. 1. OF JOSEPHU S. -

cording to all MSS. declare his conviction of it;
while Middleton, 1n preference to their authority,
follows the reading of the old Latin tran{lation, which
the learned * Jofcph Scaliger hath cenfured as the
work of a2 moft unikiliul and 1gnorant interpretcer;
nor can the accufation be denied to be well founded.
The hiftorian’s words are, ¢ There being in Mofcs a
< virtuous intention and great atchicvements, we
* reafonably concluded, that hetbad a divine leader
< and counfcllor, and being perfuaded himfclf that
« he atted and meditated all things according to his
- will, he judged it behoved him efpecially to infpire
‘ this opinton into the multitude, for they who be-
‘ heve that God infpects their lives, do not allow
‘ themielves to neglectany duty. 1t hefay, after the

* Sce the prceface to Hudfon’s edit. ¢ Jofephus Scaliger, recenti-
* ovum do&iflimus, veterem Havumterpret:m lmpennﬂimum appellat,’

T FEdit. Hudl, 1376, Emeras ,_ra,u:bo/xﬁr n)/f;,coro: TE KO QUMY -
rov Jaroy eyveiv. Middleton with the old tranflator reads evo{u@’er, which
makes Jofephus declare only Mofes’s own conceit 1n the matter,

T Thele the Doftor huth reprefented thus, ¢ Such an one,’ fays
he, © whofe intentions were 10 juit and noble, might reafonably pre-
* {ume that he had God for his guide and counfellor ; and having once
' perfuaded himfelf of this, he judged it neceffary above all things,
" to mftill the fame notion into the people. that every thing he did
was dircected by the will of heaven, not a&ing herein the part of a

=

* magician or impoftor as fome have unjuftly accufed him, but like the
famed lawgivers of Greece, who, to make their good defigns the
more cfle@ual, ufed to afcribe the invention of their own laws to
the gods, and more efpecially like Minos, who imputed all his infti=
" tutions to Apollo and the Delphicoracle ’ Letter to Dr. Waterland,
containing fome remarks on his Vindication of Scripture. 1bid. p. 29.

Bat every one who is able to read the original, will {ece he hath
taken unjuftifiable liberties in this tranflation which he hath here gi-
ven, For befides making Jofephus only tell Mofes’s own belief, that he

A 4
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8 A VINDICATION P

- prlage a litile ago produced from him, and intwo.
duced by the words jult now recited, ¢ Who of them
¢ conftituted the belt laws, and entertained the juit

clt fentiments concerning the deity, all may learn

from the laws themdelves, comparing them with
one_another.” "This 1s no proof that he nmagined

Moies had no claim to fuperior honour and refpedt,

as wdone of the two velted with a commiflion from

ithe Creator of heaven and carth ; 1t 1s only an appe:]
to the world about the equity of his pretenfions, that

L.e had a divine teacher.

I am aware the fame great man, though he | owng
Jofephus {peaks of the in{piration of Mofes where the
Sciipture doos 1t, from which he profefles to copr,
hath contended alfo that he had no inward convicu:
on o! it, becauie he varies remarkably from the Mo.
faic account in lius narrvation of many faéts, again!
his own {olemn declarations of {trict and rigorous ad-
herence thereto. But does not Fabricius § hunfelf, to

Y
. 1,

.4
4

4

was under a divine condu&, where, by all MSS. he exprefles this to
have been the fenfe of his nation, of which above, he omits what
he hath about his great actions, and about his thinking 1t a duty -
cumbent on him from his knowledge of God's attention to his bchavi-
our, to mpr {s the people with a perfwafion of his divine miflion. An
he difguifes his plain meaning, that Mofes was {uch in truth and redit
ty, as the Greeks fal{ly boafted or brapgged Minos to be, With the fame
view further he rcltrains the term rendered impoftor, to fignmty ong
who ufed the pretence of miracles, to cheat and deceive for his owa
advantage, Defence of his Letter, ibid, p. 102. when yet it denotes
a pcrfon, who puts a trick or fallacy upon another, from any puo
ciple, and with ary ddfign whatever.

+ See Remarks on the Reply to the Defence of his Letter. 1bid. p -
200.

i Sec Fabicius’s Bibl. Graeca, lib, 4. cap. 6. or Hudfon’s cdur
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whom he fends s tor proof of thefe deviations from
it, guard us againft drawing this conclufion in his
aniwer to Bayle, who from the fame topic, had ar-
cucd Jofephus’s opimon of the fallibility, and by con-
icquence, of the non- infpration of Mofes? Tiis re-
{lection here fcems to me very fenfible, and removes,
or at leaft grcatly leflens the difliculty ; on which ac-
count, as 1 do not recolleét to have met with it in
Lnaiiin, Iihall here tranteribe 1t. € This notion, that
¢ Jolephus did not believe Mofes’s divine authority,
* 15 not probable, {ays Lie, and 1s confuted by his own
“ molt exprefs aflurances. 1 would rather hold, that
being a Phariee, he did not think he contradicted
the facred writers, when he moit interpolated their
accounts according to the traditions ot lis nation,
ca wrote tiings repugnant to thar true and
1'&:1*‘(:11‘;1]. mcaning. flow many are there among
- Chodtians, who, while they have expounded the
facred books according to their own preconceived
opiztons, have done the fame thing, and {till do it?
Yct there ncither was, nor is any doubt in their
minds, concerning the divine inipiration of their
auttiors. 1 will not believe that cither Peter Co-
mctftor, author of the Scholaftic Hiftory *; or that
" Zavicr the Jefuit, author of the Evangelical Hiftory
tfor the ufe of the Perfians, had a Ny hehhtmn about
tiwe truth of the divine oracles, or that they can be

I

on of Jofephus, who hath copied the whole chapter of that work
Iito  his preface.

* This contained an abridgement of the Scripture faéts from the be-
f-’fnninrr of Gen fis to the end of the A¢ts of the %pof“rs and was 1

arest eiteem and ufc {rom the twelfth century when it was publifhed,
il the Reforpmation.



1o A VINDICATION P.1

¢ convicted from their own writings of entertaining
¢ any {ufpicion concerning this point, though thc;
¢ are not morc accurate and exact than Jofephus, ip
¢ reprefenting the facred hiftory.

Iic morcover appcars to found ¥ his opinion of Jo.
fephus’s 1nfdclity upon thele many paflages in his
Antiquities, where, having given a relation of {ome
fa&t agrecable to Scripture, he {ubjoins, ¢ But about
¢ this let every one think as he pleafes.t” Or, ¢ But
‘ if any one will think otherwife about thefe things,
¢ let hum poflefs his diveriity of {fentiment without
“ blame.” But will thefe paflages bear all that ftrefs
which he lays upon them? Itis evident Jofephus ufes
this form of expreflion where he cannot be {fuppofed
either to have dilbclieved or doubted the truth of
the matter he writes of. L'ogive an example or two,
after refuting || their ftory, who aflirmed that Mofes
and the Ilraelites were expelled from Egypt on ac-
count of the leprofly, by this argument, That then
he would neither have {ubjected thofe who might
labour under this difeafe to {uch incapacities, nor
have impofed upon them fuch burden{ome ceremo-
nies as he hasdone in his law for their recovery from
them; efpecially, as in fome countries, perfons in-
fected with this malady, were crowned with honours
both civil and religious: he adds, ¢ But about thefe
¢ things let every one think as he pleafes.” Again,
having mentioned ' fome more recent inftances of
the great reverence of the Jews for the law of Mo-

* See his Defence, p. 108, 109; and Remarks 1n reply to his De-
fence, p 201,

+ See his Antiq. 2. 18, 5. and 10. 11, Fin,

I} 1bid. 3. 11. 4. ibd, 3. 15, 3.
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15, and one which happened only a hittle before the
war bioke out with the Romans, in the rcgn of
Clawdius and poutuicate of Ihmael, about thar ab-
{iincnce from all uie of a fupply of corn which ar-
iy ed at the puﬁbvcr, though the fanuane was {o fe-
vere betore, that an allar ¥ had been fold for {our
drachimas, in order to thew the credibility of the
Scripture accounts of the refpect paid to thar legif-
lator, by the immenic numbers whom heled through
the wildernefs, feeing the ftatutes delivered by him
h.d {iill fo great torce and authorty, that their ene-
n.ics themiclves conrefled a divine eftablithiment of
thicir polity by Mofes, he,1n ike manner, {ays, ¢ But
cvery one will reccive thefe things as to him {feemcth
fit.” The true key therefore to thefe phrales appears to
be, not that he rejected, or even fufpected, the di-
vinity of the Mofaie rehigion, but that he was de-

§ As I could not find this ancient meafure in any tables of Arbuth-
not and others, I was a while uncertain about 1ts capacity, though
deftious 1o explain it to the reader. 1 have, however, at laft difco-
vered, that Jolephus tranilates by this term the Hcbrew word gno-
~uer, which we turn omer, as indeed his Greek word asoapws is eafily
iormed from the Hebrew gnafbaron, which is ufed as equivalent to
it, Exod xxix. 40, &c. for the omer is declared to have been (as gna-
Sharyn Qignifies) the tenth part of the ephah, Exod xvi. 36. thus, An-
tq. 3. 1+ 6. he ufes it to exprefs the meafure of manna which was to
be gathercd for every man, which all know to have been an omer;

T

now an omer 1s reckoned equal to §—— pints of Fnglith corn
meature, being the tenth part of the ephah, which made three pecks,
three pints, or a bufhel and a half, fixteen pints going to compofe the
peck. and two pecks to form the buthel. By confequence, Jofephus’s
meaning 1s, that a meafure of meal, containing about a third part of
our peck, was fold at half 2 crown, the drachm being about feven

pence half-penny of our currency, A great dearth indeed !
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firous to obviate the prejudices of the heathens .
gainft it as unfociable, and againit hunfelt and L
countrymen who embraccd 1t as turbulent; and t
wipe ofl the imputation, frequently caft upon them,
as if they required that all men fhould renouic
their opinions for theirs, and would not allow ti
world to live in tranquillity, without fuch a chang
in their faith 1. And this point he might think mor
important to be accomplithed, as they were then i
a ftatc of diitrefs and afilicion, through the bdlis
which the Romans entertained of their reftlefs and
pcrveric temper.

