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L ARGE COLLECTION
OF ANCIENT

JEWISH axp HEATHEN TESTIMONIES,

TO THE

TRUTH or Tue CHRISTIAN RELIGION.

[CoxtinvaTIiON OF VoL, I ]

TesTIMONIES OF ANCIENT HEATHENS,
C H A P XVII,

A general account of the carly aduerfaries of the Chriffians, who wrote againff
them: Cgrsus, PorPHYRY, HIERoOCLEs, JuLiaN, FrRoOwTO, and
. Jome others.

Tue next author to be quoted by me, is Celfus, who in the
fecond century wrote profefledly againit the Chriftians. And-I
fhall now give a general account of all our ancient adverfaries,
or fuch heathen authors, who defignedly oppofed the Chriftian
religion, N

Doubtlefs, all the heathen authors, hitherto quoted, were, in
a fenfe, enemies to Chriftianity, For though they had heard of it,
they did not embrace it, but rejected it: and ufually they mani=
fett ill-will and averfion, in their manner of {peaking of Chrif-
tians, and their principles. But now 1 intend fuch as on fet
purpofe wrote againft i, and endeavoured to confute it. In thefe
it is reafonable to expect more particulars concerning Chriftianity,
than in others, who only fpeak of it by the bye. We might at
leaft_ expet this if their treatifes were now entire; or if there
remain fome confiderable fragments of them. We might expelt
to fee there the beft reafons which Heathens had to offer againft
it, and the arguments deduced at length, and the defeéls of the
evidences of our religion, if indeed there are any. And if thofe
adverfaries employ only weak and mconclufive arguments, or

Vour. VIII. B make



2 Teftimonies of Ancient Heathense Ch, XVIL  vol. 2. p. 262.

make tfe of ridicule and calumny, we may be thence farther
confirmed in the perfuafion of the tiuth of our religion. And it
i1s very likely, that we fhould {ee frefh reafon to admire the fteadi-
nefs and perfeverance of the Chriftians of thofe times, who bore
up, and held out, againft the virulent pens of keen and witty
adverfaries; as well as againft the {fword of the magiftrate, and
the clamours of the common people, ,

The moft noted adverfaries of the Chriftian Religion, in the
firft four centuries, are Celfus, Porphyry, Hierocles, and Julian.
The three fornier wrote within the compafs of the firft three cen-
turies, and before the eftablithment of Chriftianity in the Roman
empire by Conftantine: the laft, not till after the middle of the
fourth century, and after the reigns of feveral Chriftian emperors,
Conftantine and his fons. But, befide them, there were fome
others, not fo confiderable, of whom I fhall take fome notice here.

"The principal adverfaries were Celfus, Porphyry, and Julian;
s may be inferred from the diftinét and frequent mention made
of them by ancient Chriftian writeis: who, when they are fpeak-
ing of the enemies of our religion, fometimes mention thofe
three only, without taking notice of any others. . So Jerom* in
the prefdce to his book of Illuftrious Men: and alfo in another®
place, where he likewife particularly mentions thofe learned
Chriftians who had publifhed anfwers to them. I tranferibe both
thofe places below.

It is evident from a letter of  Conftantine, that in his time
the memory of Porphyry was made infamous, and that his books
acainft the Chriftian Religion were by ediét ordered to be burnt.
There was afterwards another ediét of ¢ Theodofius the younger,
in 449, for abolifhing the writings of Porphyry, and of every
one elfe, who had written againft the Chriftian Religion.’

a Difcant igitur Celfus, Porphyrivs, Ju- .. . Julianus Avguftus feptem libros in ex-

lianus: difcant corum f{eflatores, qui pu-
tant Ecclefiam nnllos philofophos, et clo-
‘quentes, nullos habuiffe doftores, quanti ct
‘quales vint eam fundaverint, exflruxerint,
adofnaverint : et definant fidem noflram,
rufticee tantum fimplicitatis arguere, fuam.
que potius imperitiam agnofcant.  De Vir
Ill in Proam. . b Senpferunt contra
nus Celfus atque Porphyrius.  Priori Ont-
genes, alteri Methodius, Eulebius, et A-
pollinarius forafhme refponderunt.  Quo-
tum Origenes ofto feripfit ibros : Metho-
dius ufque ad decem millla procedit ver-
Tuum: Eafebius et Apolthnarnus viging
quingue et triginta volumina condiderunt,

#

peditione Parthica adverfus Chriftum cvo-
muit, ct juxta fabulas poetarum fuo fe enle
faceravit.  Hieron ad Magn. ep. 83, 2, 83,
T.iv. P. 11, p. 655. < Ap. Socrat.
H. E. 1. 1. cap. 1x. p. ge.

d Sancnnus igitur, ut omnia, quzcume-
que Porphyrius fua pulfus infania, aut qui-
vis alius contra religiofum Chriflianorum
cultum conlcriplt, apud quemcumgque in-
venta fucrint, 1igm mancipentur. Omnia
eniin  provocantia Deum ad iracundiam
[cripta, et pias mentes offendentia, ne ad
aures gqundem homimum venire volumus.
Cod. Lib. i. Tit. 1. L i, in, Vid, et
Juthnan, Nov. g2. cap. 1.

In



p. 263 Early Writers againft the Ghriflians, 3

In that edi&t Porphyry only is exprefsly mentioned. Itisa
proof of the great averfion which Chriftians had for his memery.

I do not by any means yuftity fuch proceedings ; which have
been often blamed by © learned moderns, who regret the lofs of
thofe writings. However, I do not entirely afcribe the lofs of
them to imperial edifts; but rather to the general contempt
which they foon fell under. There is a remarkable paflage in
Chryfoftorn, in which he fays, ¢ that' the books written againft
¢ Chriftianity were {o contemptible, that they had been all in a
* manner loft long ago. © Many of them perifhed almoft as foon
¢ as they appeared. But if they are ftill to be found any where,
¢ it is among the Chriftians.”

Laé&antius & makes particular mention of two perfons in his
own time, (though he does not name them,) who wrote againft
the Chriftian religion: and he fuppofeth, that there might be
others who did the Jike about the {ame time, as well as in former
times. One of the two above mentioned is fuppofed to be Hie-
rocles, who ‘wrote, as 1s computed, in the year of Chntt 303,
and was confuted by Eufebius of . Cafarea. Of lum we fhall be
obliged to take particular notice hereafter. |

But befide them, I think, there were fome others of an earlier
age, poflibly, about the fame time with Celfus, or before him.
Minucius Felix publifhed his excellent apology for the Chriftian
religion * about the year 210. It is in the form of a dialogue,
or conference, between Caecilius Natalis a heathen, and Oétavius
Januartus a Chriftian, in which Minucius fits as judge.

Cacilius, the heathen interlocutor, arguing againit the' Chrif-
tians, fpeaks to this purpofe. ¢ As'for the feaft, it is a well

¢ Hinc Porphynus, Syrus five Tyrius, Tom. i. p. 539. Bened. £ Infl,

. « . vir impnimis fubtihs et acatus, longnm
1n Chriftianos opus componebat, quod Im-
peratorum  Chriflianorum legibus periiffe
dolendum eft. Mofhem. De Reb. Ciir.
ante Conft. M. p. 561.

At facile aliquis fubferipferit virorum
doftorum judicio, qui optent exflare, et
Chriftianorum potius gloriz faturum puta-
rent, fi ad nos Porphyrn opus perveniflet.

Verum non minus ego vehementer optem
exflare opera, qua Porphyrio oppofuerant

Chniftiani do®ores antiqui: Eufebius, Me-
thodius, Apollinarius, et Philoftorgius.
Fabr. Lux. Evangel. cap. 8. p. 155.

I Arz coceles £ vy v atles rpe=
J}zy.pnm 0 YEAWSy WTE m@mlrﬁmm 1ol TR
E:@?uz TaAxl, xab apd T é‘uxﬂmm, pRe A’
avorecfas Ta wuAha. Ei & me e
ELFEEEIF 3{2#’&'9::, ‘-EI:ZFE YEiTizice; TH'}E
CUCSIRENCY JULM 715 h Ue S. Babk. Or. <.

B

l. v.cap. 2, 3,4, 5. And lee in this work
vol. iv. p. 43. b See vol.di, p.
364—3067. i Et de convivio notum
ct.  Paflfim omnes loquuotur. Id etiam
Cirtenlis noftri teftatur oravw.  Ad epulas
foleant die cocunt, cum ommbus liberis,
{ororibus, matribus, fexiis omnes homines,
ct omnms xtats. Illic poft multas epulas,
ubt convivium caluit, et incefllz libidint
cbrietatis fervor exarflit, canis, qui cande~
laliro nexus cft, jattu ollule ultra fpatium
linex, qua vinflus clt, ad tmpectum ct fal-
tm  provocatur. Sic everfo et extinflo
confcio lumine, impudentibus tenebrisnexus
infande cupiditatis involvunt per incertum
forus. Et fi non omnes operd, confcien-
ttd tamen pariter incefti: quoniam voto
univerforum appetitar, quicquid accrdere
potef 1o aty fingulorum. Min. Fel, cap o,

2 ¢ known
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¢ known.thing. Evety body talks of it. They come together
¢ upon an appointed day, with all their children, their fifters,
¢ and mother: perfons of each fex, and of every .condition.
¢ And after feeding plentifully, when the lights are put out,

¢ they praltife promifcuoufly inceft, and all manner of un-

¢ cleannefs.’

To this O&tavius refers, when it comes to his turn to {peak.
¢ Theftory,” fays* he, ¢ of the inceftuous mixtures is a mere fiction,

¢ a lye mvented by diemons.

Nor does your Fronto atteft it as

¢ a pofitive witnefs; but he flings it out in the way of reproach

€ as an orator.”

Jt hence plainly appears, that one Fronto had publifhed an
oration again{t the Chriftians, in which was that odious caluniny,
particularly taken notice of by Tertullian, and other ancient
Chriftian apologifts. Several learned men' have been of opinion,
that this Fronto 1s the fame, who was mafter in the Latin tongue
to Marcus Antoninus the™ philofopher. If {o, we may the lefs
‘wonder at that emperor’s antipathy to the Chriftians : for® Fronto
was one of his mafters, for whom lie had a high refpet. As
Antoninus’s mafter was a profefled orator and rhetorician, the con-
je€ture that he is the fame who publifhed the oration here men-

tioned, 1s very probable.

But befide this Fronto, who was of Cirtha in Numidia, ex-
prefsly mentioned both by Cecilius and Oétavius in their confe-
rence, there feem to be references to one or two more, who are
anonymous. For before Octavius mentions Fronto, he fays:
* And® he who tells againft us the fiction of our worthipping
¢ the prieft’s fecret parts, only flrives to throw fcandals upon us,
¢ which are his own, and belong to his own people.’ |

And foon afterwards: ¢ And?® now, fays Octavius, I would
¢ willingly fpeak to him, who fays, or believes, that we are ini-
¢ tiatec with the murder and blood of a child.

k It de incefto convivio fabulam gran-
“dem adverfum nos dzmonum coitio mentita
“elt, ut glonam pudiaitiz deforinis infamiz
averltone [, afperfione] macularet. . . .
Sic de 1ifle et tuus Fronto, non ut afirma-
tor teflimomum fecit, fed convivium ut
orator in{perfit.  Ib. cap. 31.

I Nam et ex cadem Afnica prodibant

bolles minime ignavi, neque improbi mi-

nus, quam vehementer caluinmatores. Qua-
Lis, ne longins abeam, fuit 1lle, cujus jam
memin, Fionto, ., . Nollem hune fuifle
Papirium Frontonem Jurifcontultum, qis
i Pandeflis Jaudater.  Sufpicor poous
fuifle Cornekium Frontonemn Rhetorem,

quem Capitolinus narrat fuifle przceptorem
M. Antonini Philofophi Imp.. .. Baldun,
in Pref. ad Min, Felic, cap. 11, Vid. et
annotata a Rigaltio in cap. 1x,

m Latinas autem liferas com Fronto orae
tor nobilifimus docuit, Eutrop. 1. viii.
cap- 12, n Sed mulium ex Ins
Frontonm detulit, cui et flatuam 1n Senatg
petist. Jul. Capitol. M. Antomin. cap. 2.

o Evam ille, qin de adorats facerdotis
virthibus adver{lus nos fabulatur, tentat in
nos conferre quie fua funt, Cap. 28,

P Ilum jan convenire, qui tittan nos
dicit, qut credit, de cade infantis et fan.

guine, Cap. 30. 1R,
Here
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Here feem to me to be two different writers, who had afperfed
the Chriftians, befide Fronto. . But whether they were profeffed
adverfaries, who wrote a book againit the Chriftians, as Fronto
did; or whether they only occafionally Rung out refletions upon
the Chriftians In fome work, the principal part of which was
fome other fubjeét, does not clearly appear. But they are’authors.,
And as they are both taken notice of by Octavius, before he comes
to Fronto, it is not unlikely, that they were at leaft as ancient as
he; and probably, not very remote in tume from Cellus, of whom
we are now to {peak more diftinctly.

I have not particularly mentioned Autolycus, to whom Theo-
philus, bifhop of Antioch, near the end of the fecond century,.
addrefled three books in the way of apology for the Chriftians.

Nor Demetrian, to whom Cyprian, bifhop of Carthage, about
the middle of the third century, wrote a letter, with the fame view ;
becaufe, though they were men of fome learning, and of fome
confideration upon account of their worldly condition, it does not
appear, that they ever wrote againft the Chniftians, but only, fo
far as we can difcern, caft refle€tions upon them in their difcourfes,
and fometimes even In the prefence of the above-mentioned bi-
thops, to whom they were not abfoiute {trangers.

C H A P. XVIIL
¢c E-L § U &

. His time, and charaticr, and his work againf? the Chriffians. 11, Paf-
Jages in Celfus, reprefenting the Fewifh expellation of the Meffiah. 11,
Puffages of Celfus, containing references to the books of the N. T, 1V,
Puffages of Celfus concerning Chrifitan facls, chicfly fuch as are recorded
m the N.T. V. Paffages of Celfus relating to the Chriflian priuciples.
VI. Paflages relating to the progrefs of the Chriflian Religion. VII,
Paflages of C.ei_/ﬁf.s, in which he chargeth the Chriffians wwith magical
practices, VI Paffages relating to Chriflian worfbip, and their religi-
cus affemblies.  1X. Paffages in Celfus concerning thofe called heretics.
X, Paflages in Gtlfus, containing calumuiesy or injurions refleclions upon
the Chriftians, X1, Remarks upon the work of Celfus agawifl the Chrif-.
tians, and upon Origen’s anfwer to it. Xl A Recapitulation of the
preceding extralls. XU Three fummaries of the fragments of the work
of Celfus preferved 1n Qrigeny, made by thice feveral learned men.

B 3 SECT-
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SECTION I
His time, and charaéler, and his work &g&fr_:/}' the Chriflians.

T rE book, which Celfus wrote againft the Chriftans, was?
entitled ¢ The true Word.” Origen® fays, he had underftood,
that there were two of this name, who were Epicureans: one
lived in the time of Nero, the other in the time of Adrian, and
afterwards. Him he takes to be the perfon who had written
againft us. | | '

Concerning Cel{us, and his work, divers learned moderns may
be © confulted |

It was a time of perfecution when he wrote: for he feveral
times {péaks ¢ of the Chriftians teaching their principles privately,
and holding aflemblies contrary to law, and hiding themfelves,
becaufé¢ they were fought for to be put to death. This leads us
“to the reign® of Marcus Antoninus the philofopher, It is alfo
very probable, that this Celfus is the fame, to whom Lucian in-
fcribed his' Alesxander or Pfeudomantts, which was not written
until after the death of the forementioned emperor. He there-
fore reached to the time of Commodus. I choofe, therefore,
upon the whole, to place him with his friend Lucian, (who will
be 1n tire nexe chapter,) n the year of Chrift 176, not far from
the end of the reian of Marcus, who died in March in the year 180.

Agamnft this adverfary of our religion Origen, at® the defire
of his friend Ambrofe, wrote an anfwer. [t was publifhed, as

P Tﬁ.ﬁf:::r zhnnn o :7:;}';:;:.:\1," 6 Ki)=
cos-  Ong. contr. Celle in Pro § 4, Be-
ned. p. . Speucer. feu Cant.

Kas wipseflpalapey £3 oo FiGAioss wasre
']u, QUi TIPEEOY fvatl svopiTa ity uwmﬂ:psu-
cas wpo Tor smifsfpapnsioy Kidow anyly
Aefor. L. vl E; 76. . 428, ct paﬂim.

b Conzr. Celf. 1.1, ¢, 8. p.q.

¢ Cav. H. L. p. 96. Fubr. B. Gr. L.
iit. cap. 33. T. 1i. p. 80g. ¢t Lux Evangel.
p. 15¢- .-'1 itlen. Ongene. art. g4.

d ]'I{.:..L:r T Ks?.ﬂ‘gd HE.?zhmw 3ot ;?H?‘.ﬁ'
L oehey Xprmsanope, ag ovfinnag
xFuGé‘m WEos aAATABS wosBperwy Xeigitrwr
CTXPL TE VEYOLLITHEYL . 1. i. E} i. Ben.
p- 4. Cant. '

Mila ~erlx @i T8 wgupe Xpeiaseg 1o
epeoxorlz exvlons worsy xas Moaoasiv ama,
ks ol 8 uzlyy Tolo woigay, s drafepeves
T enyinuerny avios; diwny T8 Saraly. L.
1. § 3. p. 5. :

Ty 8 zxzy wAayvdas wic &l 2.ceSeerwv,
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§ 69. p. 424,
L '~'-9 Ur: u.i cft, Ccllus, quem confutat Ori-
genes, {uum zands 2ofey [cribere non potuit
ante Marct Aureln 1mperium, quando-
quidem tefte Ornigine L. v. n. 62. non lolum
In_co opere meminerat Marcionitarum,
qui circa annum Chrifti 142 orti funt, fed
ut Marcelhanorum, qui nomen trahebant a
Marcelltna quadam ¢x Carpocratianorum
fefta multere, quz tefte Irenzo Iib. 1. cap.
2. Romam venit fub Aniccto polt annum
Chnftt 157. Venfimile autem adinodom
eft illum hoc opus compofuiffe ardente
Marci Aurelii adver{us Chriftianos perfes
cutione, fiqutdem tefie Origine hb. vii.
pum. 6g. Chriflianos afferic ubique latere,
ut mortis, ad quam qucecbantur, peniculum
evaderent.  Benedittin, Monitam ad hibros
Origems contr. Cell. p. 913,

f Luctan. T, 1. p. 736, cdit, Gr.

g Contr, Celll, 1n Pr. ct fub fin. libn
oclavi ¢t ulimz,

{fome
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{ome think; in the year 246, accordirig to others in 249, an ex-
cellent work, greatly efteemed and celebrated, not only by Eu--
febius and Jerom, but alfo by many judicious moderns, particu
larly Du Pin: who fays, ¢ it ® is polite and methodical ; not only
¢ the beft work of Origen, but the completeft and beft wnitten®
¢ apology for the Chrifhian religion, which the ancients have
¢ left us,” i
This apology of Origen confifts of eight books, undoubtedly
thus divided by that great mafter himfelf, that each book might
be perufed at a fingle reading, without difguit or wearinefs, But
_ the Beneditines have now divided the hooks into fections ; which
s a very ufeful and acceptable fervice, |
As Celfus undertook a laboured argument againft the Chrittians,
and he wrote {o late as the time of Marcus Antoninus, when too
the Chriftians were openly perfecuted, and their affairs were ren-
dered better known by the perfecution itielf, and by the apologies
then made for them; we may reafonably expect to find in his
work many things which may be now of great ufe to us: none,
however, more valuable, than the teftimony here given to thé
books of the New Teftament. As Chryfoftom fays: ¢ Celfus*
¢ and Bataneotes {meaning Porphyry) are fufficient witneffes to
¢ the antiquity of our books. For, I prefume, they did not op-
¢ pole writings which have been publifhed fince their own time.”
As our colletions from the remains of Celfus, preferved in
Origen, will be large and various, it is very proper to divide
them into {everal fetions,

S ECT1ON II
Paffages in Celfusy reprefenting the Fewifh expefation of the Meffiab,

Nor ought it to be thought at all ftrange, that we find fome

things in Celfus concerning this matter, becaufe in a large part of
his work he perfonated a Jew.

1. ¢ But* my prophet faid formerly at Jerufalem, that the
‘ Son of God will come a judge of good men, and a punither
‘ of the wicked.’

Upon this Origen has divers obfervations, fhewing, that thefe
words are improperly put in the mouth of a Jew. Fiurft, he {ays,
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that the Chrift was not prophefied of by one, but by many. Se-
condly, if by ¢ my prophet’ be meant Mofes, here is another
abfurdity: for the name of Jerufalem was not known in his time.
Thirdly, no Jew would fay, that any prophet foretold the coming
of ¢ the Son of God,” but the coming of ¢ the Chrift of God.’
Not that we deny, fays Origen, that the coming of the Son of
God was foretold : but no Jew would allow of this. |

2. ¢ Thete! are innumerable, fays the Jew in Celfus, who con-
¢ fute Jefus, affirming, that of themfelves were faid thofe things

¢ which were prophefied of concerning him:’ that 1s, concerning

the perfon who was to come.

But thofe were impoftors, as Theudas, and {ome others, who
affirmed without proof: who neither faid, nor performed fuch
things as Jefus had done; as Origen™ well fhews.

3. ¢ And, fays he, " how could we, who had told all men,
¢ there would come one from God, who fhould puniih the
¢ wicked, treat him injurioufly when he came.’

4. ¢ But® the Jew in Celfus fays: For what reafon could we
¢ rejeét him, whom we had before fpoken of. Was 1t, that we
¢ might be punithed more feverely than other men ¢’

5. ¢ The? Jew adds: The prophets fay, that he who 1s to

¢ come, 15 great, and a piince, and lord of all the earth, and of
¢ all nations, and of armies.’
6. ¢ The? Jew i Celfus fays: What god ever came to men,
who did not obtain acceptance, efpectally, 1f he came to them
¢ who expefted him? Or, why fhouid he not be acknowledged
¢ by them, who had long before expeéted him ?

7. ¢ Afterwards * the Jew, reprefenting their fentiments, fays
¢ For we certainly expedt a refurreétion of the body, and eternal
¢ life: of which he who is to be fent to us, is to be a pattern :
¢ and thereby to fhew, that it i1s not impoflible for God to raife
¢ up a man with a body.” But Origen makes a doubt, whether
any Jews would {ay this of their expeted Mefliah.

8. ¢ Afterwards® Celfus in his own perfon fays: That the con-
¢ tention between the Chriftians and the Jews 1s very filly; and
< thar all our difpute with one another about Chrift, is no better
¢ than about the fhadow of the afs, according to the proverb.
¢ And he thinks, the whole queftion 1s of no importance: both
¢ fides believing, that it had been forerold by the Spirit of God,
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¢ that 2 Saviour of mankind is to come. But they do not agree,
¢ whether he who has been prophefied of, 1s come, or not.’ +
g. There* are other places, where Celfus {peaks of this fame
matter. Perhaps fome of them may appear hereafter in our
fourth feCtion. Here is enough to thew, that the Jewifh expeta~
tion of & great perfon pmphcf_md qf, was a thing well known
and that this expectation was in being before the appearance of
Jefus in the world. And indeed thew having generally fuch an
expectation 1n the time of Celfus, 15 an argument, that they had
it before the coming of Jefus: for they would not have taken up
{uch a notion from his followers.
" 10. I muft not go from this fection, without putting down a re-
markable obfervation of Origen, that ¥ the Jews did not join John

(the Baptift) with Jelus, and made a difference between the death
of each of them.

S ECTION IL

Puffages of Celfus containing roferences to the books of the New Teflament.

r. In fome of thefe paffages we fhall obferve our feriptures
fpoken of in general; in others there will be references to par-
ticular texts. -

». < After that,”? fays Origen, ¢ the Jew mn Celfus goes on in this
¢« manner: [ could fay many things concerning the affairs of Je-
« {us, and thofe true too, different from thofe written by the dif-
¢ ciples of Jefus. DBut I purpofely omit them.’ '

[t it not eafy to believe, that the Jew, or Celfus, would have
done fo, if he could have contradicted the diiciples, upon good
evidence, in any material points. This 1s only an oratorical
flourith, as Origen well obferves.

Celfus by ¢ difciples of Jefus' does not mean his followers in
general: for them he calls Chriftians, or believers, or the like.
e therefore here ufeth that term in the moft {triét and proper
fenfe, for thofe who had been taught by Jefus himfelf, that is,
his apoftles and their companions.

We hence learn, that in the time of Celfus there were books
well known, and allowed to be written by ¢ the dufciples of Jefus !’
which books contained a hiftory of Him, and his teaching, doc-
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trine, and works. The books here intended, undoubtedly, are
the gofpels: and, poflibly, there may be here alfo a reference to

the Ats of the apoftles. .

3. ¢ Then’ fays Origen, he accufeth the difciples, and fays
¢ It is a filtion of theirs, that Jefus foreknew and foretold all
¢ things, which befel him.” . | ;

He refers to our gofpels, in which it is often related, that Jefus
fpoke of his fufferings before hand, and likewife of the things
that fhould befal his difciples, who were to be brought before
kings and rulers for his name fake. |

4. ¢ Afterwards ¢ he fays, that fome of the believers, asif
¢ they were drunk, take a liberty to alter the gofpel, from the
¢ firft writing, three or four ways, or oftener, that when they are
¢ prefled hard, and one reading has been confuted, they may
¢ difown that, and flee to another.’ *

So that there was an ancient original account: but the be-

lievers, or Chriftians of after times, had altered it, he fays, to
ferve a purpofe. But that is only a general charge, which is of
no value, without particular inftances; which, fo far as we can
perceive from Origen, Celfus did not fpecify. Origen, by way
of anfwer, fays, he did not know of any who had altered the
aofpel, befide the followers of Marcion and Valentinus; and per-
haps TLucanus: and that this is not the fault of the word itfelf,
but of thofe who had been {o daring as to corrupt the gofpels:
and that the fault of thofe men, who introduce new opinions,
ought not to be laid to the charge of genuine Chriftianity.

However, we hence perceive, that there were ancient written
hiftories of our Saviour, compolfed by his own difciples. Not is
their genuinenefs difputed, but allowed of, as well known.

5. < The® Jew i Celfvs,” fays Origen, ¢ fhuts up that argu-
¢ ment in this manner. - Thefe things, then, we have alleged
¢ to you out of your own writings, not needing any other wit-
¢ nefles. Thus you are beaten with your own weapons.’

6. Origen exprefsly fays, ¢ That® Celfus quoted many things
¢ out of the gofpel according to St. Matthew, as the ftar that
¢ appeared at the nativity of Jefus, and other wonderful things.’
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v, Celfus  fays, the compofers of the genealogies of Jefus,
¢ were very extravagant in making him to defcend from the firft
¢ man, and the Jewith kings. And he thinks he fays fomewhat
¢ very extraordinary, when he obferves, that the carpenter’s wife -
¢ was ignorant of her high original.

Celfus plainly refers to both St. Matthew’s and St. Luke’s
aofpels : for he fpeaks of compofers of the genealogy in the plu-
ral number: and St. Luke only has carried up our Saviour’s £
nealogy to the firft man. ~ See Matt. ch. 1. and Luke iii.

8. ¢ They® have likewife fuch precepts as thele, Refiff not
. & him that injures you: and, if @ man flrike thee, as his phrafe is,
< on the one cheek, offer to bim the ather alfe. 'That is an_old fay-
¢ ing: but here 1t is exprefled 1n a more homely manner.” Then
he quotes a paffage from Plato’s Crito to the like purpofe.

Celfus here refers to our Saviour’s, fermon upon the mount, as
it is called, and particularly to Matt. v. 39. But I fay unto you,
that ye refiff not evil: but whofoever (ball finite thee on the right
cheek,. turn to bim the other alfs. See hkewife Luke vi, 29, Cel-
fus fays, the fame thing had been faid before, and better exprefled.
This is not a place to enter into controverfy upon that head.
But Origen anfwers very well: ¢ That” thefe precepts of Je-
¢ fus thus exprefled, as Celfus fays unpolitely, alpoixdlepos, have
¢ been more beneficial in life than Plato’s difcourfe in Crito, of
¢ which the vulgar have never heard, and hardly they, who have
¢ gone through a courfe of | Greek philofophy.’ |
g. < He! finds fault with Jefus after this manner. He threat-
ens, and feebly reproaches, when he fays: #oe unto you: and
I foretel unto you. ~For thereby he plainly confeffeth his difability
to perfuade: which 1s fo far below a god, that it is even un-
worthy 2 wile man.’

I need not fay, that here are references to our gofpels, But
thefe are poor remarks.

10, * Celfus* afks, why we may not worfhip angels, and d=-
¢ mons, and heroes? Why, the only reafon, he fays, is, becaufe
¢ 3t is impoffible to ferve two mafters. '

He refers to fome text, where are thofe words, either Matt.
vi. 24. or Luke xvi. 13, This maxim Celfus has endeavoured to
expofe! {feveral umes.
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11. ¢ O light, ® O truth, fays the Jew in Celfus: Jefus with

¢ his own mouth exprefsly declares thefe things, as you have re-

¢ corded it, that there will come unto you other men, with like
wonders, wicked men, and impoftors.’