- As to the quotations which Dr. Middleton fur.
ther brings from Philo, Clemens Alexandrinus, and
Fufebius, to juftify his hypothefis, That Mofes had
rccourfe to the fiction of having received his liw
fromn God, that he might give it greater force and
authority, every one muit be {fenfible 1t woull
require a long digreflion to examine them; the hy
pothefis which he urges them to {fupport, mudit in
deed feem very ftrange in one who profefled himil
a fincere friend to Chriftianity, and was vefted with
the character of a public teacher of it, after the clex
declarations by Jefus, Paul, and Stephen, that Mo
fes was a prophet of God; and the more {trange,
that, notwithftanding thefe, he pronounces the op-
poflite {cheme only a fenfelefs T prejudice, which &t
becomes rational apologiits for the gofpel to dettroy

+ The fame account Dr Warburton gives of thefe expreflions
the Jewifh hiftor;n, which have a {ceptical or libertine air, while
other paflages, he hath all the marks of a zealous believer, as I haw
Yately obferved, Div. Légntion, vol 4, book §. p. 274, and 280,

1 Sce Dr. Middleton’s Defence, &c. p. 71,
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in this age, when it 1s {o vigoroufly aflaulted; even
as 2 ikiliul engineer demolithes the weak outworks
of a place he would defend, that ferve only for a
fl.citer and lodgement to the enemy, whence to bat-
tar it the more efle¢tually. Neverthelefs the accurate
difcuflion of his arguments for it,as I aim at brevity,
cannot be now undertaken. 1 will only therefore re-
mark concernming PPhilo’s * words, who 1s the {fole
Jowiihs evidence he oflers after Jofephus, ¢ Whatever
¢ hvotes dictated to them, whether he had invented it
¢ limtelt, or received it from the deity, they imputed
¢ir all to God.” That they can never aflord any good
ground to conclude fuch was his creed, as he repre-
fcuts, {ince he muit be reafonably thought there to
exprefs himielf according to thie principles of thofe
enc:ies of their polity, with whom he had been ar-
cuing, when he ipeaks of Moies’s having contrived
Lis ftatutes himfelf, as in numberlefs other places of
his wiitings he aflerts his divine miflion and guidance.
And L refer to Pearce + for tull fatistaction about the
relt.

If thisarticle hath been more prolix, it is hoped the

* Philo, apud Fufeb Praepar. lib. 8 cap 6.

1t He at that nme curate of St. Martin’s in the Fields. and fince
bithop of Rochefter, was, if I miftuke not, author of the Reply to
Dr ‘iddleton s Lctter to Waterland, and of the Reply to his Defence
of it, and fhews. according to my informaton (for 1 have not been
able to procure a fight of thefe pieces,) that Clement of Alexandria,
where he makes him fpeak of the Greeks borrowing from Mofes the
practice of lying, to ferve the ends of government, intends no more
. than the ufe of ftratagems of war againft enemies; and that Eufebius
’Pr:u:par. b 2, where he Eiys there are infinite examples of fictions
’ for the benefit of mankind in the books of Mofes, only means meta-
Phovical reprefentations o God, as fufceptible of human paflions,
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plaufibility of Dr. Middleton’s pretences for think.
ing that Jolephus fuppoled Moles only ro fuign a di.
vine commiflion, togcther with his diftinguihed .
putation for hiterature, and the mioment of thewing
there was no {ohid foundation tor {uch an inference
about his {entiments, will abundantly vindicate i
fromn any blauc.

S ECTI1ON I

Of his lame and defective Account of Josrruus’
Prediction to VEspastan 1n Chapter thirey-hrit,

" HE next example I will mention of Voltaire’s

. mifreprefentation of the Jewiih hiftorian, is from
his thirty-firil chapter ¥, Having rclated Jofephus's
predrftion to Vedpafian, 1o the name of the God of
the Jews, that he and his fon would become empe.
rors, and obferved that hereby he ran no rifque, he
goes on, ¢ Velpafian informed this Jolephus, that, if
‘ he¢ werc a prophet, he fthould have forctold him’
(Voltaire thould have faid, himfelf) ¢ the lofs of Joto-
¢ pat, which he had ineflectually defended againtt
¢ the Roman army. Jofephus replied, that he had in
¢ fact foretold 1t; which was not very f{urprizing.
¢ What commander, who fuftains a fiege in a {fmall
¢ place againft a numerous army, does not foretcl
¢ that the place will be taken? But is this a juit ac-
count of Jofephus’s reply? far from it; though I
mean not to defend the truth of the {tory about his
prophecy, only to correct Voltaire’s recital of the

tact,
® Page 139, 140.
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The hiftorian’s + narrative runs thus: ¢ When Jo-
¢ {cphus had foretold the advancement of Vefpafian
¢ and Titus to the impenal dignity, Vefpafian {feem-
¢ od at firft to give him no credit, and fufpected he
¢ {poke thofc things craitily, to fave himfelf. But
¢ by degrees he was inducced to believe he would be
¢ raifed to the government by divine providence---He
¢ found alfo Jofephus true in other things: for one
¢ of the two friends, who with Titus was prefent at
¢ this private conference, faid he wonderced that he
¢ ncither foretold to the Jotopatans the taking of their
¢ town, nor to himfelf his being made a prifoner, if
¢ thefe things were not fictions trom a defire to avert.
¢ his difpleafure. But Jolephus an{werced, ¢ That he
¢ had predicted to the Jotopatans, that they would
“ bc taken after the forty-feventn day of the ficge,
“ and that he himfelf would be taken captive by the
“ Romans.”” Thefe things, upon private inquiry of
¢ the prifoners, Vef{pafian learned to have happened,
¢ and began to believe his prophecies about his own
¢ preferment.’ Indeed Jofephus was too wile to reft
Vefpafian’s faith of his predi¢tion, that he would be
exalted to the throne, upon the fulfilment of another
prophecy by him, about the fate of that poft, which
he was employed to maintain againit the Romans, fo
general, vague, and indeterminate, as that which
Voltaire mentions. He eafily faw it behoved him to
make it more minute and circumftantial : he there-
fore reprefents himfelf to have thewed, that it would
baflle and difappoint all the efforts of the enemy for
forty-feven days; but that at the expiration of this

® De Bello, 3. 7. 9.
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term, 1t would fall under their power: and fartlie
he {ays, he potnted out his own fortune at a diftance,
that he would not be {lain, but taken alive. Ycet nons
of theie particulars could any one divine from Vb
taire’s detail, 1important as they are, to give any ih.
dow of reafonablenefs to Veipafian's reliance on bis
prediction of his future grandeur, amidit the appear-
ances which it had of arttul and intercited ilattery.

SECTION IV.

Of his Mifreprefentations 1n Chapter forty-fifth;
where he aflirms that Joserius makes Daxu
Governor of three hundred and fixty provinces,
and Z.orosastLa Jewith Slave, an mtimate Friend
of the King of Kings, and very imperfectly refates
his Account of Darivs’s Queltion, and of the
Anfwers of his Academy of Wits.

N OW pafs over to Voltaire’s forty-fifth chapter.

This will furnifh feveral inftances of grofs mifr.:
prefentation. I might obferve, that he has no author-
ity from Jofephus’s book againft Appion, to aflert,
as he does, that his hiftory of the Jewilh nation met
with a fimall number of readers, when 1t appeared
tome. For he fays in his preface, or dedication to
Epaphroditus, ¢ That he wrote his aniwer to Appion.
¢ becaufe he *¥{aw many gave ear to {flanders, which
¢ were thrown out by fome through hatred, and dit’
¢ not credit his Antiquities; and uied as an argu-
‘ ment that their nation was of a later rife, that the’

f Exet ¢ GV X V¥S E:fw, &e,
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¢ iliuftrious Greek hitorians were filent about them?’
wiich leads rather to fuppoie, that he had a great
number of readers, {o far as 1t juitihies any conclulion
about thie matter:---ut I do not dwdl vpon this.
Tic vows on a litdde atter™, ¢ Jolephus relates, that
¢ Tiavius the fon of Aflyvagces, had appointed the pro-
¢ phet iyanicl governor of three hundred and hin iy
€ ritios, whom ke forbade, upon pan of death, o
¢ prav to any God for a month. DButis this afiurac-
count? The Jewidn nfloman wiites thus: ¢ Fhat +
¢ Danicl was one of the three prefidents whom Da-
¢ rus {et over three hundl.._d and {ixty provincess
¢ for he inade fo many.” e 1s therctore filent about
the number of cities, and does not reprefent him to
have been velted alone with the government and fu-
perintendency of fo many provinces, but to have
Lad two others joinad with him in rule over them

1t 15 even probable, that the provinces are here fwel-
led to thvee hundred and fixty, through a miftake
of fomc tranfcriber, or, according to Hudfon, through
a ihp of memoery 1n Jolephus himielf, fince DDanicl,
from whofe book the rclation hercisin general plain-
Iv borrowed, intimatces, that the emipire was divided
only mto one hundred and twenty provinces. ¢ It
 pleafed Darius to {et over the kingdom an hundred
and twenty princes, who thould be over the whole
“ Lingdom; and over thefe three prefidents, of whom
“ Danicl was firft, &c.’ l*urthcr, Jofcphus himfielf
makes the number of the provinces only one hundred
and twenty-{even, in the reign of Darius{Hyftalpes,
about cighteen years after; when vet the empire had

4

* Pag2216, + Antiq. 10. 11. 4.
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been enlarged by additional conquefts through the

interval.