Undoubtedly, he refers to fome of our Saviodt’s predi&ions
concerning the coming of deceivers, and falfe prophets : as Matt.
vil. 1§. xxiv. 11. 24. Mark xut. 22. And the genuinenefs of
the evangelical hiftories 1s here clearly acknowledged: they are
here alleped as containing our Lord’s own words there recorded,
And ™ in other places Celfus has taken notice of fuch like pre-
dictions of our Saviour. | |

12. In another place Celfus 1s arguing, that Mofes and Jefus,
though both are faid to be {ent from God, do not agree. ¢ Mofes*
¢ encourageth the people to get riches; and deftroy their enémies,
¢ But his Son, [meaning® ¢ the Son of God,”] the Naza-
© reean man, delivers quite contrary laws, Nor will he admit a
¢ rich man, or one that affe¢ts dominion, to have accefs to his
¢ Father. Nor will he allow men fo take more care for food, or
< treafure, than the ravens: nor to provide for clothing, fo much as
¢ the lilies: and to him that bas fmitten once, be direts to offer, that
€ be may finite agam. |

Befide the quotation from Matt. v. 39. or Luke vi. 29. which
we had before, here are plain references to Matt. vi. 26. Bebold
2he fowls of the air. For they fow wot, neither do they reap, wor
gather into barns.* Yet your heavenly Father feedcth them. And
ver. 28. Wby take ye thought for rasment ! Confider the lilies of the
field ... or to Luke xil 24. ... 27. Confider the ravens, For they
neither fow, nor reap. Which neither bave flore-houfe, nor barn,
o« » Confrder the lilies, how they grow. . . .

As to what Celfus fays of our Lord’s difcouraging the feeking
of riches, power, honour 1t is indeed the tenour of our Lord’s
do@rine in his difcourfes, that we are to feek the kingdvin of bea-
ven, aid its righteoufiefs, in the firft place. Matt.vi. 33, And he
condemns the feeking, principally, that honour which.comes
from men. John v. 44, And in Luke vi. 24. he fays: #oe un-
lo you that are fich: for you have recerved ycur confolation: the
very fame chapter, in which he fays, at ver. 29. Aud ‘unto him
that finiteth thee on one cheek offer alfo the other.  Which are the
very words to which Celfus feems to refer.
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And he calls our Saviour, ¢ the Nazarean man,” or man of
Nazareth, referring to fome’texts of the gofpels, or the Adts,
where Nazareth is mentioned, as the place of our Lord’s educa-
tion and abode, till he appeared publicly inthe world. See Matt.
i, 23. iv. 13. Mark &L 9. Luke 1. 26. 1. 4. 39. 51. iv. 16,
And he is often fpoken of as ¢ the Prophet of Nazareth,” as
Matt. xxi. 11. Mark 1. 24. x. 47. Luke xwviil, 37. xxiv. 19,
John 1. 48. xix. 19. Aés i. 22. 1l 6. and elfewhere. This
chara&er of Jefus, therefore, Celfus learned from the hiftorical
books of the New Teftament, though he 1s plealed to mention
At in the way of contempt.

13. ¢ Of that? faying of Jefus, that it is eafier for a camel ta
< ¢q through the eye of a f:fedf_e, than for a rich man to enter into the
< kingdom of God, he fays, 1t was planly taken from Plato: bus
¢ Jefus had fpoiled the obfervation-of Plato, who fays: To be
¢ very good and very rich is impoffible.” I

Here was in Celfus a reference to Matt. xix. 24. or Mark x.
2¢. or. Luke xviil. 24. where that expreffion is recorded.  Origen
has feveral good remarks upon this paffage of Cellus. He fays,
it muft appear ridiculous, not only to the followers of Jefus, but
likewife to all other attentive perfons, to fay, that Jefus had read
Plato: when, according to the true records of his faithful dif-
ciples, he was a Jew, educated among the Jews, fuppolfed to bg
the fon of a carpenter, who had never been inftruéted neither in
Greek, no nor Hebrew learning. And he likewife afks, if that
obfervation of Plato does not juftify all that our Lord fays in the
gofpels concerning moderating our regards for riches, and other
worldly goods ?

14. ¢ He® fays, it 15 a faying of ours, that God was fent to
¢ finners. And he afks: But why was he not fent to thofe who
¢« were free from fin? What harm 1s 1it, not to have finned ? God
¢ accepts an unrighteous man, it he humbleth himiclf for his
¢ wickednefs: but a righteous man, who has prathfed virtue
¢ {rom the beginning, if he looks up to him, he will not accept.’

Here is a manifeft reference to what our Lord fays in feveral
of the polpels: I came not to call the righteous, but fimners to re-
pentaice. Matt, 1x. 13. Mark 1. 17. Luke v, 32. and likewife to
the parable of the pharifee and the publican, which laft food afar
offy apd would not fo much as lift ap bis eyes to beaven, and went
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dotin #o bis bou ; (from the ternple,) Juﬁy?ed rather than the other.,
Luke xviil, g. ... 14.

Origen makes good anfwers to thefe cavils, which well deferve
to be perufed: but I muft not ftay to tranfcribe them.
" 15. He alfo adds: But Celfus infinuates, that we give this
¢ encouragenent to finners, becaufe we are not able to perfuade
¢ any really good and honeft men; and therefore we open the
¢ doots to the moft wicked and abandoned.’ ¢ But, fays* Ori-
¢ gen, If any men will with a tolerable degree of equity examine
¢ our converfions, he may fee, that we have among us more of
¢ fuch as were converted from no very bad life, than of fuch as
¢ were abandoned.’
- 16. ¢ Celus,” fays® Ornigen, ¢ omitting thofe things that thew
¢ the divinity of Jefus, reproacheth him with thofe things that
¢ are written of him in. the oolpels, his deriders, the purple robe,
€ the crown of thorns, and the reed n bis band.”  Matt. xxvil,
Mark xv. Luke xxiil. John xix. ¢ Whence* did you learn thefe
things, Celfus, but from the ‘gofpels, fays Origen, and tells
him, that" inftead of ridiculing thefe things, he ought to ad-
mire the veracity of thofe who wrote them, and the greatnefs
of him, who voluntarily fuffered fuch things for the good of
men, and bore all with meeknefs and patience: for it is no
where written, that he bemoaned himfelt, or that he faid, or
did any thing mean and abject, when he was condemned.” -
And juft before Celfus had faid: ¢ But*® neither did he who
¢ condemned him {uffer any thing like Pentheus, who ran mad,
¢ and was torn to pieces.’
¢ He does not confider, fays Orlgen, that Jefus was not fo
much condemned by Pilate, who knew that foi envy the Fews
bhad delivered him, as.by the Jewifh people: for which caufe
théy have been condemned by God, and have been difperfed
and {fcattered over the whole earth more than Pentheus. And
why does he defignedly omit what is recorded concerning the
wife of Pilate, who fent to him, faying, Have nothing to do with
“ that juft man: for I bave fuffered many things this day in a drean,
¢ becaufe of him. Matt. xxvii. 19. So writes Origen. But Eu-

febius {ays, that” Pontius Pilate met with many troubles, and at
Jaft made away with himfelf.
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18, ¢ He? pretends,” fays Origen, ¢ that Chriftians argue mi-
¢ ferably, when they fay, that the Son of God is the Word him-
¢ felf : and he thinks, heé makes good his charge, in that after
¢ we have affirmed the Son of God to be the Word, we do not
¢ fhew him to be a pure and holy Word, but a miferable man,
¢« condemned, {courged, and crucified.’ |

Where, as 1 apprehend, Celfus referred to St. John’s gofpel,
in which, at the beginning, Jefus is {poken of as the Word, and
at the end, as indeed in all the gofpels, his crucifixion is related. -

rg. By way of ridicule Celfus fpeaks ¢ of * the blood, which
"« flowed from the body of Jefus when on the crofs.” Referring,
a5 Origen juftly fuppofes, to John xix. 34.

20. The Jew, in Celfus, having referred to fome heathen fto-
ries, or rather fables, turns himfelf to Jefus: ¢ But® you, what
‘ oood or wonderful thing, either in word or deed, did you per-
¢ form? You thewed us nothing, though they called upon you
¢ in the temple to give fome manifeft fign, that you were the
¢« Son of God.’ |

Here is, I think, a reference to John x. 23, 24. And Fefus
walked in the temple, in Solomon’s porch.  Then came the Fews
round about him, and foid unto him : How long doeff thou make us to
dendt ? If thou be the Chrift, tell us plainly. See alfo John i1, 18.

21, ¢ After® this he adds,’” fays Origen: ¢ To the fepulchre of
¢ Jefus there came two angels, as 1s faid by fome, or, as by others,
one only. He had obferved, I think, that Matthew and Mark
“ mention one only, Luke and John two. But,’ fays Origen,
¢ thofe things are not contrary to each other; they are eafily re-
“ conciled.”  See Matt, xxvii, 2. Mark xvi. 5. Luke xxiv. 4.
Jolin xx. 12. . |

Origen fuppofed, therefore, that Celfus had read all our four
gofpels : which, indeed, appears to me to be very probable, from
the colle¢tions which we have made. And their genuinenefs is here
acknowledged. Thefe hiftonies of Jefus were written by his own
difciples, the apoftles and their companions, as we now fay, and
as has been faid by all Chriftians 1n general from the beginning,

22, ¢ But? Celfus, who has often derided a refurreétion, which
* he did not underftand, nor contented with what he had already
¢ faid, adds, that we expeét a refurrettion of the fieth from wood ;
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¢ perverting, as I fuppofe, what is figuratively faid: By wood
: Yor By a tree) came death: and by a tree comes life. By Adam
< came deatb but life by Chriff. 1 Cor. xv. 22. ‘Then playing
¢ upon the word, wood, he endeavours to expofe it in two re-
¢ {pedts, and fays, F‘ that wood is honoured by us, either becaufe
& our mafter was faftened to a crofs, or becaufe he was a car-
« penter by trade.” In anfwer to which Origen fays: That Jefus
¢ himfelf 1s no where called a carpenter in any of the gofpels re-
¢ ceived by the church.’

Whence it came to pafs that Origen faid thiis is not certain s
whether 1t be a fllp of memory, or whether the copies ufed by
him had caspentes’s Joir: for in all the Greek manufcripts in gene-
ral Jefus 1s called a carpenter, 1n Mark vi. 3. as in our verfion,
-1 fuppofe, that this paffage may afford good proof, that Celfus
had feen and read St. Mark’s, as well a3 the other gofpels.

. « Some*® of them fay: Do not examine, but believe : and
‘ z‘by ffzztb fhall fave thee: and the wifdons of this wirld is evil,
 and folly good.”

Afterwards Origen quotes from Celfus the fame faying in this
manner: ¢ Wifdom " in life is evil, and folly good.” In another
place Celfus fays, that we fay: W7 jdom in men is foolifbnels with
God : whereas, fays Ornigen, Paul fays: The <wifdom of ihis
sworld 15 fooltfbriefs with God.

Nor can 1t be queﬂ:lﬂned that Celfus referred to St. Paul’s
firft epiftle to the Corinthians. See 1 Cor. iil. 19. And compare
1 Cor. 1. 19.... 31.

n4. Here I may take a refletion of Cel{us upon the Chriftians,
which is in thefe terms. ¢ Thefe® he fays, are our ifftitutions
¢ Let not any man of learning come hither, nor any wile man,
¢ nor any man of prudence; for thefe things, he fays, are reck-
¢ oned evil by us : but if any man be unlearned, if he is ignorant,
¢ if he is filly, let him come without fear. Thus acknowledging,
¢ that thele are the men who are acceptable to their God; and
¢ thereby manifefting, that they are neither willing, nor able to
¢ gain any but the foolifh, the vulgar, the ftupid, flaves, women.
¢ and children.”

- To which, befide many other things, Origen anfwers, < Celfus
< without resfon chargeth us, as it we faid: Let not any man
¢ of learning, any wife man, any difcreet perfon come to us.
¢ Yea, let the learned, the wife, the difcreet come, if he will:
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¢ but let him alfo come who is unlearned, and uninftruéted and*
< ignorant, and foolith: for fuch likewife the word undertakes to
< heal, (or promifeth to heal) if they are willing, and will pre-
¢ pare themielves for the divine acceptance.’

¢ For it is falfe, that the foolifh, the ignorant, the vulgar, and
¢ {laves, and women, and children, are the only perfons, whom
the teachers of the divine word are defirous to perfuade. Such
¢ indeed the divine word calls, that it may improve them ; but
¢ it calls alfo thofe who are of very different charalers: for our
< Saviour Jefus Chrift 1s the Savionr of all men, efpecially of their
¢ that believe, whether they are wife, or fimple.” 1 Tim. 1v. 10.

For certain, that 1s a mufreprefentation of the Chriftian inftitu-
rion, wherein all who are willing, are called, and nvited, to come,
and learn, and partake of the bleflings appertaining to it, as ap-
pears from Matt, x1. 22....30. See alio Rev, xxi, r7. And
prefently afterwards Origen fays, ¢ there™ 1s no harm in being
¢ learned : for learning leads to virtue.’

ac, ¢ If, 'ays Celfus, thofe idols are nothing, what harm can
“ there be to partake in their feafts ? If they are demons, then no
¢ doubt they are of God; and they are to be believed and ho-
“ noured according to the laws, and to be prayed to, that they
‘ may be propitious to us.’

Ongen, with good reaion, fuppofeth, that Celfus here has an
eve to 1 Cor vill. 4. 10, 11. As concermng therefore things offered
to idols, we kiow, that an idel is nothing in the world.  And what
follows.

26. ¢ Notwithftanding ™ the many divifions and contentions-
“ which there are among them, fays Celfus, you may hear them
“all faying: The world is crucified unto e, and I uuto the world.”
Which are the very words of Gal. vi. 14.

27. ¢ Some™ of them, he fays, will neither give, nor receive
“ a realon of the things which they believe.’

[t 15 St. Peter’s advice, 1 ep. iil. 15, 4nd be always ready to
grve an anfwer to every one that affeth you a reafon of the bope ibat
15 1 you. Whether Celfus alluded to that place, we cannot fay
policively ; though it is not improbable.

28. ¢ After® thefe things, fays Origen, he {peaks to us in this
“ manner : Surely, you will not fay, that when he could not per-
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- € fuade thofe that were here, he went to Hades, to perfuade thofe
¢, who- ar¢. there. , - »

- St. Peter fays, I €p- i, 1 9, 20." By wbzcb alﬁa e wenty and
pf eached to the [pirits in prifon, which fome time were difobeaient, and

what follows. There feems to be a reference to this text. And
Gelfus was aware, they would fay fomething like to-what he fays,
¢ furely . you will not fay:" and his apprehenﬁon might be-built
upon thlb text. And in Orlﬂen s next fection tht:IC follows a
quotation from Celfus, which may confirm this fuppofition ; but
1t would be too prolix to enlarge farther here. -

. Celius chargeth the Chriftians with having grofs appre-
hcnhons of God: ¢ He? fays, we expect. to lee “God with the
< eyes of the body, and to hear his voice with our ears, and to
_handle him with our fenﬁble hands.”

- St. John fays, 1 ep. 1. 1. That which was. from the Mgz.-mmg
which we have heard, ..szr:b we bave [een with our eyes, which we
bave looked upon, and our bands bave bandled of the word of life.

" And 1. 2. We fball fee bim, as he is. Whether Cellus referred
to either of thole places, I cannot fay pofitively.