It follows, ¢ Jolcphwis feems to imagine afterwards,
¢ that all the Perfians turned Jews.” But where
the foundation for this? Tor my part I can fec none,
It is true, that after mentioning Daniel’s deliverance
from the lions, and the deftruction of them who ac
cuied him, laying {nares for his life, Jolephus writes,
¢ King ¥ Danus {ent through the whole country,
praifing the God whom Daniel worthipped; and
faying that he alone was true, and poflefled all
power.” But {urely every one muit be {enfible this
1s not enough to thew, that the hiftorian entertained
fuch a conccit, as 13 here imputed to him.

Iir. Voltaire proceeds: ¢ 'The fame Jofephus gives
¢ the facred temple of the Jews rcbuilt by Zorobabel,
“ a fingular onigin. ¢ Zorobabel, fays he, was the
“ intimate {11end of king Darins.” ¢ A Jewifh flave
¢ an intimate friend of the king of kings! This i
‘ much the {fame as it one of our hiftorians {hould tll
“ us, that a fanatic of the Cevennes, rcleafed from
¢ the gallics, was the intimate friend of Lewis XIV!
Fow unjuit this refleCtion, let every reader judge
jolephus indeed, when he begins to inform us how
the {econd temple, the foundations of which were
laid under Cyrus, was at laft completed 1n Darus’s
time, (the progrefs of the work having been ftoppec
in the intermediate reigns, through the artifices o
the Samaritans, and other enemics,) {peaks in ths
manner: ¢ This+ Darius, {fon of Hyftafpes, while b:
¢ was a private perfon, had vowed to God, if I
¢ thould be raifed to the kingdom, that he woul

%
G

A

* Antiq, 10, 11.%. T Ib. 11, 3. I.
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¢ {end all the veflels of God, which werein Babylon,
¢ to the temple m Jerufalem. But about that time,’
(the time of his being made king) ¢ Zorobabel, who
¢ had been anointed prince or ruler of the Jewith cap-
¢ tives, came from Jerufalem to Danus, for he had o
¢ fricndihip of a long {tanding with the king ; where
¢ being accounted worthy to be a body-guard to him
¢ alfo with two others, he enjoyed the honour which
¢ he hoped.” Now where is the abfurdity of this uc-
count of his friendihip with the Perfian monarch?
Zorobabel, though a captive in war, was not ad-
judged as a public criminal and malefactor to fome
ipnominious punifhment, like Voltaire’s fanatic con-
demned to the gallies. Belides he was a man of high
birth in his own nation, and of exalted rank: for
in Cyrus’s decree, which granted liberty to the Jews
to return, he 1s long before denominated governor
or leader of the Jews, and hath a joint commiflion
with Mithridate, the kecper of the king’s treafure,
to rcbuild the temple in Jerufalem ; and a joint truft
given him of the veflels which had been carried away
to Babylon, though of immenfe value. His intimacy
moreover with Darius, i1s not reprefented to have
commenced after his elevation to the throne, but
faid to have been many years previous to it; for it
was ¥ a ¢ friendfhip which had been of old, or oflong
* continuance,” fays the hiftorian, {peaking of the
time when he was chofen king, after murdering with
the afiftance of others, Smerdis the mage, who u-
furped the crown as Cyrus’s fon, through the well
known ftratagem of his groom. As incredible then
as 1t is, that a fanatic releafed from the gallics, thould

® Ilanas yap iy auTw Pinix 7po; Tor PATINEX.
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have been an intunate friend of Lewis XIV. who {uc.
ceeded o tiie throne of France, 1n night of his de.
icent trom a long race of kings, there 1s no impro.
hubility at all, that thicre thouid have been a tamili-
QTITY bLt\VCLIl panus 2 Perfian nobleman, before his

“fection to fw 1y the Perfian fceptre, and Zorobabel
a lnmca, of the jews; cipectally when we confider
chat we are certamn fome captives of this natton dwelt
aboitt Suia or Sudhan, wheve that nobleman’s father
rciided as governor. Have not perfons, who have
been prifoners by the fate of war, been often admit-
ted to a familiavity and friendihip with fubjects of the
moll diltinguwihed parentage, fortune, and {tation, in
the country where they were detained ? The fact can-
1ot e denied.---1t were theretore needlefs to beftow
more words on expoling the futility of Mr. Voltaire’s

o pa )
|.-..;L1: ’
J3

coes on: ¢ Be this asat may, according to Fla.
f} By j cphus, Davius who was a very lenuble

nince, propoed to ail his court a queltion worthy
of the Mercure Gallunty namely which had the
maoelt power, wine, Lmrﬂs, or women? The perion
wiho gave the beft anfwer, was to be recompenced
with a flaxen +head-drefs, a purple robe, a golden
nccklace, &c. Darius {feated himielf upon his gold-
cn throne, to hear the anfwers of his academy of
wits. One cntered into a differtation in favour of
wine, another was for kings, Zorobabel was an ad-
1+ So Htg&:ﬁn Curaniy is turned ¢ but the expreflion denotes a t1ara
of {ine linen. Now the tiara was a kind of turban rifing up with afharp
point without bunding, which was a drefs peouliar to the Perfian kings;
{for the oinrer P orftans wore their turbans bending downwards to thet?

foreheads, in token of fubjection, Sce Ant, Univ, Hilt. vol. 5 p. 121
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< yocate for women. ¢ There 1s nothing fo powerful
< 45 theyv ; tor I have deen, {xd he, Apd.lll(_,d the mit-
¢ trefs of the king my malter, give ius facred miyjeloy
«« gentle {laps on the tace, and take ofl lus turban to
<« drefs her head with.”
¢ anifwer {o {mart, that Lic mmmediately canied the
¢ temple of Jerufalem to be rebuilt.”  but no mo ¢
docs Voltaire give a fair and candid rclation he e,
than in tormermnftances. The queition was not pro-
poicd to all s court, but to his three body-guaids.

“ When the king,” fays * jolephus, ¢ could noc fleep
¢

Danrtus found Zorobaoc!'s

any more, having toon awaked, he enters mto con-
¢ verbatton witiy his three body-guards 5 and promifes,
¢ that upon him who 1hould give him the moft true
and judiciouis anfwer to his quellion, he would .-
‘ ftow giits,---as a reward of victory.---laving pro-
muted tnat he wouald conier thofe gitts upon them,
he afked the finit if wine had greater power; the
fccond it kings; the third 1f woeiien; or more
than thede, truth. After adking theie thines of them,
fhe went to redt; but in thc umamng,

called the nobles Lmd governors of proviinces, and
other rulers of Perfia and DMedia, and having {cat-
cd himfeli' i the wiual place, he commanded cach
of the guards, in the hearing of all, to declare Lis
judgmicat about the queflion nmpuil:d;’ and having
toid us the anfwers of two of them, he adds, ¢ when
¢ thus the {feccond was fifent, Zorobabel the thivd, te-
¢ gan to fpeak---and having iinithcd about wouen,
* he began to {peak about truth, {faymg, ¢ 1 have

4

¥ {hewed how much power wonicin have: they,
¢ . \

¥ however, and the kin g arc weaker than truth, &c¢)’

havin o

<

4

* See Antiq. x1. 3. 2—8,
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have heen an itimate friend of Lewis XIV. who {ue-
ceeded to tie throne of France, in right of his de-
icent trom a long race of kings, there 1s no impro.
bability at all, that tacre {thould have becen a tfamili-
ariry between parius a Perfian nobleman, betore his
ciection to {way the Perfian fcentre, and Zorobabel
a piince of thie jows; cipectally when we conflider
that we arc cerrain {fome captives of this nation dwelt
~bout Suia or Sudhan, where that nobleman’s father
refided as governor. Have not perfons, who have
been prifoners by the fate of war, been often admit-
ted to a famahavity and friendihip with fubjects of the
noit diftinguiihed parentage, fortune, and {tation, in
tire counuy where they werc detained r The faét can-
ot be denied.---1t were therefore needlefs to beftow
rnove words on expofing the futility of Mr. Veltard's
icodl here.

te goes on: ¢ Be this asit may, according to Il
“ v Jorepnus, Davius who was a very denuble
¢ ~oance, propoled to ail hns court a queltion worthy
o+ the Mcercure Gallinty namely which had the
maoelt power, wine, kings, or women? The perion
wiho gave the beft anfwer, was to be recompenced
with o flaxen + head-drefs, a purple robe, a golden
ncecklace, &c. Darius feated himfelf npon his gold-
cn throne, to hear the anfwers of his academy of
wiits. One cntered into a differtation in favour of
wine, another was for kings, Zorobabel was an ad-

G

C

1 So K:Ealﬁn Guranip is turned 5 but the expreflion denotes a tian
of fine hinen. Now the tiara was a kind of turban riling up with atharp
peint without bunding, which was a drefs peouliar to the Perfiankings;
for the othier P orities wore thenr turbans bending downwards to thels

forcheads, in token of {ubjection, Sce Ant, Univ, Hilt. vel, 5. p. 1214
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< yocate for women. ¢ There 1s nothing {fo powerful
«¢ g5 they; for I have feen, fauid he, Apamea the mii-
< trefs of the king my malter, give his facred majeliy
«« gentle Laps on the face, and take ofl Lis turhan to
¢ drels her head with.,” Dauvius found “Zerobawd!'s
< anfiver 1o fmart, that hic immediately cauied the
¢ temple of Jeruialem to be rebuilt.”  Bsut no nwee
docs Voltaire give a fair and candid relation how,
than in tormer mnftances. The quefiion was not pro-
poled to all his court, but to his three body-gruaids.
“ When the kg, {fays * Jolephus, ¢ could noc Heep
¢ any more, having ioon awaked, he enters into con-
* verfation with his three body-guards ; and promuifcs,
‘“ that upon him who fthould gi1ve him the moft true

¢ and judicious anfwer to his quettion, he would he-
¢ flow giits,—--as a revward of victory.---Ilaving 1 o-
4

nited tnat he wouold conier thoic pitts upon thom,
ne alked the birft ir wine had grcater power; the
fccond it kings; the third 1f woulen; or more
than thicie, truth. Afteratking thele things ol them,
he went to relt; but in the morning, having
called the nobles and governors of provinces, and
othicr rulers of Perfin and Dedia, and having {cat-
cd himdeli 1 the wfual place, he commanded cach
of the guards, in the hearing of all, to declare Lis
mdgzuicant about the queition propoied 2 and havinz
toid us the anfwers of two of them, he adds, < whon

‘ -- S * r - 3 .
thus the {fecond was ficent, Zorobabel the thid, be-
4

.

<

gan to ipeak---and having hinifhed about wouien,
f hc began to fpcak about truth, {aying, “ 1 have
* thewed how much power womnicn have: they,
¥ however, and the kin o arc weakcer than truth, &c.”
* See Anuq. xi1. 3. 2——2G,
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¢ And when he had done, and the multitude ciief
out that he had {poken excellently, and that tiy
¢ alone hath power unchangeable, and which wax.
“ eth not old, the king commanded him to afk fom..
¢ thing belides thefe tlunfrs he had promifed.---Afte
© he had {poken thefe thmgs, he put him in mind ¢
¢ the vow which he had made, if he fthould receiv
“ the kingdom, that he would buld Jerufalem, an
* repair therein the temple of God, and reftore th
¢ vellels which Nebuchadnezzer Lhad plundered and
* brought to Babylon.’ ‘“ And this, {ays he, 15 ny
““ requelt, which thou now fuflereft me to alk, whon
“ thou haft judged wife and intelligent.”” Wher
° upon he gave orders to promote the work.” This:
a fummary of Jofephus’s haftory about this affair
whence every one muft {ce, upon the {lighteft atten
tion, how diflfcrent Voltaire’s account is from it.
this writer’s reprefcntatton there 1s not onc ﬁrL bl
about the king’s inquiry concerning the power «
truth, nor about Zorobabel’s decifion 1n favourof
fuperior virtue and eflicacy, which won him the aj;
plaufes of the audience, and gained from the ki
the tendered prizes, togcther with the invitation t
alk fomething additional. Nor 1s there in him an
mention of the monarch’s vow while in the {tatior
of a fubje&, probably through the ardour of b
friendthip to the prince of the captivity; which, to
gether with this man’s preference of truth to wing
and kings, and women, arc {et forth by Jofephus,
the caufe of his favourable edi¢t concerning the tempuﬁ
in Jerufalem. In all which, the author of the fifl
book 1 of Efdras agrees with him.---May I not thd

t See firft Book of Efdras, chap. 3. and 4. Such, however, ;
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3
fay, how falfe and defective 1s his detail! how 1njunri-
ous to Jofephus! and how willing to be deccived muii
they be, who rely upon him as a fafe guide 1n antient
faéts, which have any connection with rchigion!

SECTION- V,

Of his Talfhoods in his Detail of Josrpuus’s Story
of Jappua and ALExaNDER, In Chapter forty-
lixth; together with lus unjult Reflechion on
RorLrLiw.

1.1 us next examne his forty-nxth Chapter,
L in which he 1s angry with Rollin for copying
from Joicphus, that romance-writer, 2s he calls him,
the ftory of Jaddua’s proceflion to meet Alexander;
and Ias exhibition of prophecics to ham, which clear-
lv indicated that he would conquer the kingdom of
Perfia; fliling the fame abfurd, and conidering it as
framed to raife s nation. But s he fatisiied to pro-
duce this ftory as it {tands in the Jewilh author, and
to dwell upon the real difhculties with which it s
incumbered 7 No. He alters it; and then propofes

the pronenc(s of fome men to mifreprefent things here, for the fake of
a laugh, that I have {cen in a foreign gazctte, the {ame lame and de-
fuilive account of the anfwer of the three officers to his Majelty Da-
rius from this aunthor, as Mr. Voltaire hath given us thereof from Jo-
fephus: while a poetical tranflation of the arguments of orator Zoro-
babel to prove the fuperior ftrength and power of the fair fex is con-
cluded thus, ¢ Thus far the eloquent Zorobabel. Be dumb ye modern
“orators ! Neither lord Mansfield or lerd Chatham ever {poke {uch
¢ a{peech,’ Virginia Gazette, printed by Purdie and Dixon, May 2th,
1769,

b 4
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vain and groundlels cavils againit ik, ¢ T”ﬁfl"llw .

-

“ iays he, precends that Alexander had, i a dreay
¢ at Macedon, icen Jaddus the high-priclt of (i
¢ Juws; (Juppoinz there was a ;mnh pricft vwhot

name terminated i o« ) ¢ thoat tius priclt ad enco.

'

[

raccd bun to undertake s expedition aounlt (i
¢ Perfians, and thiat tias was the reafon that Alexor.
¢ der had attacked Afia.” Bat how {enfclefs this Ohja*g-
tion, from the termination of the hioh-pricfl’s name
in the narrative! Be it that s 15 net the termuamation
oi any man’s namec i the Hebrew 115;._.,...1{%, docs
uGt every perfon, who is at atl acquainted with Jolo
phus, know that he varies the tevimination of the
names of othoer perfons, from what it 151 that tongue
i the fame manner? and yet sgunit thar real e
cnce, there never was, on this account, the tmallei
cxceeption. Thus, + jolhua {on or Joiedee, 15, wiih
nin. Jelusfonor Joledeentsy; Abrad s Abius, &cc. win
tlh.cn wht not Jaddua bie 2i'o widh hum jamuun,
without creating any fufpicion of his genumench:
Nor does ne efiirm that this high-prielt fuggelied ty
Adexander the defign of {fubduing Afia, as Mr. Vui-
taree’s readers may naturally imagune: what Jofepnus
makces Alexander fay, 1s, | ¢ That, when he was de-
¢ llimmting with himifelf how he would become b
¢ ter of Alla, he commanded him not to dciay, bul
¢ with conndanca to pafs over, for he would Iead s
“ army, and give him the empire of Perfia M
Voltaire gocs on, ¢ He could not then avoid going
¢ fix or feven days march out of his way, after the
¢ ficge of Tyre, to vifit Jerufalem.” This is by way of
* Sce the Philofephy of Hiftory, page 22 0.