30, I fhall alleﬂre no more paflages from Celfus concerning the
books .of the New Teftament: many more references to them
will appear in the next feion. In thofe already cited are plain
references to the gofpels, and to feveral of St. Paul's cpiftles, if
not.alio to the epiffles of St. Peter and St. John. We are affured
by Cclﬁm, that there were hiftories of Jefus, ¢ written by his dif-
“ ciples:’ and that thefe books were well known, and in high
eftcem with Chriftians, We have feen plan references to the
golpels of Matthew, Luke, and John : and probably, he had read,
and was acquainted with Mark’s alfo. Nor is there fo much as
a pretence or infinuation, that the later Chriftians, of Celfus’s
age, had forged thofe hiftories to do honour to Jelus. IHe only
ﬁws, that tht_y had altered fome things : but of that he produced
no proof. .

SECTION IV

P’Iﬁ!gu of C: Yus concevising Chriftian Falfs, c}mﬁy ﬁ:d: as are rfrara’m' i1
tbe New Teflament.

-

1. & It is but a few years, fays ? Celfus, fince He [Jefus] de-
< livered this doftrine, who is now reckoned by the Chnftians
¢ 10 be the Son of God”’ -
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~ Never the worfe for that: if Jelus had not been acknowledged
to be the Son of God, foon after his coming, he ought never
to have been fo acknowledged. But he was efteemed to be lo,
when the evidences, which he produced, might be examined.
As there were many in divers parts of the wor Id, who foon owned
his divine miffion and character, notwithftanding many outward
difcouragements, there 1s reaion to believe, ﬂm they had good
evidences of ir. Origen anfwers very well: ¢ That Jefus had by
¢ his doftrine fo affecred many in different parts of the world,
¢ Greeks and Barbarians, wife and unwile, that they had con-
¢ tended tor Chrifhanity. even unto death.’ -

2. In another place® Cellus calls Jefus ¢ thc firft author of this
‘ fﬂdltlen *

3. ¢ After this,” * fays Origen, ¢ he brmgs In his Jew, arguing
¢ againft Jefus 1n this manner. Firlt, that he pretended, he was’
 born of virgin : then he reproachetiy lnm with his birth in a
¢ Jewrth vﬂlarre and of a poor woman oi that country, who®*
¢ {ubfifted by the labour of her hands. And he fays, fhe was

¢ put away by her hufband, who was a carpenter by trade, he
¢ having found, that fhe was guilty of adultery. Then he fays,
¢ that h.wmﬂ' been turned out of doors by her hufband, the wan-
 dered about in a fhameful manner, till the had brought forth
¢ Jefus n.an obfcure place, and that he being in want, ferved in
“ Egypt for a.livellhood ; and having there learned fome charms,
‘ fuch as the Egyptians are fond of, “he returned-home : and then
‘ valuing himfelf upon thofe charms, [powers,] he fet up him-
< lf for 2 God.” :

4. Farther, Origen fays, ¢ that* this fiCtitious pmfbn of a Jew
¢ fays, that the mother of Jefus, being great with child, was put
“ away by the carpenter, who had efpoufcd her, he haf.'mcr O~
¢ vi¢ted her of adultery with a foldier named Pantheras.” But
Origen feems not to give us here the words of Celfus exaétly.
However, afterwards Celus goes on: ¢ Was* the mother of
“ Jelus handfome, that God fhould be in love with her beauty ?
“ It1s unworthy of God, .to fuppofe him to be taken with a cor-

rupLible body, or to be in love with a woman, whether fhe be
‘ ot royal defcent, or otherwife.’

5. In another place ¥ Celfus 1ays' ¢ But 1f God would fend
( fOI th a {puit from himfelf, what need had he to breathe him
“ 1nto the womb of a woman-? For, fince he knew how to make
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¢ men, he might have formed a body for this fpirit, and not caft
¢ his own fpirit into fuch filth.’

6. From all which we learn, that there did then obtain among
Chriftians fuch an account of the miraculous conception of Jefus,
as we now have in the gofpels: that he was born of a virgin, Jy
the power of the Higheft : that her hufband was a carpenter, that
Jefus was born in a village, or town of Judea, which was not
then of any great extent, and alfo that he was in Egypt, and re-
turned thence : and that there were fome extraordinary works re-
Jated to be done by him afterwards: upon account of which he
was 1n the hlgheﬂ: veneration with many. See Matt. 1. and 1,
Lukei.and 1. = -

Origen® fays very well, that the ftory of Pantheras is a filly
and improbable fiction, the forgery of blind malice, to overthrow
the credit of the miraculous conception of Jefus. And he ap-
peals to Celfus, and all the Greeks and Barbarians in general,
whether 1t was a all likely, that a perfon, whofe great dcﬁgn wa
to deliver men from the corruptions of this world, and who had
{ucceeded to a great degree, in converting men from their vices,
fhould not have fo much as a’legitimate birth? It was much
more likely that it fhould be of an extraordinary kind, fuch as
that received by Chriftians.

However, it was no hard matter for malictous enemies, fuch

as the Jews were, to whom Celfus had applied for {candal, to
frame a different account from that of the difciples: concerning
which I fhall only fay farther, that undoubtedly, at firft, Mary
only knew, that the child was conceived in her by a divine inter-
pofition, without the coricurrence of a man. It is probable, that
the account given by her 1s true, In that her hufband was con-
vinced of 1t, and fully fatisfied about it, as appears from the evange-
hfts. Their account 1s {upported by all the great works done by
Jefus, and by his refurreétion from the dead and by the mi-
racles of his apoftles, and by the wonderful fuccefs and great
effets of s doctrine 1 the world.  This 15 faid for the truth of
the miraculous birth of the L.ord Jefus.

As to the fitnefs of it, I would obferve, that there is no abfur-
dity in the evangelifts account of this matter: and we may do
Celfus the juftice to own, that he does not deny the poflibility of it.

7, « After thefe things,” fays® Origen, the Jew in Celfus, in-
¢ ftead of the Magtans in the gafpels fays: It was given out by
¢ Jelus, that Chaldeans ‘were moved at the time of his birth, to
¢ co.:ne, and worthip him, as a God, when he was but a httle |
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¢ child, and that ** this was told to Herod the tetrarch; who
¢ iffued out an order to have all killed, who had been born there
¢ about that time, intending to kill him with the reft, left if he
¢ fhould live to mature age, he fhould take the government.’

It cannot be queftioned, but that here is a reference to the
hiftory in the fecond chapter of St. Matthew’s gofpel.  We are
not to wonder, that Celfus, who was pleafed to'confider Jefus as
an impoftor, fhould fay, that this, or fome other things in the
gofpels, © were given out,” or invented by Jefus himfelf, by whom
therefore his difciples were decetved. But that is only faid, not
proved : for it is unreafonable to fuppofe, that the difciples fhould
preach Jefus at the hazard of their lives, without any good evi-
dences ‘of his divine muffion and charaéter. There are many
areat things related of Jefus in the gofpels, which the difciples
muft have certainly known whether they were true, or not,
Moreover, it would have been in vain for Jefus, or his difciples,
at that time, to tell a ftory of Chaldeans, or 77ife men of the Eaft,
coming to Jerufalem to worfhip a new-born child, and of Herod’s
thereupon putting to death a great number of children in an ad-
jacent village, unlefs it had been true, and matter of falt; ef-
pecially with fo many circumftances as are put into the narrative
by St. Matthew. |

8. ¢ Afterwards® the Jew in Celfus addrefles Jefus, and fays:.
¢ What occafion had you, when an infant, to be carried into
¢ Egypt, left you fhould be killed? A God has no reafon to be
¢ afraid of death. And now an angel comes from heaven to di-
ret you and your relations to flee into Egypt, left you fhould-
be taken up and put to death; as if the great God, who had
already fent two angels upon your account, ‘could not have
“ preferved you, his own Son, in fafety at home.’

Here 1s another manifeft reference to the hiftory in the fecond
chaprer of St. Matthew : but there 1s nothing folid in this ob-
jection of Celfus. Jefus being a man, born of a woman, he
was expofed to dangers, as other men are. And it was more
agreeable to divine wifdom and goodnefs, that Jefus thould fome-

{
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bility of the evangelical lflory, in tife
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times decline dangers, than that his enemies thould be deftroyed.
See Matt. i1, 13. and compare ch. 1. . -

In another place Celfus has thefe words: ¢ But¥ * if. he [Hea
 rod] was afraid, that when you was come of age, you fhould
“ reign in his ftead : why did you not reign when you was of age?
* But fo far from that, the fon of God wanders about, criaging
° ike a neceflitous bcggar.’ Or, as fome may choole 1t {thould
be rendered: ¢ Skulking from place to place, as if he was afraid
¢ of being taken up.’ . - -

Thefe expreflions.are very irreverent: but they contain another
tefamony to the fecond chapter of St. Matthew’s.goipel.

9. ¢ But® that it may not be fufpeéted,” fays Origen, ¢ that we
¢ pals by any chapters becaufe we have no anfwer at hand : I have
¢ thought it beft, according to my ability, to confute every
¢ thing propofed by him: not fo much obferving the natural or-
¢ der of things, but the order which he has taken himfelf. Let
“ us fee therefore what he fays, denying that the IHoly-Spuit
was feen by our Saviour mn the fhape of a dove. It is the Jew,
who {till goes on, addrefling“himfelf to him, whom we .own
for oyr Lord. You fay, that when you was wathed by John,
there lighted upon you the appearance of a bird. ‘The Jew
adds : What! credible witnefs has faid, that he faw this? or
who heard the voice from heaven, declaring you to be the Son
of God, excepting yourfelf; and, if you are to. be credited,
one other of thole, who have been punifhed like yourfelf.”
‘This paffage bears tetimony to many things recorded in the
golpels: our Saviour’s baptifin by John: that John, as well as
our Saviour, had fuffered a violent death: that according to the
difciples of Jefus, who had written his hiftory, when he was bap-
tized, the Holy Ghoft defcended like a dove, and abode upon
him; and there was a voice from heaven, declaring him to be
the Son of God, or the Mefliah. Cel{us may have referred to
{everal of the gofpels, but, as it feems, more particularly to John
L. 32y 33. Anud Fobi bare record, faying : I faw the Spirit defcending
Jiom beaven, like a deve, and it abede upon him.  And what follows.

Origen’s anfwer to this 18 prolix: toward the conclufion of
which he fays: € 1¢ muft add, that Celfus is miftaken, when
f he thinks, that Jefus himfelf told thefe things, the opening
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¢ of the heavens, and the defcent of the Spirit at Jordan, In the

¢ fhape of a dove; forafmuch as in no texe of feripture 1t 1S
¢ related that he :ud this. Nor did this great author confider,
¢« how little this fuited him, who of the vifion in the mount faid
« to the difciples, el this <ifion to no many, until the Son of wan
< e rifen fiom the dead. Matt xvil.g. It s not hikeiy, that he
« who faid this, fhould tcil the difciples what had been feen and
< heard by John: and any may perceive from his whole life, how
¢ he declined fpcakinﬂ' of himifelf. If I bear witnefs of myfelfs
¢ {ays he, sy withefs 15 not frue, John v, 31, He chole to thew
¢ himfelf o be the Chrift by his works, rather than by words}

« {o far was he from boafting.’

10, ¢ Celfus?® fays, that ]efus taking to himfelf ten or eleven
¢ abjedts, vile pubhcans and failors, went about wnh them getting
¢ his fubfiftence in a bafe and fhameful manner. '

There 15 no doubr, that Celfus means the rivelve difciples of
Jefus, by whom he was ufually attended: but he {fo much dif
liked the truth of the golpels, that he could not endure to put
down the right number, though that be a point {o indifferent :
for the fame rcafon, I {uppofe, “he calls the difciples ¢ fatlors’ or
mariners, inftead of fithermen.  Celfus gives 1l language, and
viltfies the difciples; but it does not appear, that he produced
any 1nftances of their wickednefs, Publicans and failors, or
fithermen, are oftentimes bad men; but they are notall fo. The
ongmal employments of the difciples fhew, that they were not
men of much learning, or of great and "wealthy families; but
they might be very honeit never thelefs. The more de rleble they
were, t]lL‘ more evidently does the fuccels of the gofpel, preached
by them, appear to be owing to its truth and importance, and
the power ot God attending i, That Celfus produced no proot,
nor credible. account, that_the difciples were bad men, s appa-
rent: becaule Orlcren cuweﬂmes, he-might found this charaller
uponr. what 15 {aid of them in® the epiftle of bt Barnabas, orelfe
upon what St. Peter {ays to Chnift, Luke v, 8. Depart from me,
O Lerd, for 1am a fiful man.  And though Tf’fus fubﬁﬁed In a
mean and humble manner, 1t was not | thameful : but it s aredt
and fhametul perverfenefs, to cenfure the iife of Tefus, xxlro,
withont external pomp and {plendor, went abont diiig gecd, as it
is iy faid, Adts x. 38, And who was fometimes atended by
thouiands, whom he fed in defert places ; who would have been
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his conftant followers, with many others, if he would but have

exerted his power for procuring to himfelf and them fuch worldly
advantages, as they faw he was well able to do. "

11. I muft not omir, ¢ that ® in another place the Jew in
¢ Celfus fays, Jefus fet out with ten profligate publicans and failors.”

12. ¢ After this,” *fays Origen, ¢ Celfus well knowing, what
¢ great works may be alleged to have been done by Jefus, pre-
¢ tends” to grant, that the things related of him:are true, {uch
¢ as healing difeafes, raifing the dead, feeding multitudes with a
¢ few loaves, of which likewife large fragments were left, and
¢ whatever other things the difciples, who, as he thinks, délighted
¢ in ftrange things, have written. And then adds: ¢« Well,
« then, let us grant, that all thefe things were done by you.”
¢ After which he inftanceth in the tricks of Egyptians, and
¢ other impoftors: and then afketh this queftion: Becaufe they
¢ do fuch things, muft we therefore efteem thern to be God’s
¢ fons ? or muft we not rather fay, that thefe are artfices of
¢ wicked and miferable men ?’

Celfus here evidently refers to our gofpels, and allos the
hiftories of our Lord, in which thofe miracles are recorded, to
have been written by ¢ his difciples:’ and he knew, ‘that thofe
works were efteemed proofs, that he was the Son of God. Upon
which Origen obferves: € You® fee,” fays he, ¢ that Celfus in 2
¢ manner allows, there 1s fuch a thing as magic; though, pofii-
¢ bly, he 1s the fame who wrote feveral books againft magic.’
- Origen fpeaks modeftly : but I think it very probable, that he
is the fame perfon. Moreover Origen here anfwers very well,
¢ that™ whatever things were performed by the jugglers, whom
¢ Celfus fpeaks of, were not done for the reformation of man-
¢ kind, nor to form in them the fear of God, or other virtues:
¢ which was the great defign of the life of Jefus: who did not
¢ perform great works to be wondered at; but that the men of
¢ that and future times, might be induced by his doétrine and
¢ example, to live well, and aim to pleafe God 1n whatever they do.’

13. He™™ afks us, {ays Origen, ¢ by what reafons are ye in-
¢« duced to think him the Son of God?” And he makes us
¢ anfwer: ¢ becaule we know his death was undergone for the
¢ deftruétion of the parent of evil.” And foon after: ¢ Here
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¢ nhe makes us anfwer him, ¢ that we therefore- have thought
« him to be the Son of God, becauie he healed the lame, and
¢ the blind, and, as you fay, railed the dead.” .

To which Origen makes this glorious anfwer :. ¢ Undoubtedly,
¢ we do think him to be the Chrift, and the Son of God, becaufe
¢ he healed the lame, and the blind : and we are the more con-
¢ firmed in this perfuafion by what is written in the prophecies.
< Then fball the eyes of the blind be opened, and the ears of the deaf
¢ fball hear, and the lame man fhall leap as an bart. 1f xxxv. g, 6.
< But that he alfo raifed the dead, and that this is not a fi¢tion of
.« thofe who wrote the gofpels, 1s evident hence: That if it had
¢« been a fiction, there would have been many recorded to be
¢ raifed up, and fuch as had been a long time in their graves.
¢ But it not being a fition, few have been recorded : for inftance.
¢ the daughter of the ruler of a fynagogue; (of whom I do not
¢ know, why he faid: fhe is not .dead, but Jleepeth: exprefling
¢ fomething peculiar to her, not common to all dead perfons:)
¢ and the only fon of a widow, on whom he had compaffion,
¢ and raifed him to life, after he had bid the bearer of the corpfe
¢ to ftop: and the third, Lazarus, who had been buried four days.’

Witlius, quoting the words of Celfus above cited, m a differ-
tation upon our Saviour’s miracles, obferves, ¢ that ° many
¢ learned men have underftood Celfus to allow, that Jefus had
< healed the blind, and the lame. But,’ he fays, ¢ he apprehends,
¢ that thefe words do not reprefent what Celfus allowed, but what
¢ Chriftians affirmed.’

It appears to me fomewhat difficult to determine, whether
Celfus believed thofe great works of our Lord, or not. But it
1s not eafy to fee, how he could difbelieve them: and he was at
a lofs how to account for them. And, as Origen obferved :
“ You fee, how in a manner he allows, that there is fuch a thing
¢ as magic.” I think, Celfus could not, or would rot allow our
Lord’s great works to have been done by the power of God,
becaufe he would not admit the confequence, which was, that
Jefus had a divine commiffion, and ated by authority from
heaven: and rather than admit that juft and neceffary conclufion,

R ..ol diw TET evopicapey avlor sivzs  pretium me falturum effe arbitror, £i in.
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o Simile quid in Cello deprehendere tabr. Quibas verbis continer; videtar,
vifi funt viri eruditiffimi, ut qui confeflus non quod Celus dat, fed qued Chriliani
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he. has recourfe to thifts an_d evafions, which are:abfurd and in-
confiftent. As Origen fays, ¢ Celfus? not being able directly to
¢ deny the great works-which Jefus is:recordea to ‘have_done, \af-

¢ perfech them, and calls them Jua'ghng tricks.” .

However, we learn from Celﬁls, thar Chriftans did then be-
lieve Jefus to be the Son of God, becaufe, he had healed the
lame and the blind, ‘and ralf'ed the-dead : and becaufe after this,
he had voluntarily fubmitted to death for the dei’cru&mn of fin, o
of .Satan and his wor};_s_ _,And may We not now, 2ppea a1 to all manx
kind, if thofe ‘Chriftians did not act very rationally, in believing
Jefus to be the Chrift, the Son of God, provided they had hut
good ground for the truth and reaht}f of the oreat works afcribed
to him? as they certainly had, and it is well fhewn by Origen
in the paffaﬂe before quoted..

34. Still 1t may be expected, that I fhould take fome notice of
the infinuation which we met, with fome while **.ag0, that Jefus,

when he was 1n Egypt, might learn fome chan‘ns and magical
powers, whereby he obtained ,an ability to perfqrm fome works,
that fheuld appear furprifing. To which it has been already well
anfwered by learned’ Chriftian writers: ¢ How ¢ fhould Jefus
¢ Jearn ‘magic ‘in Egypt, when he was yet an infant, and not
< much more than two years of age: and if he had learned that
¢ 4rt in his childhood, how came it to pals, that he performed
¢ not any wonderful Works before he was thirty years of age?
¢ To which might be added, that it 1s beyond the power of ma-
¢ gic to perform fuch works as were done by Jefus.’

This objection " has been coniidered, and well anfwered by
Grotius. I need only tranfcribe a part of what he fays, referring
my readers to the reft. ¢ That" Jefus was 1n Egypt, is known only
¢ from the writings of his difciples, who alfo fay, that he re-
< turned thence when he was ftill an infant,  And if in the time

¢ of Chrift and his apoftles, there had been in Egypt, or any
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¢ quzlo, pntuulTr:t pucr, et infans duurum
¢ annorum difcere magiam ¢ Quod i 1
¢ pueritia didicit artem illam, quare non
¢ fecit figna ante go wvite luz annum?
« Tunc entm ceepit corufeare muraculis.
¢ Sed nunquid mortut poflunt vivificari per
-¢ magicam wirtutem, ut Jefus Chriftus fe-

¢ cie?? Wagenl, Confutano Toldos. Jef-

unquam in sEgypto, non conflat, nifi ex
difcipulorum libnis, qui addunt, infanten
adhuc inde rediiffe. - . . Tum vero, i
Chriflt ct_ejus dlimpulnrum tempore, b
quam aut in Algypto, aut alib, extitflce
ars ulla, magica, qua poflent fiert, - quie de

‘Chrifto pmd:cantur muti omncs fubito fa-
‘nari, claudis greflio, ccs vifus dari, Ims

peratores, Tiberius [Tacit. ann. vi. 20.]

‘Nero [Sueton, ejus vira: cap. 56.] atque

alit, qui ad inguirenda tahia nullts impeh.
dus pepercerunt, haud dubic cam depres

hendiflent. Grot, De V. R. C.lib. v, § 3.
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¢ where elfe; any magical art, by which the blind'might be made
¢ to {ee, the lame to walk, the dumb to fpeak, and all Kinds of
¢ maladies micht be hesled on a fudden,. as they were by Jelus
¢ Chrift; the emperors, Tiberius and Nero, and others, who were
< yery curious and inquifitive, would have {pared no coft to ob-
¢ tain it * - : |

1c. < The® Jew goes on: How fhould we take him for a
God, who, as we have underftood, performed none of thofe
things which were promi[jed: [that 1s; as 1.apprehend, did not
accomplifh the worldly deliverance, which the Jews expeéted.]
But when we had judged him guilty, and would bring him to
punifhment, though he fhamefully hid himfelf, and fled away,
vet was taken, being betrayed by thofe whom he called his dif-
ciples. But it becaine not a God to flee, nor to be taken, and
exccuted : lealt of all' did it become him to be deferted and
betrayed by his-companions, who knew all his fecrets, who fol-
lowed him as their mafter, who efteemed him a Saviour, and
the Son-and meffenger of the Moft High God.’ | '
This paflage affures us of many things, agreeable to the goft |
pels which we now have, and- from which Celfus manifeftly takes
his accounts, whilft he endeavours to form conclufions to the dif~
advantage of Jelus, o 7

This paffage, then, aflures us, that the Jews difliked Jefus,
becaufe’ he did not anfwer their carnal expectations: that he mét
with unkindnefs from his difciples; by one of whom he was be-
trayed, and by the reft forfaken: that the Jews plotted againft
Jefus, and that he was taken and put to death by themh. But
what Celfus infinuates, that Jefus abfconded, is falfe. He was
apprehended, and died voluntarily ; though he had at fome time
retired for fafety, bis hour not being yet come: and the garden, 1
which he was apprehended, was a place whither he often went
with his difciples. We learn alfo, that the Chriftian accounts of
that time were, (agreeable to our gofpels,) that the difciples had .
converfed jntimately with Jefus, and that they owned him-for
their mafter, and Saviour, and the Son and meflenger of the
ereat God.  We learn, finally, that the crofs of Chrift was mat-
ter of offence and {candal with many. | o
16. < He® then finds fault with the difciples, as if it were

¢ their fition, that he forefaw and foretold the things which be-
“ fel'him.” But that this is true, we can thew, whether, Celfus
“ will, or not:-for we can allege many other things foretold by
¢ our Saviour, which happened to the Chriftians his followers in

. L. ii:6§ g.p.G2. Tt Efwares 8i voig pabdlaigy wg mracapoose 2 A, L. i
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¢ ‘after times. -Who' can forbear to admire thefe words: And ye
< fhall be brought before governors and kings for my fake, for a tefti-
“ mony to thein and the gentiles? Matt. x. 18. ... For if any men
¢ were to be brought before governors and kings for their doctrine,
¢ who fhould .be more likely than the Epicureans, who deny a
¢ Providence? ... And who, that thall in his mind place himfelf
¢ near Jefus, muft not wonder when he hears him fay: 4ud this
¢ gofpel fhall be preached in the whole world, for a teftimony to them,
¢ and to the gentiles. [Matt. xxiv. 14.] And yet it has been ful-
¢ filled: and the gofpel of Jefus Chrift has been preached to all
¢ men under heaven, Greeks and Barbarians, wife and unwife -
¢ for the word preached with power has fubdued all mankind:
¢ nor there is. any fort of men that has refufed to accept of the
¢ doétrine of Jefus. And let the Jew in Celfus, who denies that
¢ Jefus forefaw what would happen to himfelf, confider, how it
¢ thould come to pafs, that when Jerufalem was ftanding, and
¢ the Jewifh worfhip was performed there in all its {plendor, Jefus
~ ¢ fhould foretel all that would happen to it from the Romans,
¢ Nor can they fay, that the difciples preached the dottrine of the
¢ gofpel by word of mouth only, and did not deliver to their
¢ difciples any written memoirs concerning Jefus: butin them it is
4
4
¢
£

written: When ye foall fee Ferufalem compaffed with armies, then
know, that the defolation thereof is nigh. Luke xxi. 20. There

were then no armies near Jerufalem, to furround it, and befiege
it: that firlt began to be done under Nero, and continued to
Vefpafian, whofe fon Titus levelled Jerufalem with the ground.’

17. ¢ But® Celfus fays, that the difciples of Jefus, the thing
being too mantfeft to be denied by them, have bethought them-
felves to fay, that he foreknew all thefe things.”. .. ¢ But* they
are very weak in thinking to vindicate Jefus by writing thefe
things of him. As if one fhould affirm 2 man to be righteous,
and fhew him to be wicked : fay, he is a good man, and fhew
that he has committed mwurder : fay, he is immortal, and fhew
him dead: [This laft is the point which he is arguing : the
other inftances are only for illuftration;] prefacing, however,
continually, that he foreknew all thefe things. For neither do
you fay, that he feemed to wicked men to fuffer thefe things,
when he did not {uffer; but you openly and exprefsly fay,
that he did fufter.’

[c 15 certain, then, that Jefus died; otherwife his difciples
would not have related it: and it is as certain, that he foretold both
his death and his refurretion. And it may deferve to be taken
notice of, that the Chriftians of that time, with whom Celfus ar-
| v L. ii. § 15. p. 69, x L. it § 16, p. 70.
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oued, did not fay, that Jefus only feemed to die, or feemed to
fuffer: but, that he really fuffered, and died. His attacks, there-
fore, were made upon the founder part of the Chnftians, not
upon Docet, or any fuch like men. '

18. < What? god, or damon, or wife man, who foreknew
¢ that fuch things were to happen to him, would not have avoided
¢ them, if he could, and not fall under the evils he forefaw 2’

“We learn hence, that the difciples’ account of Jefus was, that
he foreknew his fufferings, and that he fuffered, and died, as we
now fee in our gofpels : and we may obferve, that whereas fome
.while ago Celfus pretended, the difciples had been deceived by
Jefus, now he makes them defigning men, who had contrived to
fay, that Jefus € knew all thefe things.” And whereas juft now
he infinuated, that jefus had fled, and ablconded, but neverthe-
lefs was appréhended; here he endeavours to fhew the abfurdity
of coming 1n the way of fufferings that had been foretold. So
that, after all, the account in the goipels, written by the difciples,
was, as now, that Jefus had voluntarily fubmitted to the fufferings
which he had forefeen: in which there 1s no abfurdity. .Origen
reminds Celfus of Socrates, and other wife men, who underwent
fufferings which they could have avoided.

1g. € The?* Jew in Celfus ftill goes on, faying more foolifh
¢ things. If he foretold who fhould betray him, and who
¢ fhould deny him; how came it to pafs, that they did not fear
 hin as 2 God? {o that the one thould not dare to betray him;
“ nor the other to deny him? But they betrayed him, and denied
¢ him: fo little did they regard him.’ -

Here are more references to fome of the material fa@s and
crcumftances attending the fufferings of Jefus, as recorded in
our gofpels; and they are all eafily accounted for. Judas, the
traitor, was a wicked, covetous man; and acted againft his light
and convition. Peter, who denied Jefus, was exceedingly
fhocked by our Lord’s being apprehended, and was overcome
by fear, fo as to difown his relation to Jefus. However, Judas
foon afterwards was fo fenfible of the greatnefs of his guilt, as to
fall nto defpair: and Peter foon after bewailed his weaknefs with
nany tears. '

So long as thefe facts which Celfus cavils at are in the gofpels,
they will be thought credible hiftories: they who put down fuch
things, fo difadvantageous to themfelves, or their friends, and
feemingly fo difhonourable to Jefus himfelf, their lord and mai-

ter, did not forge a ftory to aggrandize him, or themfelves: but

y L.ii § 17, p. 714 | 2 L.it, § 18, p. 71, 72, J
they
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they wrote the truth impartially, without fear or favour as 1s ad-

rmrably fhewn by Origert in this context. | - - :
204 ¢ How?* frivolous and mamfcﬁly falfe is what Ce]fus fa 5,

- ¢ that never any man betrayed another man’ with whom he. fat at

¢.table: and how much Jefs-would any man, who was {o favoured
¢,by a God, betray him ¥’

Origen treats this remark with 1nd1gnat10n, and calls 1t a falf
hood ; “there being many inftances of fuch things,. both among
Greeks and Barbarians. .

It feems to me, that Celfus here not only argues from the in-
trmacy of Chrift and the difciples, but intends.alfo to ufe fome
of the very expreffions of the evangelifts. Luke xxii. 21. Bur
bebold - the hand of bim that betra yetb me is w:tb me oir the table.
And fee John xiii, 26. and 28.

~21. But Celfus has puthed.this argument (i}l farther : wlnch
perhaps, ought' not to be omitted by me. ¢ It* was God, fayq
¢ he, who foretold thefe things; therefore there was a neceffity
¢ that they {hould come to pafs. .God therefore compelled his
own 'difciples and prophets, with whom he ate and drank, to
be wicked and abominable, for whofe welfare above all others
he ought to have been concerned. Never ‘did man betray
another with whom he fat at table, Here he who fits at table
with God betrays him: and, which 1s fhll worfe, God him{elf
lays {nares for thofe who fit at table with him, making them
impious traitors.’