7 Anuq.11.3 10, and 3. 8. 1, T lbids 11, 8. 3. 4.5
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;fu(_‘hm, for he had {fad before, © It was ncccﬂzu‘}'ﬂ
¢« Jter having made Tyre iubmit, not to lote a mo-
¢ ment before he {eized the polt of Pclulivun; fo that,
¢ Aicmmdcr having made a rorced march to turpriic
¢ Gaza, he went tromw Gaza to Peluiium in {even
¢ d':.}‘% It 1s thus faithfully related by Arrian, Q. Cur-
¢ {jus, Diodorus, and even PPaul Orofius hunfelf; ac-
¢ cording to the journal of Alexander.” Butis there
reaily {uch caude for {coftingr Jolephus, whoice rela-
tion Voltaire means to riaicule, docs not cairy Ale-
xander from the fiege or conqueit of Tyre to Jeru-
falem, which, as tlllb city {tcod at no great didtance
on the lett hand of the road trom l'yre to Gaza,
would have been more favourable for the ftory of
hisnterview there, with the Jewiin high-prieit; on
the contrary, his nurrative 1s, ¢ 'That, having {ettled af-
¢ tairs at tyre, of which he became madter after a
,‘ ficoe of {feven months, he marched to Gaza, and
‘“ ook 1tafter fitting two months before ity and, that
¢ having deftroyed tlus place, he haftencd to go up
‘ to the cty of the Jerufalemites +;” which 1s mak-
ing him turn backwards for {feveral days; and, being
lnunuft(,nt with that quick progrefs from Gaza to
Pelulium, m which other hiftorians agree, creates
nuch embarafiment to thofe critics who maintain
tiac truth of that vifit. Why then doces Mr. Voltaire
Jead hils readers into a belicf, that Jofephus places his
journcey to Jerufilem Dbefore his attempt on Gaza?
We may, however, eafily forgive this mifrcprefenta-
tion of Jofephus’s fenfe, fince he has probably been
betrayed into it by following fuch modern wrniters
a¢ make this arranocement of it. TFor many think 1
f Jolephus’s Antiq. 11, 8, 5. &c.
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morc reafonable to {fuppofe Jolephus was miftakey
about the order of time in which the journey to J..
rufalem was executed, then to conclude the whol.
an idle fiction, merely becaule it 1s omitted by the
few heathen authors now extant, out of the greu
number that wrote Alexander’s tranfactions, who,
they oblerve, muit in general be thought to have en.
tertained too much averfion and hatred againit the
Jewilh nation, to preferve and perpetuate the memo-
ry of a fact 1mn its circumitances and effects {o honown
able to them, whatever information they might have
of its certainty. They conclude, theretore, Alexan.
der went thither while his troops were employed
the fiege cf Tyre, or after it was finithed, while the
main army was refrefhing ; rather than that he firf
pafled {o confiderable a fortrefs, and then went back
{rom Gaza to take it in: which 1s making Joiephus
only guilty of an error in a circumfitance, wlulc they
admit him a good voucher for the principal fact
Nor 1s this fhewing him greater refpect than is ofter
paid to the {ingle teftimony of hiftorians of approvud
credit. For upon fuch evidence we often allow tic
truth of a fact about which others are filent. ILipc
cially we do {o when it is corroborated or {upported
by any appearances which are beft accounted fo
from it, and of that kind is the prefent one. Ior Jo-
{fephus informs us, that Alexander granted to then
extraordinary privileges, the ufe of their own laws
and freedom from tribute every feventh yeu,
as in it they did not cultivate and fow their lands
And Hecataeus, ¥ a contemporary of this prince, :11"

* His words, as he 1s cited by Jofephus again{t Appion, 2. 4 Hf:
© Tuv Sapmapetriv xwpar mpeaelnrey auroig €ty PoponoynTor.




pP.1. OF JTOSEPH U S. 27

fures us, appealing to Alexander’s letters, and other
monuments i telumony of 1t, that he alfo beftowed
upon them the country of the Samaritans, after they
had mutinied, and murdered Andromachus their go-
. vernor, with an nnmunity trom taxes for its pofief-
fion: which are iudications they muft have {tood
. high in his favour.

After this, Voltaire having related Jaddus’s or-
der from God to falute this king, and his obedience
to it, with Alexander’s perfualion, that he was the
fame man who had inftruted him {even or eight
ycars before to come and conquer Perfia, which he
communicated to Parmenio, procceds thus: ¢ Jad-
¢ dus had upon his head his cap, ornamented with
“ a plate of gold, upon which a Hebrew word was
“ engraved. Alexander, who was doubtlefs a pro-
‘ ficzent 1n the Hebrew, immediately difcovered the
‘ word Jehovah, and profitrated himielt with humi-
* lity, knowing very well that none but God could
“ have this name.” In this manner he laughs, and
leads his readers to think Alexander confidered the
high-prieft as the Divinity. But Jefephus having ob-
{ecrved, that the name of God was inicribed on the
plate of gold, (without marking whether it was He-
brew or Greck; though I fuppofe it was the former,
whercfore Alexander would need to receive an ex-
plication of its import from others,) only fays, that
‘ hereon he+ worthipped the name, and faluted the
* high-prieft.” So that he plainly diftinguithes be-
tween his behaviour toward Jehovah, and toward
his prieft. Accordingly he acquaints us, that when

T Antiq. xui. 8. 5. To 7y Oev oroua eyeypa7r7o, wposealuy mo-
YOC TROCtRUINTE TO Yoo, RO TOY QP XIEPER TPWTOC HOTATXTO,
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- Parmecenio, as thieking and he were alone, afked wi;
he whom all men wc)rih] pped, worlhipped the Jewiih
high-prieit, he replied, ¢ 1 did not worthip this mu,
but the God with whole high-pricithood hehath bun
¢ dignmified ;” and that ther (,a.fter having gone up iug
‘ the temple, he atlered iacrilice to God according ty
¢ his direction, and beitowed apon the high-pr ieft ang
¢ the pricits furtabic honours.” rurther, WhCl cas \ ol-
taire adds, ¢ Judduos inftantly difplayed prophecics,
¢ which clearly indicated that Alexander would con.
¢ quer Perfiia, prophecies that were ever made asta
¢ the event had happened;’ Jolephus{ays no more tha
this: ¢ The book ot Danicl having been thewed hin,
‘ 1n which he declared that a certain perfon amonyg
¢ the Greeks would deltroy the empire of the Pu-
¢ fuans, thinking himfelf was the perfon figniiie,
¢ he with joy dimifled the multitude; and having
called them to him on the {fucceeding day, he coii-
manded them to alk whatever gifts they pleafed)
And then adds, ¢ In confequence of this, heindulged
¢ them 1n the ufe of their own laws, and 1n freedom
¢ from tribute every feventh year, as 1n it they did
¢ not cultivate their land.” As to his charge, that tuc
prophecies in Daniel concerning the deftruction of
the Perfian empire by the Greeks, were forged attu
1ts actual overthrow, it does not now fall under my
confideration, unlels 1t be to remark, that it hath no
foundation in Joiephus, left any perfon fhould {ufpect,
ﬁ'range asit may feem, that it was his fuggeftion, when
it 15 wholly Voltaire’s own fenfe of thmgs. So much
for the miircprefentations of Jofcphus in his forty-
fixth chapter.
I cannot, however, forbear here to vindicate 9

4
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aeecable and profitable a writer, as Rollin, from a
.:1 ccuon which e hath thrown upon him in it. 1t
S thi-,. ¢ Poliin 1indecd Ltyb, that Alexander took
I'yre, only becaule the mhabitants {cofled the
]u.m, and that God would avenge the honour of
¢ his [cople; but Alexander mlght have had {iill
¢ ochier reafons.” By his manner of expreflion, a per-
{fon 1s inclined to belhieve, that Rollin made Alexan-
der to be oltuated by a delive of chaltiling the Uyri-
an~, for their 1njurics to the people of God. But
does Rollin aftord any reajon toimputce this{entiment
to qu I'ur otherwiie. e fays in his Antient Hifto-
ry, ¢ I'yre had now filled up the meafure of her ini-
¢ quity by her ampicty againft God, and her barbari-
¢ ty exercifed againdt has people;’ and having recount-
ed her mifults over the ruins of Jerufalem, and her
vivience to the inhabitants of the land, and her {ex-
zure of the molt precious things from the temple of
Cod tlicre, to enrich therewith the temples of her
1dols, he remavks, ¢ This profanation and cruclty
¢ dreve down ithe vengeance of God upon Tyre.” But
though God had this intention in profpering his cf-
forts cgainft Tyre, he always fuppofes Alexander to
have been animated by other motives, fuch as, his
rcicutment at the affront the Tyrians put upon him,
in refufing him entrance into their city when he afk-
e 1t, that he might ofler a facrifice to Hercules its
tutclar god, and the importance of his pofleflion of
it to his intcreft. Yor he thus cxprefles himfelt,
fpcaiking of the above-mentioned indignity: ¢ This
‘ conqueror, after gaining {o many victories, had too
“.bigh an heart to put up fuch an affront, and there-

" upon was refolved to force them to it by a fiege.’

h!—l-l—l
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Again, ¢ Alexander imagined that there were efiy,.
¢ tial reafons why he {hould potiefs himfelt of ['yre,
¢ ¥ &c.” Indeed while Rollin had {uch veneratioy
for the Jewith {criptures, as to acknowledge the in.
terpolition of Providence, 1n his determination to
lay fiege to the place, in {pite of all the difficulties of
the work, when according to the rules of war, after
the battle of Ilus, he fhould have purfued Darius
with vigour, becaufe God had therein denounced it
ruin for its pride and other vices, he was too wife not
to be aware, that Alexander, who knew not God
and his oracles, was wrought upon by very diflerent
principles.

SECTION VL

Of his Aflertion, That Jofephus does not include
the Book of Job among the Writings of the I
brew Canon, 1n Chapter forty-{feventh.

O return from this digreflion, which, 1t is be

lieved, was due to fo excellent a writer’s me-
rit, as nothing occurs i Voltaire’s forty-feventh
chapter that requires animadverfion, according t
my prefent defign, I go forward to his forty-cighth
chapter + where is a {entence too material to
be overlooked, viz. That Jofephus does not include
the book of Job among the writings of the Hebrew
canon. After afirming, that the book of Job wa
firft written by the Arabians, his words are: ¢ Flavia
¢ Jofephus, who does not include it among the wnt:

¥ See Rollin’s Ancient Hiftory, Book XIV. Seét, vi, pages 166
167’ 1333 184- 't' P&tge 231-
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¢ ings of the Hebrew canon, removes all doubt upon
¢ this head.” Accordingly he again aflertsin the {fame
chapter, that ¢ It is not a Jewilh book,” * The
fammc thing I know faid cardinal Pezron, though I
have never been able to {ee his book, or the argu-
ments by which he contends, that it is omitted in
the catalogue of the facred books by Jofephus.