To which Origen anfwers. ¢ Celfus thinks, that what has been
foretold, comes to pafs becaufe it has been foretold : ‘to which
we can by no means affent. For we do not fay, that he who
foretold fomething future, is the caufe of its coming to pafs : but
whatever is future will come to pafs, though it was not f'eretold
and therefore he who has the gift of foreknowledge foretels it.’
722, ¢ If “he thought fit to undergo fuch tluncrs, and if in
© obedience to the Father he fuffered death ; it is apparent, that
§they could not be painful and grievous to hlmjI he being a God,
¢“and confenting to them. Why¢ then does he lament, and
¢ bewail, and pray, that the fear of deftrution may be removed
¢ faying to thls pu1p0fe O Fﬂmef, :f it be pq[ bley let this cup

€ pafs away.> Matt. xxvi. 39.

Here Ongen oblerves, that ]efus 1S not faxd in the gofpels ¢ to
“"bewail’. But we plainly fee, that Celfus had our golpels before
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him: and in them Jefus is reprcfcnted fuffering in ohedience to
the Fathér, hifnfelf willing, and confenting thereto.- And .yet
he prayed, that the-cup might pafs from bim. 1 need-not flay to
(hew +he confiftence of thele things. -

27, ¢ Why ¢ did he not now at [ laft, [when condemned] if not
¢. before, deliver himfelf from this ignominy, and do juflice
« upon them, who reviled both lum and his Father” Referring
to the reproaches caft upon Jefus when hancrlntr on the crofs.

Matt. Xxvil 39.. . : 44
Origen fays, that the fame anfwer will feve here, which 1s

given by all “others, who hold a divine providence, in anfwer to

the objection, taken from God'’s not pwfently pumﬂnng mcked
nicn.

¢ Celus’, as Ouﬂen fays, fele&mg fome paﬂ"ages out of
‘. th{: gofpels, with a. deﬁcrn to expofe them, reproaches Jefus
¢ with ¢ the gall and the vinegar, as if he was mighty eager to
« drink, and was not able: pauently to endure thlrﬁ which com-
“ mon pe{)ple often bear contentedly.”

Celfus. here plainly refers to Matt. xxvii. 34. EZ‘ bey gave bim
vinegar 10 drink, mingled wits gall.  And when be bad 1 aﬁed there-
a;’, e wworld not drink.. - He alfo as manifeftly refers to John xix,

30 After this . . . that the feripture might be faﬁled Fefus

/. ?ﬂf)‘ thirfi, And when a {punge filled. with vinegar was

reached up to his mouth, it is faid, be received the vinegar, and
then faid: It is fuifbed, And bowing bis head, be gave up: the
thaff.  So that Celfus, in this {hort paffage, referred to St. John’s
account of the' vinegar. given to our Lord, at the conclufion of
his crucifixion, as well 4s to 7he vinegar, and the gall, prefented
to him when they were going to crucify him: but in nf:lthcr 1s.
there any Juft ground for reflexions upon Jefus *.

25. Celfus, in a rude and zbufive manner, fays: ¢ What®
¢ diflerence can there bé for a God to cat the fleth of lambs, and
“ drink gali and vinegar, or to ‘eat any other impunty 2’ It is
likely, that Cellus here refers to our Saviour’s eating the pafchal
lamb with the difciples.” Origen anfwers: < We' do not fay,

* that God ate the fleth of lambs: but Jefus, bemg clothed with
‘ a body, might eat it.”
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26. ¢ But * fays Origen, what the Jew in Celfus affirms, is a
¢ downright lye: That he was put to death, and fuffered, having
¢ convinced no man in his life-time, not {fo much as his difciples,’

It is, however, very true, that few believed 1n Jefus then, in
comparifon of them who believed in him afterwards. - Celfus pre-
tends, that the difciples did not believe in Jefus, becaufe they

forfook him in the time of his laft fufferings. S
. 27. ¢ They' who converfed with him when alive, and heard
< his voice, and followed him as their mafter, when they faw him
¢ under punifhment, and dying, were fo far from dying with bim,
¢ or for him, or being induced to defpile fufferings, that they
¢ denied they were his difciples: but now-a-days you die with him.’

Celfus here refers to the timoroufnefs of the dtfciples, and par-
ticularly to Peter’s denying Chnft. It 15 no great wonder, that
they were all greatly fhaken at the fight of the fufferings of Jefus:
which, at that time, they could be hardly induced to think thould
~ befal the Mefliah. But they afterwards preached him: boldly,
with the hazard of all that i1s dear in this world ; which fhews,
that they had good evidence of his refurrection from the dead:
otherwife, they would never have refumed their courage. And
as the difciples were afterwards undaunted in profefling and
preaching the name of Jefus; fo the Chnftians.in the time of
Celfus were in the right to die with Chriff, or for him, rather
than deny him.

Celfus féems to have had an eye to one or more texts of St.
Paul’s epiftles: as 2 Tim. 11 11, 12. Jtis a fastiful faying. - For
if we die with bim, we fball alfp live with bim: and what follows.

Celfus here bears teftimony to the fortitude-of the Chriftians
in his time. It 1s manifeft from this paffage, that many did then
die for Chrift, rather than deny him: and it 1s not a little ftrange,
that a learned man, a man of extenfive knowledge and under-
ftanding, fhould ridicule, and make a jeft of the grievous and
unrighteous fufferings of innocent men, and of their patience under
them. But fo it was. Such was the contempt which was then
the lot of the followers of Jefus. And Celfus having taken it
into his head to enter into controverfy with them, and thence-
forward confidering them as enemies, made no {cruple to ndicule’
men, who, according to his own confeflion, were arrived at fuch
~exalted virtue, as ™ to defpife fufferings, and endure death pa-
titntly, rather than {peak and alt againft conviction.

% L. "53 35-‘P'-33- . VLit. Broar «oe vy 3 vuug avly cvrazolimo-
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28. Having mentioned feveral Greek ftories, generally, if not
univerfally, allowed to be fables and fictions, Celfus fays: ¢ Bue®
¢ let us confider, whether any'one that has really died, ever rofe
¢ again in the. fame body; unlefs you think, thar the ftories of
¢ others are indeed, as well as {eem to be fables: whillt your
fable is probable, and credible, becaufe of his voice on the
crofs, when he expired, and the earthquake, and the darknefs;
and becaufe that when he was living he could not defend him-
felf, but after he was dead, he arofe, and fhewed the marks of
¢ his punifhment, and how his hands had been pierced. But
¢ who faw all this? Why, a diftra&ted woman, as you fay, and
‘ one or two more of the fame impofture, and fome dreamers,
« who fancied they faw things as they defired to have them: the
¢ fame that has happened to innuraerable people.” See Matt.
xxvil: £O, §1, John xx. 10....18. ~ .

The wonderful things attending the death of Jefus, here taken
 hotice of by Celfus, his loud voice juit® before he expired, Matt.

xxvil. ¢o. Mark xv. 37, 39. Luke xxii. 46. the earthquake, and
| the darknefs, are proofs, that Jefus was an extraordinary perfon.
And T think, that the fhewing of the prints of the nails in his
hands, and appearing again alive to 2 woman; and others, who
knew him, were good proofs that he was rifen from the dead,
and in the fame body that had lived and died. There 1s no evi-
' dence, that they were dreamers, or governed by fancy: they faw
- Jefus awake, and by day-light, diftinftly, again and again, after
- he had been publickly crucified, and died. And his refurre@ion
~ from the grave 1s an argument, that he fuftered voluntarily, and.
that he was not deftitute of power, as Celfus infinuates, to help
himfelf in his life-time; if he had {een fit {o to do.

Cellus. fays, Jefus fhewed himfelf to one woman. But he
fhewed himfelf afterwards to feveral women, and to his difctples.
Celfus knew this very well: but it was to his purpofe, 1t feems,
to ufe the fingular rather thad the plural number.  That Celfus
was well acquainted with-the gofpels, is apparent: he knows what
leems to his advantage; and therefore he calls this woman,
meaning Mary Magdalene, © a diftraCted woman:’ referting to
the leven daemons that were in her: but 1t thould be confidered,
that thefe deraons had been caft out long ago, and fhe was now
very fpber when fhe faw Jefus after his refurretion.

St. John ch. xx. 11.... 18. gives the moft particular account of
Mary Magdalene’s feeing our Lord, and converfing with him,
after he was rifen from the dead ;- indeed St. Mark xvi. ¢, 10, 11.
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fays, Tefus appeared firft to Mary Magdalene, out of whom be had
caft feyen demons. But whether Celfus had here an eye to St,
Mark’s .gofpel, 1 cannot determine: for he might refer only to
St. John's account of our Lord’s thewing himfelf to Mary, and
apply to her the charatter of a diftratted woman, from a remem.-
brance of what he had read concerning her 1n St. Luke’s gofpel,
ch. viit. 1, 2.

Befide the texts already taken notice of, Celfus may be fup-
pofed to refer to Luke xxiv. 39. Bebold my bands and my feat, that
## is. I myfelf : and to our Lord’s thewing himfelf to Thomas, as
related,  John xx. 24. ... 29.

29: * But? Celfus fays: If he would make manifeft his divine
¢ power, he thould have thewn himfelf to them that derided him,
¢ and to him that condemned him, and indeed to all: for furely,
¢ he had no reafon to fear any mortal now, after he had died,
¢ and,-as you fay, was a God.’ | ~

To which I would anfwer: It would have been very mean in
Jefus to fhew himfelf to his judge, and to his deriders: it is
unfpeakably below the charalter of one, who had publickly
wrought fo many wonderful works, as Jefus had done, and who,
after having been crucified, was really raifed from the dead: it
might likewife have been called infulting them. As'for fhewing
himfelf to all, it 1s abfurd and prepofterous: Jefus fhewed himfelt
to the moft proper perfons, [and to as many as was fit,] by ap-
pearing to thofe” who beft knew him. To fhew himfelf to fuch
as did not well know him before, might have been reckoned of-
ficious, and impertinent, and vain-boafting. Finally, -the works
wrought in his name afterwards, by thofe who attefted his refur-
reCtion and exaltation, were better evidences of his being rifen
from the dead, than fhewing himfelf to all the world would have
been.. They make out the moft fatisfactory, and moft durable
teftimony to this important fact.

From the objeétions made by Celfus, we learn, however, that the
hiftory, which we now have in our gofpels, is the fame which the
Chriftians at that time had.  Jefus, 1n our gofpels, does not thew
himfelf to all, but to his dilciples and acquaintance, of whom
there were once jfve bundred together, 1 Cor. xv. 6, probably, at
a place in Galilee, where he was beft known, and which he had
before appointed. Matt, xxviit. 16, 17.

Moreover, all Celfus’s attacks, in his argument againft the
Chriftians,- are againft our gofpels: which manifefts the grea
efteem they were in. If he confuted thofe books, he knew ht
overturned the faith founded on them.

p L. 1§ 67, p. 101,
30. et
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70. He gots on. € When ? he was neglected in the body, he

¢ was continually preaching to all men: but when he fhould have
< given full affurance to all men, he thews himfelf privately to
¢ one woman, and his affociates.” ‘

He did once fhew himfelf to one woman only, and to his dif~
ciples, when met together privately. But that is not all, as
Celfus would infinuate: for he alfo fhewed himfelf to feveral
women. Matt. xx¥iil. 1....q. and to the diftiples, and others
with them, feveral times openly. And, as before faid, he ap-
pointed a place in Galilee, where they might {ee him. Matt,
sxvii, 16. And it cannot be doubted, but that there were
great numbers who faw him there. From his appointing before-
hand a certain place for meeting his difciples and followers, it 1s
manifeft, that he was not fhy of fhewing himfelf to thofe who
had known him n his Ife-time.

11. € Again® he fays: When he was punifhed, he was feen
¢ by all; but when rifen, by one: the contrary to which ought
¢ rather to have been.’

Any one may perceive, that Celfus affelts unfairly to diminith
the number of thofe who faw Jefus after he was rifes. He here
pretends, that Jefus appeared to one only; whereas before, he
owned that he had appeared to his aflociates, or companions.
I am glad, however, that Celfus owns, Jefus preached to all in.
his life-time, and that he died publickly before all the world :
for there muft have been {fome good reafons to induce men to be-
lieve in a perfon, who was himfelf well known, and his doétrine
well known, and who had been publickly crucified.

32, ¢ If *he would be hid, why was there a voite from hea-
“ ven, declaring him to be the Son of God? [Matt. uvii. 5.7
¢ And if he would not be hid, why did he {uffer? why did he die ¥’

I imagine, that in this place Celfus refers to our Lord’s tranf-
figuration n the mount, and to what our Lord fays, Matt. xvil. g.

And as they came down from the mountain, Fefiés charged them, fay-

ing: Tell the vifion to ho man, till the Son of man be rifon again from:
the dead, Some while ago Celfus referred to the voice from heaven
at Chrift’s baptifmi: now hLe refers to the voice from heaven,
when he was on the mount. *.

So that there were divers tefimonies given from heaven; in
favour of Jefuis; in the beginning, and in-the progrefs of his
miniftry : and in the end hé died. I need not ftay to fhew the
confiftence of thele things. Nor was he left without witnefs du-
ring the time of his igneminious fufferings.

s L.ii. § 70. p. 104. £ Tbid. ¢ L.ii, §72. p. 1050
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- 73. We have now traced, even in Celfus, the hL&o of our
" Lord’s nativity, bapufim, preachmg, miracles, death, and refur-
re(tion; all agreeable to our evangelifts.

It will be next incumbent upon us to obferve what he fays of

Chriftian principles, and of the grounds and reafons upon Wthh
ahcy a&ed |

SECTION V.
Pqﬂ&ge: éf CeLsus ca:;.;ﬂrnfng Chriflian Prfnr:}ﬁlé.n

¢ Ler* us now fee,” fays Origen, ¢ hqw he affets to leffen
us wn:h regard to our moral doctrine, faying, that” it is only
¢ the fame .with "that of other philofophers, -and contains 1n it
¢ nothlncr weighty and new.” He alfo fays, ¢ That* others, as
¢ well as the C hriftians, had difallowed the divinity of gods made
with bands,. forafmuch as oftentimes they were formed by
¢ wicked men.’

Whether there be here any reference to Ads xix. 26, I cannot
fay certainly : but it hence appears, that the Chriftian moral doc-
trine had nothing in it to which any juft exceptions could be
made. Celfus, indeed, would not allow it to have any fuiperior
excellence above the doétrine .of the philofophers: but he does
not deny it to be like to their doctrine, and equal to that of the
bei‘t fort of the philofophers.

¢ He* fays, the fame things are better taught by the Greeks,
¢ '1nd without the thleatcmngs or promifes of (Jod or his Son.’
¢ And that® Plato did not pretend to come f'rom heaven, and
¢ declare fuch things.’

Suppofing, for the prefent, that the fame things had been
taught by others; they’ would not, and did not fo effe&ua.lly in-
fluence men, as when taught with authority from Gad, and with
affurances of fuitable recompences.