But does there appear any {uflicient evidence,
that Jofephus did not allow it a place 1in the facred
code of his nation? I apprehend not. It is furely of
no force at all to prove this, that he makes no men-
tion of the calamities which befel Job, and his deport-
ment under them, and his deliverance from them,
in the great work of his Antiquities ; for herein he
propoled only to write the hiftory of the Jews from
the earlieft times, and to give an account of the con-
ftitution of their ftate. He might therefore be filent
about his fortunce and behaviour, who was of a dif-
ferent people and country, as appears from the be-
ginning of the book itfelf, ;though it was a part of
the Jewifh canon, and honoured by himfelf as fuch.
And of as Iittle weight muft it be to evince this, that
he does not touch upon his character and affairs in
his book againft Appion; fince here his fole aim was
to vindicate the honour of his own nation, to which
as hath been faid, Job did not belong.

It 1s true, het reprefents Mofes to have written no
more than five books, comprehending their fyftem
of laws, and the feries of events and tranfactions from
the formation of man until his own death. And he
makes the prophets after Mofes, to have written the
acts and occurrences of their own times, from his

® Dage 226, T Contra Appion, hb, 1. cap. 8.
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death till the reign of Artaxerxes, the fucccllor g
Xerxes upon the throne of Perfia; which is uni,
vourable to their hypothelis, who veckon Job to ha
been older than, or contemporary with Molics, and
the book which derives its name from him, to ha
becn compofcd by this perfon while he abode 1 th
land of Midian, or while he led ifraci in the deder:
or cven anudit his refidence in Egypts fince non
pretend to count it among his five books, which huv
becen defcribed. And an equally unfavourable afped
¢ hath upon their {cheme, who have looked uro
it as the produdiion or Jofeph, or any other of {up
rior antiquity to Mofes. Neverthelefs all this afford:
no evidence, that the book of Job was not 2 parta
the canon of Scripture among the Jews. He nizh
notwithitanding know 1t to be {e, and judge it u
have been written, cither by {fome prephet 1n, erne
the tunc of the Babylonifh captivity, as Grotius, (i
durcus, Le Clerc, and the learned bifthop of Glocuic
have done; among wholc arguments, it may few
none of the moit contemotible, that though het
twice mentioned by Ezckiel, as a perfon of difur
guithed piety and wvirtue, with Noah and Danul
he 15 always mentioned after the laft; while th
other, as the order of time required, hath the pree
dency in the honourable band. Or, he might fup
pole 1t, 1if not written 1n fo late a period, to hax
been penned by fome prophet, who was raifed up=
ter Mofes in the Hebrew nation, and coeval wiv
the ftranger, whofe viciflitudes and patiencc arc th
fubject of the piece. And in this view it may W
be unworthy of obfervation, that Jerome in his I
ter to Paulinus, after finifhing his account of v
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teronomy,; and faying, ¢ So far Moies, {o far the Pen-
¢ tateuch,” 1ntroduces job as an example of paticnce,
erc he proceed to fpeak of the book of Jothua the
{on of Nun, and the reft. If indeced Jolephus had rad,
that the prophets atter Motes wrotce the aflairs of the
Jewiih nation, between his death and Artaxerxes’s
reign, as Mr. Whifton gives his {enfe, in his {upple-
ment to his eflay towards reftonng the true text of
the Old Teftament p. 28, there could have been no
room for this {uppofition; unlefs we thould have
fa1d, he was to be undcrftood to declare the theme
of their writings in gencral, and not to exprefs him-
1e]f with ngour and {trictne{s about the {ubvect of
thiem ; fince even 1n thefe books of therwrs, which
arc unquefltionably authentic, there are predictions
and hiftorics of the fucccfles and difaiters of the E-
gvptians, Babylonmians, and other nations, where
the Jews were not parties to the quarrel, as well as
prophecics and hiftortes relative to thar own coun-
try and peopic. But there 15 no need ot {fuch foluti-
on, for Mr. Whifton’s account of his meaning is un-
faiir——the import of the words being no more than
this, That they wrote the aéts of their own times;
as cvery {cholar may perceive, by calting his eye to-
ward the foot of the page, where he will find the
original text. Agreeably, the book of Job may be
counted among the facred books of the Jews, with-
out {weclling their number beyond twenty-two,
which the hiftorian has given as the fum of their
code 1n whole; Yea, without increafling the books
ot their prophets that arofe after Moies beyond thir-
teen, which he makes, in the paflage tranfcribed | be-

T Ubt fupra, ¢ Awo 8¢ 71 Movrews TEAELTHS MEX 1 THE De7 g
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low, the amount of them. This 1s done by makiny

the books of Judges and Ruth, the two books
Samues, the two books of Kings, the two books
Chronicles, the books of Ezra and Nehemiah, the
hooks of Jeremiah and Lamentations, and the book;
of the twelve prophets ftand only for feven book;
in his catalogue. Yor thus Job’s book 1s eafily intr.
duced among the thirteen books of the prophets
and no pretence left for faying, as Mr. Whifton hi
cdone, that the Canticles muit be excluded from the
Old Teftament, to make room for its admiflion ;-
mong the four books of hymns and inftructions for
the conduct of human life, which Jofephus mentions
13, with thefe thirteen, and the five books of Mofcs,
conftituting the canon of his nation. Butupon what
Juit and Ie’lf()ll..lblc grounds, fuch a method of nu-
ineration 1s to be ufed, cannot now be explamed,
though the matter appears to me of great moment;
tor if we are once aflured that thefe books, which
now compofe the Old Tellament, were the recerved
holy {criptures aimong the Jews, and ncither mor
nor fewer, during the miniftry of Jefus and his a
poitles, the inference will be certain and irrefiitible,
that they are of divine + authority; becaufe they whe

y Ei[—:éu—-——-ce*px;::, o1 peTat Mwveny wpepnray To KaT CWTYE wfa@x‘}ﬂ.
¢ 7 aru;-syin;r«;:zr &V TPITI XY Sexer Bilasoic.)’

+ It 1s from a perfuafion, that thefe books, which compofe the
Old Teftament canon, had the fan&ion of our Saviour and his apoitles
as the oracles of God, and that there are other evidences of their m-
{piration, that Chriftians treat them with fuch refpe&, not merely be-
caufe they were written by Jews., How injurimus then is Mr. Vol-
taire, when he reprefents this as the foundation of our reverence for
chem, and fuith io thenio and then proceeds to accule us of the mels
unparalelicd inconfillency: ¢ We defpifc and abhor the Jews; 2%

7
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bore a commifiion from heaven, and gave {atisfactory
pmuﬂi of it, appcal to them as fuch upon all occa-
fions. Yet I do not know that 1t hath been thown
hitherto, with that fulnefs of evidence which it al-
lows. I only obferve surther, cre I didmifs this ar-
ticle, that* Philo a Jew of great learning in Alexan-
dria, brother to the Alabarch, thatis, the chief ma-
giflrate of the Jewifh people there, and of the race of
that nation, who was cotemporary with Chrift and
his apoltles, quotes the words of Job, in the {fame
manner 1in which he produces paflages from other
books of the Old Teftament, wloch he {pcaks of 1n
the moft refpectable terms, calling them the facred
word, the divine word, the prophetic word, the {a-
cred feriptures, the holy oracles, and the like, that
he may coniirm his own opintons by them. Thus, 1n
his treatife concerning the change and alteration of
naines, © Who, as Job faith, 1s frec from dchilement,
¢ though life be one day ? T'or there are innumerable
* things which pollute thefoul, &c¢.” Soindeed, Job’s
words run very much i the Greek verfion, accord-
ing to the Alexandrian MS. for thevy are, chap. xiv.
4. ¢ Who 1s pure from defilement ? Not one, though
¢ even bfe be of onc day.” Inftead of which, we have
in our tranflation, ¢ Who can bring a clean thing
“out of un unclean? Not one.” Upon the whole

L

vet we infift, that all fuch of their writings which we have colle‘ted,

* bear the {acred {tamp of divinity. Never was fuch a contradiction

* heard of I’ See his Philof. Dictionary,Article Sclomon , p. 331.

* Philo, De mutatione nominum, page 1051. Paris Edition 16 40.

yap, w0 1o ouot, HAJALOG ATO PUTE, KAV MIX HMEFCL E5IX

BENCS ‘ln Alex. MS, T TP €51 ROSULOC ATO LUTY ¥de Cip sty
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then, Voltaire had no good caufc to fay, that Jofe.

phus did not include the beok of Job among the
writings of the Hcbrew canon.

SECTION VIL

Of his concluding, 1n chapter forty-ninth, that the
Jews did not call JacoDb, Ifrael, nor themfelves
Ifraclites, till they were {laves in Chaldaea, from
a paflage of Philo.—And of his faying, That Jo-
fcphus owns the practice of circumecifion was
learned from the Egyptians, agreeably to the tef-
tunony of Herodotus.—That he afcribes their be-
ing unknown by the Grecks, to their omifiion to
cultivate letters.—1That he makes the tranflators
of the law 1nto Greek, tell fome ftories to Phila-
delphus, which he does not.—And of his wrong
inference from thefe ftorices.

ONLY further accufe him of injuries to Jofc

phus 1n another chapter of this treatife. It isin
the forty-ninth, where he difcufles this queftion,
“ Whether the Jews were inftructed by other nations,
¢ or other nations by the Jews.” Here I find him gul-
ty of {uch a number of mifreprefentations,as perhaps
can {carce be paralelled 1n {o few {entences.