It would have been more natenial, if Cellus could have fhews,
where the heathen deities, or their priefts with authority under
them, had recommended fobrlety and other virtues : adding like-
wife threatenings of milery to the refraftory, and promifes of
happinefs in v future ftate to-fuch as feared the gods, and practifed
righteoufnefs and mercy to their neighbours. AUguﬁme, in his
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work of the City of God, obferves, that* the gods of the Pa-
gans had never authotized the doftrine of virtuous living, |
3. ¢ Celfus ¥ thinks, that we, by worfhipping one ‘that was
¢ apprehended, and died, do much the {fame thing with the Ge-
¢ te, who worfhip Zamolxis, and the Cilicians, who worfhip
¢ Mopfus.” ¢ Agan® he fays of us, that we laugh at thofe who
¢ worfhip Jupiter, becaufe his tomb is thewn in Crete : neverthe-
¢ lefs we worfhip one that was buried.’ o -
The difference is manifeft: the Cretans knew of no miracles
done by Jupiter; whereas the Chrifhans knew of many miracles
done by Jefus in perfon, and by others in his name, after his
refurrection. | .
A part of Origen’s anfwer here is to this purpofe. € All? this
¢ we have been forced to fay by way of anfwver to Celfus, who,
¢ Jittle favourable to Jefus, believes it to be true which 1s: written
¢ of him, that he died, and was buried; but efteems it a fiétion
¢ only, that he was raifed from the dead : although his refurreétion
¢ had been foretold by the prophets, and there were’ many proofs
¢ of his being alive again after he had died.” Cormipare A&s 1. 3.
4. ¢ But® the Chniftians, according to Celfus,” making fome
¢ additions to the Jewifh notions, fay, that the Son of God has
¢ been already fent, becaufe of the fins of the Jews: and that
« the Jews having punithed Jefus, and* given him gall to drink,
¢ have brought upon themfelves the anger of God.’ S
* Which, Origen fays, 1s a plain cafe; and if it is not fo, let
¢ any man fhew it. For Jerufalem was deftroyed within two and
< forty years after the crucifixion of Jefus; ard ever fince’they:
¢ have been in' fubjection to others, without their own: proper
¢ rites and- worfhip: which is one of thofe things, that mani-
¢ fefts Jefus to have had in him fomewhat divine and facred ;"
* forafmuch as upon his account the Jews have fuffered o' many
“ and fo great calamities, and for fo long a timé.’ |
. He argues againft a refurrection in this masner. ¢ But?
“ that is another abfurdity of theirs; that when God fhall throw
“ a fire on the world, and all other things fhall be deftroyed, they
alone fhall remain: and that not only the living, but they alfo
“ who have been ever fo long dead, fhall come forth-out of the

* Sed demonflrentur, vel commemoren- populis frequentur audiri.  De Civ., Dei.
tur loca, talibus aliquando conventiculis F.:i. cap. vi. Vid. et cap. XiX. ¢t xxii.
conlecrata: non ubi Judi agerentur ob- ¥ L. iii.3'3:1. p. 131. Z L. ity
feceqts vocibus et motibus hiftronum . . . §43. p. 136. 2 Ibid. §43. p. 137,
{ed ubi populi audirent, quid Dii praecipe- ~ b L. iv. § 22. p. 174, € o4 xat
rent de cohibenda avaritia, ambitione frans  yody wdboaries, em cQag gilvg 12 Ocy
genda, luxuria refrznanda, . . . Dicatur, in  yohoy rreomacailo. 1b. d L, v,
quibus locis hzc docentium Deorum fole  § 14, p. #40.
bant preecepta recitari, et a cultoribus corum
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earth in their own bodies, [or in the fame flefh:] which is no
other than the hope of worms. For what foul of a2 man
would defire a putrified body? Nor is this doctrine of - yours
agreed to by all Chriftjans: for fome among you rejelt it as
impure, and abominnble, and lmpoﬂible For how 1s it poffi-
‘ble, that a body, which has been entlrely corrupted, fhould re-
turn to its own nature, and to its own primitive conftitution,
which it has once loit? When they are able to niake no anfwer
to this,” they fly to that abfurd refuge, that all things are poffible
with God. But neither can God do any thing that is fhameful ;

nor will he do what is contrary to nature. Nor becaufe you
perverfely defire any thing, is God therefore able to do it, or
is 1t to be fuppofed, that he will do it. For God is not the au-
thor of extragvagant defires, nor of any unbecoming diforders,
but of what is right and fit. God may give everlafting life to
the foul; but dead bodies, as Heraclitus fays, are more con-
tem t1ble than dung. . To make flefh, full of filthineffes not
. fit to be named, eternal, is a thlng {o unreafonable, that God
neither can nor will do it: for he is himfelf the reafon of all
things in nature; and, therefore, can no more do any thlng
contrary to reafon, than contrary to himfelf.”

I have tranfcribed this long paffage, to fhew at once the hea-
then fentiments and reafonings upon this point: but I do not in-
tend 2 laboured confutation of them. Celfus affets to defpife
the-body; but I prefume he goes upon an ill-grounded prlnmple,
that the hyman foul may be as happy, or more happy, without
the body, than with 1t: and, as Origen obferves, the body, at
the refurre@ion, 1s to be changed for the better, and made fit for
the foul in a flate of perfection. Which, I think, removes all
thofe difficulties, in the reunion of the foul and body, which to
Celfus appeared fo formidable t}.

What we arc here to obferve, is, that it hence appears,
Chriftians then expefted a change or refurrection of the living
and the dead at the end of the world or the diffolution of the
prefent ftate of things, according to what St Paul writes, 1 Cor.
XV. §1....¢4.and 1 Thefll1v. 13..

When Ce]fus fays, that Qhrﬂhans were not all agreed about
the doltrme of the refur_re&ion, it may be doubtful, whether he

+; fays Dr. Cudworth, The true Intel- ¢ Aniflotle’s lanpuage, arzhofe 79 Tad

fefual Syflem of the Univerfe, B.i. ch; ¢ zc: cary sorye analogous 1o the element

v. p. 877. ¢ However, our Chriflian faith ¢ of 'the @ats. . Which Chriftian refurrec-

t affures us, that thc fouls of nnd men ¢ tion therefore, o bﬁ and mmartaﬁt}', 18

¢ fhall at lcn{gth be clothed mth {piritual ¢ far from being, as Celfus reproached i i,
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intends fome of his own time, or whether he refers to 1 Cor. xv.
12, and the following context. Notw if Chrift be preached, that
b rofe ffrom the dead: how fay fome among you, that there is no 7¢-
ﬁm‘eﬁfan of the dead ? ‘

However that may be, none of my readers will omit to-
obferve, that here is a reference to the above mentioned texts of:
the firft epiftle to the Corinthians, and the firft to the Thefialonians.

6. It 1s, I fuppole, with regard to the expectation of the re-
furreion of the body, that, as Origen fays, Cellus® called the
Chriftians ¢ a {ort of men that were very fond of the body.” And
yet in another place he fays: ¢ Is* it not exceeding abfurd, that
‘ you fhould defire and hope for the refurreftion of the fame
¢ body, as 1f we had nothing more excellent, nor more precious:
¢ and yet to expole it to all manner of fufferings as a thing of no
¢ value ¢’

This needs no anfwer: but it ought to be obferved, that Cel-
fus here again lets us know, that Chriftians were then in a fuf-
fering condition: and he bears teftimony to their fteadinefs and
fortitude under the tortures, and all the variety of fufferings which
they met with. This ought to be taken notice of.

7. € But8,’ fays Celfus, ¢ omitting many things that might be
¢ alleged againft what they fay of their mafter, let us allow him
“to be truly an angel. Is he the firft, and the only one, that
* has come? or, have there been others before? If they fhould
“ fay, he only: they are eafily convifted of fallhood. For they
fay, that others have often-come. ... And in particular, that
there came an angel to-lus fepulchre: {fome fay one; others,
two, to tell the women, that he was rifen: for the Son of God,
It feems, could not open the fepulchre, but wanted another to
remove the ftone. And there came-alfo an angel to the car-
penter about Mary’s pregnancy; and another angel to direlt
them to take the child, and fice. And what need is there to
reckon up particularly all that were fent to Mofes, and others?®
The defign of this argument is to draw off Chnftians from
their peculiar veneration for Jefus. He reminds them, therefore,
that there had been, even according to themfelves, many other
meffengers from God, whom they might refpet as well as him.

From this paffage we learn, that the main point with Chriftians -
was a faith in Jefus, whom they efteemed their mafter: not would
they forfake him upon any account.
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Befide the references to the conception of Jefus in the womb of
his mother Mary, and his flight into Egypt, obferved formerly,
here are alfo references to many circumnitances of our Saviour’s
refurreftion, as related in the gofpels. There was a ftone at the
door- of the fepulchre: an-angel came, and rolled it away: wo-
men came to the fepulchre, who faw there an angel; which alfg
told them, that Jefus was rifen, The refurreftion of Jefus was
recorded by more than one; for Celfus obferves, that fome faid,
- there was one, ﬂthcrs, two angels, who told the women, that ]e..
fus was rifen. So it is in our gofpels. For St. Matthew, xxvii,
§, Mark xvi. 5, mention but one angel, Luke xxiv. 4, and John

xx. 12, fpeak of two angels.

" But the angel did nnt remove the ftone, as Celfus infinuates,
becaule Jefus was not himfelf able to do it: but 1t was fit, that
{o great a perfon as Jefus, thould have the attendance and fervice
of angels upon {o great an occafion, as his refyrrection from the
rave.
; Finally, any one may now judge, whether Celfus was not weil
acquainted with our gofpels, and whether he has not given a very
valuable teftimony to them.
v 8. I fhall here take another paflage, fomewhat refemblmc o that
alleged Juft Now.
¢ After® thefe things,” fays Origen, ¢ he befpeaks us in this
manner. How much better were 1t for you, fincé yvou affe&
novelties, to attend to fome other of thofe who have died nobly,
and to whom that fiction of deity nught be better applied ? For
inftance, if you did not like Flercules, nor Efculapius, nor
others already confecrated, you had Orpheus, 2 man endowed
with a holy fpurit, as all allow, who likewile {uffered a violent
¢ death. But, peihaps, he has been already taken by fome others.
¢ Well then, you might.have thought of Anaxarchus, who,
¢ when thrown into 2 mortar, and cruclly pounded 1n 1t, defpifed
¢ it all; faying: ¢ Beat on, beat the cafe of Anaxarchus. For
“ you do not beat him.” Which 15, indeed, the faying of a di-
vine fpirit. But here you are prevented by fome naturalifls,
who have already followed him. Sull, had you not Epittetus,
who, when his mafter bent forward his leg, w1th a fmule, and
unmoved, faid: < You will break 1t.” And when he had broke
it, faid to him: ¢ Did I not fay, you would break 1t2” Dld
your God, when under punithment, fay any thing like this?
There is alfo tlie Sibyl, whom fome of your people quote,
whom you mln'ht as well, or better, have called the daughter

- iy, "y L L | ™, -y
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¢ of God. But inftead of that, though you have inferted many
¢ impious things into her writings, you will have him to be God
¢ who ended an infamous life with a miferable death., Had it
¢ not been better for you to rake Jonas, who was in the whale’s
¢ belly, or Daniel, who was delivered from the beafts, or fome
¢ others more wonderful than they ¥’ |

To each of thele inftances Origen makes proper® replies. 1
fhall take only a part of what he fays. o
- ¢ He alfo fends us to Epiltetus, extolling his fine faying when
¢ his leg was broke: which yet.is not to be compared with the
« wonderful works and words of Jefus, thougn they are fo defpifed
¢ by Celfus; forafmuch as his words are accompanied with fuch
‘ a divine’ power, as to convert not only many of the {imple
¢ fort of people, but alfo many of the more underftanding.’

< Then after his catalogue of fo many he fays: Did your God,
¢ when under punifhment, fay any thing like this? To which we
¢ fhall anfwer, that his filence under all the abufes and reproaches
¢ which he met with, fhewed more fortitude and patience, than
¢ any thing faid by the Greeks under their {fufferings, provided
¢ Celfus will but behéve what has been written by men of the
¢ beft credit; who, after they had truly related his miracles, have
¢ allo related his filence under his {ufferings: and when derided,
¢ and drefled in a purple robe, with a crown of .thorns upon hig
‘ head, and a reed in lus hand inftead of a fceptre, was perfeftly
‘ meek, faying nothing mean, nor any thing provoking, to thofe,
¢ who fo many ways abufed him.’ o

9. ¢ If *Celfus had alleged any kind of infamous aétions in .
“ the hfe of Jefus, we would have done our beft to anfwer to
“ every thing that feemed to him to be fo. As for the miferable
“ death of Jefus, the fame may be objeéted to Socrates, and
“ Anaxarchus, juft mentioned, and many others. Was then the
“ death of Jefus miferable, and theirs not? or was theirs not mi-
“ ferable, but that of Jefus miferable?” So writes Origen. |

10. Again' Celfus argues: © If you tell them, that it is not
‘ the Son of God, but he who is Father of all, whom men
¢ ought to worfhip, they will not be fatisfied, unlefs you alfs
“ worfhip him who is the author of their fedition: not that they
“ exceed in the worfhip of God, but that they above meafure
“ worfhip this man.’

Celfus had faid fomewhat-to the like purpofe ™ a little before ;
in both which places Origen’s anfwers may be feen.

' § 54, 55 56- p- 368, 369. k Ibid. p. 369. fin, I L. viii. § 1,
p. 3871 a’ L- 'ﬁ’iii. § 124 PI 385| ' .
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11. ¢ Afterwards,” ® fays Origen, ¢ Celfus fpeaks to this pur-
- ¢ pofe. Butif God at laft, like Jupiter in the comedy, awaked
¢ out of a_long fleep, will deliver mankind from the evils under
¢ which they labour, why did he fend this fpirit, whom you
¢ fpeak of, into one corner 'only? He fhould have breathed in
¢ the like manner into many bodies, and fend perfons all over
¢ the world....And do you not think it ridiculous to maintain,
¢ as yoy do, that the Son of God was fent to the Jews?’

This then was the Chriftian account, that Jefus, the Chrift,
the Son of God, came among the Jewifh people. Nor is there
any abfurdity in this, A meffenger from the true God is fitly
fent, where God 1s known and worfhipped, as he was by the
Jews. To them alfo this fpecial meflenger, the Mefliah, had
been promifed. And among them, by many wonderful appear-
ances, God had preferved, for many ages, the knowledge of him-
{elf, and the expectation of that great perfon. And though the
Chrift came in perfon to them only, by him others were com-

- miffioned, and fully furnifhed to teach all the world: which was

fufficient, and was the wifeft * * method.

- At the beginning of this paffage Celfus hints an objetion to
the Chriftian religion, taken gom the late appearance of Jefus in
the world. The fame objection appears ® in fome other places of
his argument ; but I need not tranfcribe them.

God never neglefted mankind; he was conftantly teaching
them in the works of creation, and in the ordinary methods of
his providence. Extraordinary meflengers are a favour: feveral
fuch had been fent of old to the Jews, and before their time to
the patriarchs: at laft he fent Jefus Chrift. We have certamn
proofs of his miffion, and great charatter. The feafonablenefs of
his coming, and the wifdom of fending him at the time he came,
ought not to be difputed: but the favour fhould be thankfully
received, and carefully improved, after due examination, and ob-
ferving the evidences of his miffion 1.