As it 1s my profefled intention to fhew that Mr.
Voltatre gives falle accounts of Jofephus, 1 might
omit animadverting upon his firft paragraph; where,
from I’hilo’s telling us, ¢ That Ifrael 1s a Chaldacan
¢ word, that 1t was a name the Chaldaeans gave to
¢ the juft who were confecrated to God; that Ifrad
¢ higmiied, feeing Gody” he concludes, ¢ That this @



.1 OF JOSTETPUDUS. o

¢ lonc feems to prove, that the Jews did not call Ja-
¢ cob, lfracl; that they did not take upon themfelves
¢ the name of lraelites, till fuch time as they had
¢ fome knowledge of this Chaldacan tongue, which
¢ could not be but when they were {laves in Chal-
¢« daca.” And the rather that here indeed I cannot
blame him for wrong quotation. Neverthelefs I can-
not forbear obferving, that there 1s 1n 1t very talle
rcafoning. For Moies reprefents, not the Hebrews,
as Mr. Volt:m {fuppeles, but God himfielf, whofc
knowledge of all languages will not be difputed, to
have bel Lcwed the name of Irael upon their great
progenitor, which again gave nife to the nation’s be-
1ing called Hraelites. e alfo makes God to have fub-
joincd * at the fame time, a very different interpre-
tation of it from that by this drcaming allegoniit,
and an interpretation which hath its foundation 1n
an Ilcbrew ctymolozy. Nay Philo himfelf, in his
trcatife concerning diunkennefs, {ets forth God al-
tering Jacob’s name mato Irael, and produces the ve-

* Thus Mofes acquaints us, that the perfon who wreftled with Ja-
. €ob in human form, faid unto him, ¢ Thy name fhall no more be cal-
“ led Jacob, but Hrael; for as a prince haft thon power with God
* and with men, and haft prevailed.” Gen., xxxi. 28. Wherefore I{-
racl muft be derived from the Hebrew words, W) dominari, prirci-
porrelfe, ct SN Deus, How ftrange is it then that Philo’s explication
of it {hould have been adopted by {o many fathers in the Chiiftian
church, as Origen, Eufebius, Didymus of Alexandria, and even Jerome
“1n one place ! though indeed he argues again(t it in another, at confi-
“derable length, as violent and unnatural ; 1t being peceflary for de-
- fence of it to {fuppofe that it is an abrldnment of three Hebrew words,
“with the alteration of fome of their letters, and the {uppreflion of o-
the:s, Compare his Treatife de Nominibus Hebraicis, Bened. edit.
fom, 3. P. §36, and his Commentary upon the pa{Ta.ge in Gcncﬁs,ﬁ

C 3
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ry words of Scripture, quoted below, concerniy-
the caufc of that change, according to which it my;
have happened many hundred years before the car
tivity by Nebuchadnezzar and the Chaldeans; tl{u’
there hikewile he propoies his own 1dle fancics aboy
its fignification. ¢ When God was about (favs Iy
¢ to make him fee thole things which he had betor
“ heard, for the fight 1s more taithful than the cu;
¢ the oracle {founded, His name fhall not be call
Jacob, but Ifrael {hall be thy name, becaufe tha
haft prevailed powerfully with God and with ma
Jacob then 1s 2 name of lecarning and praficicnc,
depending upon the powers ot hearing, but il
¢ of perfection, for the name denotes the fight «
¢ God.” And agrecably he mtreduces Mofes callin;
his peopie 1n his time, by the name of the childie
of lfrael: * ¢ Tor 1t 15 nghtly fuaid, the chaldren of I
¢ rael groaned on account of their labours.”  Sine
then God was the author of the name of Hracel, bol
according to Mofes and Philo, were the unacquan:
cdnefls of the Hebrews, who however had theiwr o
ginal from Ur of the Chaldees, as great as Mr. Vil
taire {fuppofes, till they were carried into that coun
try by their enemies, his inference from the paflag
of Philo, in the beginning of his Hiftory of his M

A
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ibid, p. 215. The fume glofs is alfo to be found in the Apofl:
Conftitutions, lib. 7. cap. 37. and lib. 8. cap. 1 5. But when Dai:
brings this as an evidence, that thefe Conftitutions were a later pr
dud&ion than the third century, as he does in his Book de Pfeuds
graphis Apoftolicis, hb. 1. p. 188. edit, Harderovici, 1683 ; faymn:
*Their authors muft have borrowed it from the fathers in that ags¢
the church, he muft certainly have forgot that Philo taught the exp
cation long before.

* See Philo, p. 333. and compare Exod. ii. 23, 24.



P 1. OF JOSEPIUS. 2 g

fion to Caligula, muft fall to the ground. 1 o1V
now a literal trantlation cf it, that every reader may
judge how far it will bear his fuperftruciure upon it:
¢ "'hat fort of men,” (he 1s {peaking of the fupplicant
or devotional kind, 7o ixermor yeroe) €18 called indeed in
¢ the Chaldacan tongue, Hrael; but, the name being
¢ interpreted into the Greek language, fecing God.?
- But let us now confider his grofs mireprefenta
tions of Jolephus here, which muit be £iill more in-
exculable than his faille reafonmg. ¢ Tlavian Jofc-
¢ phns, fays he, 1in his reply to Appion, Lylimachus,
¢ and Molon, planly acknowledges, that the Egy p-
¢ tians taught other nations circumcifion, as Hero-
¢ dotus teftifies.” But docs Jolephus confels, that the
praciice of arcumcifion was learncd by the Jews
fiom tne Egyptians, which 1s evidently Voltare's

meang, fince otherwrie he acknowledges nothing
to ins purpoicr I think he does 1t not, either in cx-
prefs terms, or by juft deduction.  Let us examine
the paflage. To confute Appion’s charge, that the
Jows were an upltart race, he obferves, ¥ ¢ Neither
¢ was Hicrodotus the Tiahcarnaflian, sgnorant of our
¢ nation, butappcars to have mentioned it after fome
¢ falhiony, for writing abeout the Colchians in his fe-

f cond bock, he fays, ¢ The Colchians, and Egvypti-

“ ans, and Ethiopians, do alone of all men pradtiifc
* carcumcifion from the beginning: for the Phocni-
€<

> cans and Syrians in Palefline, confels they learned

¢ o ‘.., I - . - i

* 1t from the Egyptians; but the Syrians about Ther-
Cc - » . .

" modon, and the river Parthenius, and their ncigh-
£

bours the Macrones, {ay they learned it latcly from
# the Colchians: and thefe are they who only of al!

¥ See Book 1, againft Appion, Se&. 2 2. Hudfon’s edit.
C 4
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““ men are circumcifed; and they feem to do fuj

the {fame manner with the Egyptians. But I ca.
not tell as to the Egyptians or Ethiopians, whid)
““ of them learned it from one another.” Thus fy
Joiephus guotes Herodotus, then follows his own re
dcétion. ¢ He (mneaning Herodotus) ¢ hath {a1d there
¢ fose, that the Syrians in Paleftine are circumcifed.
¢ but the Jews only, of them that inhabit Paleftine
¢ are circumcifed: he therefore hath mentioned thi,
¢ knowiny about them.” Now 1s there here any plan
acknowlcdgment by Jofephus, that the Jews learn
circumcifion from the Egyptians? Herodotus mdecd,
according to him, relates that they confefled 1t; bu
he himielt does not in terms own the truth of the
account. Nor can it be argued from his filence, tha
he thought it jult: for that he makes no objection
to Herodotus’s aflertion, that they confefled they de
rived the culftom from the ]Egyptians, can ncver b
a proof that he believed 1t had its rie from them
when he only produced the paflage agan{t Appion,
who had not reproached the Jews with having bor-
rowed that ceremony from the Egyptians, but mere
ly denied that the Greeks had any knowledge of them
Every one muft perceive, it was enough againit hs
adverfary, to thew that Herodotus had mentioncd:
praltice prevalent among the Jewifth nation; nor had
he any bufinefs to difcufs whether he gave a nigh
or wrong account of its introduétion, as there wu
no controverly between them upon that point. Ther
are even itrong reafons againft puttiﬁg {fuch a con
{iruétion upon Jofephus’s omitting to contradict He
rodotus about the original of circumcifion amorf
the Jews; becaufe he cannot be {fuppofed, without

€C
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groat inconfiitency, to approve every thing in this
p;iﬁhgc of the Greek hiftoran, although he hath
not tound fault with him. Vor how could Jofephus
believe with Tlerodotus, that the people he enume-
rates, were alonce of all men circuincifed, when he
tells us, * * Thut the Arabians circurnciie themr chil-
¢ dren, who are a dificrent nation from any 1n his
catalogue of them that pradiifed that rite? Nay, how
could he believe the very thing which Volture makes
him to confefs, That circumcifion prevailed among

the Egyptians before it obtained among the Jows,
when he tells us, ¢ That God gave unto Abraham the
¢ command of circumcifion, becaufe he was willing
¢ his polterity fhould continue feparate, and diftin-
§ cuifhed from others{.” Surely he who fays this,
dhows his opinion that it was, at the time of 1ts 1n-
fiitution, pecubar to them, and unobiferved by the
reit or the world.

"~ We will now try the author upon another point,
whether Inas reprefentations of Jofephus arc agrecable
to truch. Says he, ¢ Thefame Jofephus acknowledges,
f that lus pation, whofe credit he endeavours never-
¢ theleds to enhance, had for along time no commerce
¥ with other nations; that 1t was in particular un-
known to the Greeks,who however were at the fame
tmeacquainted with the Partars and Scythians. Nor

U R

5t furprifi e, fays he, meaning Jofephus, € that @
people {o far removed from the {ea, and neelecting
# the culuvation of Jetters, thould be folittle known.’

* Anuq. . xir. 2.

. | Jolephus™s words are, Antiq. 1. 10. §. 1TporeTals S¢ (0 Oecr)
Frrouwoc o ar xurw JEV0G pxiniy TOIG ANNCI L TUMPUPO YOV, T~

; :
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But where does Jofcphus give this account? I migl,
infift he does * not mention the Tartars at all, 35,
nation known to the Grecks, for he {peaks of t;
Scythians and Thracians; but the Thracians will g
be allowed by any, who are fkilled in geography,
have poflefled the fame tract of land with the Ty
tars: They are rather thought to have been fettle
about Conitantinople, and through that country
where the Turks now live, as indeed Jofephus men.
tions their being known to the Greeks, on accoun
of their neighbourhood, which {fuits that opinion Ve
well. But to pafs this, Jolephus doesindeed attribut
thewr 1ignorance of his nation to thefe things, ¢ T,
¢ their want of a country upon the fea-coaft, and t
¢ their neglect of trade, which things were chig
¢ caules of intercourfe with {trangers ; tor their town:
were diftant from the fca, and they were emplov-
ed in cultivating their good land. Above all, the
were intent upon educating thewr children, and
obierving ther laws, and the rchigion delivered ac
“ cording to them, which they reckoned the mof
¢ neceflary work of their whole lives.” He imputa
it further, ¢ To thear peculiarity of diet, and to ther
¢ fathers not being addicted to war, through defir
¢ of more extenflive territory, though their countr
¢ abocunded with many thoufands of brave men:’ and
he thews that other nations were alfo long unknown
to them, for like reafons, as thc Romans and Spanr
ards, &c. But he does not {ay that their ignoranc
of the Jews, proceeded from this people’s omuflion
to cultivate letters, as Voltaire alledges. So far is
from afligning this reafon, that he contends the I'y:

<

¢ See Jofephus’s firft book againft Appion, p. 12.
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thacoreans * had taken fome of thar leflons from
them, and that divers ftates had muatated their
cuftoms.

He goes on: ° When the {ame hiftorian relates
¢ with his ufual exaggerations, the manner cqually
¢ honourable as incredible, 1 which the king Pto-
¢ lomy Philadelphus purchafed a Greek tran{lation
¢ of the Jewilh books, done by Hebrew writers 1n
¢ the city of Alexandria; Jofephus, I fay, adds
¢ that Demetrius of Phalercus, who ordered tlus
¢ tranllation tor his king’s library, afked onec of the
¢ tranilators how 1t happened, that no hiftorian, no
¢ forcign poet, had ever {poke of the Jewifh books ¢’
The tranillator replied, ¢ As thefe laws are all divine,
¢ no onc has dared to undertake {peaking of them,

.,,md thofe who have thought proper to do 1t, have

been chaftifed by hezw(,n.’ Now hcre again are
two mifiakes; tor whercas Mr. Voltaire makes De-
metrius aik tlu, tranflators, Jofephus reprefents the
kinr to have done 1t: and whercas he makes one
of the tranflators veply, Jefephus tells us that De-
metrias anfwered hum. His words are, ¢ Philadel-
* phus rejoiced, fecing his {cheme ufefully finilhed;
£ but efpecially he was pleafed with the laws read to
# him, and was aftonithed at the wifdom and under-
s ¢ {tanding of the lawgiver; whercfore he began to

hold a converfation with Demectrius, how, the le-
,_,f aiflation being thus admirable, nonc of the hiltori-
4 ans or poets h.f.;.d mentioned it. But Demetrius re-
S plied, that none dared to touch the writing of thefe
+ laws, becaufe it was divine and venerable, and be-
fé caunfe fome were hurt by God who attempted 1t.}

'-"EJ; * Sce the famc book, Se@. 22, | See Antiq. 12, 2. 13.
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Voltaire after this, cites the ftories about Theo.
pompus and Theodeltes, as related alio by the fan .
tranilator, for he continues them all as a part of his
reply to Demetrius, erc he thut up the period which
he had begun, with the requifite mark, ¢ The.
¢ opompus being inchned to iniert {ome part of it
¢ (the Jewifh law) 1n his hiftory, loit his denfes for
¢ thirty years ; but being acquainted in a dream, that
¢ he had become an 1dcot for wanting to penectrate
¢ into divine things, and to acquaint the prophane.
¢ therewith ; he appeafed the wrath of God by pray-
¢ er, and rccovered his {enfes. Theodeétes, a Grec-
¢ an poct, having introduced {fome paflages, which
¢ he had taken from our holy books, in a tragedy,
¢ became blind; and did not recover his fight, till|
¢ after he had acknowledged his fault > But neither:
were thefe {tories, which to many feem incredible ,:
told by one of the tranflators of the law unto Gredk,!
or indeed by any Jew, according to folephus, butby.
Demetrius himfeif; {fo that he muft anfwer for them,
as well as for the account to the king, of the caufe why:
the hiftorians and poets were {ilent about the legiila- 5
tion of the Jews, with which he introduced thcm t

So much for the mifreprefentations of Jofephus mf
this chapter. Yet it may be proper to {ubjoin, m}
confequence of the detection of falthood here made,|
that the cenfure with which he finifhes itis ill placed,; f
¢ Thefe two ftories of Jofephus,’ fays he, ¢ which are
¢ unworthy of a place in hiftory, or of bcmg relatcdg
¢ by a man that has common fenfe, are i1n fact con-|
¢ tradictory to the praifes he beftows upon ths
¢ Greek tranflation of the Jewifh books ; for if 1t was,
¢ a ¢rime to infert any part of them in another land

|

p—
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¢ guage, 1t was a tar greater crime doubtlefs to e-
¢« nable all the Greeks to underftand them. Jofephus
¢ in relating thefe tales, at leaft agrees that the Greeks
¢ never had any knowledge of the wrnitings of his
¢ nation.” But how does this follow? The {tories are
Demetrius’s, not Jofephus’s, for they are only men-
tioncd as a part of his reply to the Egyptian mo-
narch, without any afhirmation of their truth. And
was it inconfiftent with {fuch recital of-them, to com-
mend the tranflation of thewr facred books into the
Greck language? Surely not. ke might even, 1
thinlk, have believed them himfelf, and averred their
reality to the world, and have praifed that work,
without incurring any juft blame for felf-contradic-
tion. Yor the inftances of divine vengeance were u-
pon them, who mixed and blended paflages from
their facred books, with prophane fables or relations,
placing them on a level. Here, their holy volumes
were L.xhlbxtcd pure and unalloyed. Stiil plamer it
is, that in perfeét confiftency with his miertion of
theie {tories of Demetrias, 1n {o widiflerent a man-
ncr, he might fuppoie the Grecks to have had know-
ledge of their affairs, either by converfation with Jews,
or by a verfion of their {criptures 1n whole orin part,
into a languaze which they underftood. But our de-
fion was not to defend the truth of Jofephus’s
narrative, but only to conviét Voltaire of + grofs mi-

t Thele remarks, upon this forty-ninth chapter of the Philofophy
of Hiltory, were all, except the laft, publithed in the Mufeum, fo long
#go as December 1765. Nor had I then any intention of taking any
More notice of Mr. Voltaire, for I concluded them thus, ¢ I leave it to
*.every unprejudiced perfon to judge, whether any confidence can be
“1epofed in fuch an author’s account of fa&s. It cannot be thought,
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reprefentations of his meaning upen different ocead.
ons, in his Philofophy of Hiftory, which I hope i,
{uiliciently done.

Upon the whole, from thefe numerous deteétion;
of Mr. Voltaire’s falthood, with refpect to Jofephu,
to which more might have been added, muit not 1
admirers be rendered more diftruittul of his detal,
from antient writers in general, and more cautious
of giving thewr aflent to them as genuine, withou:
examination? or if they {fuppofe him more honct
and faithful in his recitals from heathen authors,
muft they not acknowledge him to have been {o car-
ricd away by prejudice and partiality, to violate the
rules of truth in his accocunts of the Jewith hiftorian,
as will leave an indelible and perpetual reproach up-
on his character for difingenuity, and upon them.
{felves for rathnefs and credulity, it they fhall hercaf-
ter rely upon them, as juilt reprefentations of his
fenfe’

‘ that his violations of the great rule of truth, are peculiar to this Chap-
 ter., May thefe remarks through the channel of your Magazioe, p»
‘ the public on their guard againft being mifled by him, tll fome per-
¢ {on of greater leifure and ability, more fully expofe him !’ Nor du
I form the {cheme of the prefent detection, till a confiderable time af-
ter, upon reading repeated withes, that fome perfon would animadver
upon the abufe with which he had treated religion; and upon {eein
that his works were printed with eagernefs, If any reader obfer:
any difference between the quotations of Voltaire’s words in the Muf:-
um for Dec. 1 76¢, and here, the plain account of 1t is, that the re
marks were then drawn up, on reading the tranflation of that chapt
by the Monthly Reviewers for July of that year, I hope 1n an hone/
indignation, at {eeing {o many mifreprefentations in {o few fentences:

whereas they are now accommodated to the Englith tranflation of " §
whole treatife,