12. ¢ The? Jew in Celfus,” fays Origen, ¢ blames the Chrif-
¢ tians for alleging the prophets, who had foretold the things
¢ concerning Jefus: whereas, he fays, the prophecies may be ap-
¢ plied to many others more probably than to Jefus.’

We hence learn, that the writers of the New Teftament, (to
whom Celfus has an eye in moft of his arguments,) and the

nL.vi.§78.p.329.  *¥*SceVol. x. nec debebit ¢i dict: Quare modo, et quar
p.865....368. oVid.liv.§7 p.165. tam fero? quoniam mistentis conflziium non

t; Hzcefl igitur anime liberande uni- efl humano ingenio penetrabile.  Aype.
verfalis via, 1d efl, univerfis gentibus di- de Civ. Dei. L x. cap, g2, n, 2. '
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} Chriftians after them, did. make ufe of the prophets in arguing
| for Jefus; though Celfus, or his Jew, would not allow their ar-
quments to be vahd. . ‘

13. Celfus, with great indignation, fays: ¢ The ? Pythian, the
¢ Dodonzan,.the Clarian, the Branchidian, the Ammonian oracles,
¢ and many others, by whofe direCtions colonies have been fuc-
« cefsfully planted all over the world, muft pafs for nothing : but
¢ the obfcure Jewith prediltions, faid or not faid, the like to
¢ which are ftill practifed in Pheenicia and Paleftine, are thought
¢ 1o be wonderful, and immutably certain.’

Certainly, the Chriftians had fome benefit by this argument ;
or Celfus would not have been {o much provoked. It deferves
our obfervition alfo, that thofe heathens, and even the Epicureans,
(for fuch was Celfus) who had been wont to ridicule the moft re-
nowned oracles, were now willing to give them fome repute, So
hard prefled were they by the progrefs of Chriftianity, that they
were willing to fet up again, as real and valuable, fuch things
a5 they had before decried as cheats and impoftures.

- 14. We have now feen what Celfus fays of Chriftian principles,

and the grounds of them; as we had before feen what he fays of
 their great fats. It may be worth the while, likewife, to obferve
' fome hints relating to the fuccefs of the Chriftian dotrine. -

S ECTION VL

Paflages concerning the Progrefs of the Chriftian Religion.

r. ¢ Ar *firfty fays Celfus, © they were few in number, and
 then they agreed, [or were of one mind.] But being increafed,
* and {pread abroad, they divide again and again, and every one
“ will have a party of his own: which 1s what they were difpofed
‘ to of old.

I cannot but think, that Celfus has an eye to fome things in
the A&ts of the apoftles, where the wonderful unanimity of the
firft Chriftians 1s recorded, as Aéls 1. 44....47. V. 32.... 37.
In his time there were many {eéts and divifions among them, he
fays. He adds: ¢ Which is what they were difpofed to of old,’
or from the beginning, apxsfer. Here he may refer to the early
divifions in the church of Connth, 1 Cor. 1. 11....17. 11, 3.
... 6. xi. 17, 18. and, perhaps, to fome of St. Paul’s exhorta-
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tions to concord and harthony. Fle may refer likewife to con-
rentions about thie method of receiving the Geritile converts, Aés
xv: and other places. For it appears to me very probable, tha
he'has here an eye to fome things recérded in the New Teftament,
. ‘However, he owns, that the Chrifians were hoWw much in.
creafed : and, with regard to the divilions which were then among
them, it may be obferved, that they were foretold by Chrift’s
apoftles. Bur fuch things are not the fault of the gofpel itfelf]
but of ‘men: nor is perféction to be dttatred or expected n thig
world, Origen fays very well, there néver was any thiig ufeful;
and confiderable, about which meit have not differed. In medi.
cirie; in philofophy, among Jews, Greeks, and Batbarians, thers
aré different feéts and opinons. .

2. < Celfus,’ fays® Otigen, © brings in his fictitious perfon of
“ a Jew, befpeaking the Jewith believers 1y this manner: What
¢ aled you, fellow-citizens, that ye left the law of your couatry,
- ¢ and feduced by him, to whom we {poke juft now, jou have de-

¢ ferted us, to go to-another namie, and another way of living ¥
Aggin, ¢ When* we had taken, and punifhed him, who led jou
« about like brute beafts, you hdve notwithftanding for{aken the
¢ Jaw of your country. How can you begin upon dur facred
¢ books, and afterwards difregard them ? when you havé no other
¢ foundation but our Jaw ¢’ |

It was well known, therefore, that there were Jews who be-
lieved in Jefus, and that they fetched arguments for their belief
fiom- the Jewifh fcriptures: and why might not thofe Jews who
believed in Jefus, underftand their books, as well as they who re-
jected him ? ' o | ,

It'is to be obferved likewife, that after Jefus was crucified, or
punithed, as he expreffeth it, there were Jews whio were perfuaded
to believe in Jefus, and to profefs his religion. And I pray, how
is that to be accounted for, but upon the fuppofition of fome
good proofs and evidences afforded of his great character after
his crucifixion ?

It appears to be very probable, that when Celfus wrote this,
he had before him the books of the Aés of the apoftles: and
there he might have feen fufficient grounds of a faith in Jefus,
after he was put to dearh by the Jews. |
2. ¢ He! fays, that the Hebrews were originally Egypnians,
v and owed their rife to a fedition from the reft of that people:

LIS PRETIANE DR 1113 p 37 ¢ L.u.§ 4, p. 59: d L,ill, § 7. po115. Conl.
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¢ fo fome Jews in the time of Jefus made a fedition againft the
« hody of the Jewith nation, and followed Jefus.”

So that there was a good number of Jews who believed in Je-
fus, and followed him, though the body of the people did nor,
as we readily allow : buf it was not a fedition, as Celfus calls it.
Here again, 1 cannot but think, that Celfus had an eye to the
book of the Adts.

4. In order the better to judge of the progrefs of the gofpel,
and the fincerity and fieadinefs of thofe who embraced it, it will
be of ufe to obferve what Celfus fays of any difficulties and hard-
fhips which they lay under, who profeffed thefe principles, and
bore the name of Chriftians.

5. < The* furlt head of accufation with Cel{us againft Chrif~
: tianity,” fays Origen at the beginning of his work, ¢ is, that
¢ Chriftians {ecretly hold aflemblies together contrary to law.’

Origen fuppofeth him to refer particularly to their agape, or
love-feafts. 1 [hould think, he might intend all their alfemblies
in general for divine worfhip.

6. ¢ Afterwards,” f fays Origen, ¢ he {peaks of the Chriftians
¢ performing and . teaching thofe things which are agreeable to
‘ their fentiments privately : and that therein they did not a&
“ without reafon, for avoiding the punithment of death hanging
‘ over them. And he compares their dangers to the dangers
“ which men have been liable to on account of philofophy ; and
“ he inftanceth particularly in the cafe of Socrates: he might
“ have added Pythagoras, and other philofophers.’

Does not this imply an acknowledgment, or at leaft a fuppo- -
fition, of the Chriftians innocence ? ‘T heir dangers refembled thofe
of the philofophers. But Socrates did not deferve the capital
punithment infli¢ted upon him. The like may be faid of many
other of the philofophers: they did not deferve banifhment, or
other like punithment. They recommended the principles of
philofophy, or religion, 1n a peaceable manner, in the way of
reafon and argument.

7. We faw before ® how Celfus nidiculed the Chriftians, fay-
ng: ¢ but now you die with him.” Afterwards, in another
place, he thus infults them. ¢ Do ® you not fee, good Sir, how
‘ any man that will, may not only blafpheme your demon, but
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‘ drive him away from the earth and the fea, [or from every
¢ quarter of the world under heaven:] and binding you; his fa-
¢ cred image, has you away, and crucifies you? And your de-
¢ mon, or as you fay, the Son of God, gives yov no help.” ‘And
afterwards. ¢ If *any one of you abfconds, and hides himfelf,
¢ he is fought for to be punifhed with death.” |

But thefe fufferings of Chriftians are no objection againt their
faith, or the doltrine received by them. If the Chrifhans were
good men, and alléged weighty reafons for their belief, their fuf-
ferings are no reproach to them: the difhonour falls upon thofe
who oppofe and abufe them. There might be'good reafons for
God’s permitting the followers of Jefus to-endure great trials for

a while: the® truth of his religion is the more eftablifhed by
their patience and fortitude. And Celfus himfelf fays, ¢ That!
¢ he who has once embraced the truth, ought not to forfake it,
« nor pretend to forfake it, or deny it, through fear of fufferings
¢ from men.” Infomnuch that, as Origen {ays, ¢ he- might be
¢ underftood to be a ftrenuous defender of thofe who perfevere
¢ even to death in their teftimony to Chrifhanity.”

What has been juft alleeed may be fufficient to fatisfy us, that
the Chriftians had very bad treatment, and had few or no worldly
inducements to follow Jefus, and profefs his name: they had
therefore fome ocher reafons, of a different kind ; they were over-
come by the force of truth, and lsved not their lives unto the
death : as 1t 1s faid of fome, Rev. xii. 11. They obeyed our
Lord’s command, Rev. 1. 10. Be thou faithful unto death, i
hope of receiving from bim a crown of hfe. At this very time,
when Celfus wrote againft them, they underwent a grievous per-
~fecution; but they were able to endure and withftand his
fharp pointed pen, and alfo the fword of the magiftrate.

8. We go on. ¢ The™ Jews therefore,” fays Celfus, ¢ being
¢ a difin& nation, and having the proper laws of their country,
¢ which they fill carry about with them, together with a religion,
¢ fuch as 1t is, however thofe of their country, alt like other
¢ men; forafmuch as all follow the infhitutions of their own
¢ country, whatever they are. And that is realonable enough,
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¢ hecaufe different laws have been framed by different people:
¢ and it is fit, that thofe things thould be obferved, which have
¢ heen eftablifhed by public authority: nor would it be juft to
¢ gbrogate thofe laws, which have been “enafted from the
¢ beginning in every country.’...But® if another appears, I
¢ fhould afk them, whence they came, and what country-laws
« they have for their rule? They will anfwer, None at all. For
« they defcend from the fame original; and they have received
« therr mafter and leader from the fame country: and yet they
¢ have revolted from the Jews,’

Thus deplorable was the condition of the Chriftians at that
ime! fo obnoxious were they to the refentment and difpleafure
of their neighbours, above and beyond all other men, without

any Jult reafon! The Jewtth people were very troublefoms fub-

jelts of the Roman empire; the Chriftians were the moft peace-

able fubjefts upon the face of the earth; and yet they were
looked upon with 2 worfe eye than the Jews themfelves; and
were judged unworthy of the common rights and privileges, al-
lowed to all other men! This was the difpofition of Celfus him-
felf toward them. It is not to be much wondered at, that many
others were in the fame way of thinking.

Celfus allegeth not, as a ground of this treatment of them,
any crimes in action, or wicked principles in belief; but only a
fingularity of inftitution, not eftablithed by the laws of any country,

The reafon of this particular enmity to the Chriftians, beyond
the Jews, though they were alfo worfhippers of the one God alone,
and condernned all idolatry, I fuppofe to have been this: Chrif~
tianity made much greater progrefs than Judaifm, and threatened
the utter ruin and overthrow of Gentilifm.

This 1s a paffage, which I would recommend to the confidera-
tion of thofe, who deny men the freedom of judging perfonally
for themfelves in things of religion; and found all right of pro-
fefling religious principles upon the confent and authority of the
magiftrate, and civil laws and conftitutions, Such may obferve,
how exactly they agree with Celfus; and they may eafily difcern,
that 1f they had lived in his time, they muft, according to their
own principles, have fided with him agamnft Chriftianity itfelf.

a L. v.§33. p. 258,
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A SECTION VIL

Paffages of Celfus, inwhich be chargeth the Chriftians with magical praclice;,

Wt faw before® how Celfus fays, that Jefus had learned the
Egyptiam arts, and valuing himfelf upon them, had fet up him.
felf for 2 god. And in fome other places he has been ready to
have recourfe to magic, in order to account for the works faid to
have been done by our Saviour. Now I would obferve what he
fays of Chriftians to the like purpofe. |

¢ After® this,” fays Origen, ¢ I do not know for what reafon
¢ Celfus fays, that the Chriftians feem to be well flalled [or very
¢ mighty] in the names and invocations of certain demons.’

Origen fuppofeth, that Celfus there refers to thofe who exor-
cifed, or expelled demons: but fays, that in {fo doing Chriftians
made ufe of no other name but that of Jefus, and the rehearfal
of fome parts of his hiftory. |

¢ Celfus® fays, he had feen with fome prefbyters of our reli.
¢ gjon, books, in a barbarous language, containing the names of
¢ demons, and other charms. And he fays, that thofe prefbyters
< of our religion profefled. nothing good, but every thing hurtful
¢ to mankind.’ .

This, as well as fomewhat elfe faid before, Origen fays, is
downright fi¢tion. And he fays, that all thofe ftories are con-
futed by all who have converfed with Chriftians, who never heard
of any fuch things praétifed by them.

However; this charge of magic againft the Chriftians may be
reckoned an argument, that there were fome uncommon things
done by them at this time; as is often affirmed by © Origen, as
well as by other ecclefiaftical writers; but not to the detriment of
mankind, as Celfus infinuates, but for their benefit,

SECT1ION VI
Of Chriftian Worfhips and their Affemblies.

We have juft now feen mention made of Chriftian prefbyters;
the only place, fo far as I remember, where Celfus has taken
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any potice of them. But though there were then perfons of
that denomination, who taught the Chriftian doétrine, and offici-
ated in the worfhip of God, it does not appear, that Chriftians
had at that time any temples, or fumptuous buildings for public
worfhip.  Celfus rather intimates, that they had none. ¢ They?®
« cannot,” he fays, ¢ fo much as endure the fight of temples, al-
< tars, ftatues.’” However, he adds: ¢ Nor do the Perfians erect
« emples.” In another place Origen obferves: Celfus® fays, © we
« ereCt no ftatues, altars, or temples.’

And that Chriftians declined joining with heathen people in
their public worfhip, Celfus bears witnefs. ¢ God,” * fays he, is
« the common Lord of ail; he s good to all: he needeth not
« any thing, and therefore 1s free from envy. What then fhould
« hinder the moft devoted to lum from partaking in the public
¢ feftivals 2’ And afterwards, fays Origen, ¢ Celfus * endeavours
‘ to perfuade us to eat things facrificed to idols, and to jointin
« the public facrifices of the folemn feftivals, faying: If thefe
“ idols are nothing, what harm can there be to partake in the
« public {olemnities! If they are d@mons, then for certain they
t are gods, in whom we ought to truft; and facrifices ought to
¢ be offered to them, and they ought to be prayed to, that they
“ may be propitious to us.” ‘To all which Origen makes a fuf-
ficient anfwer: but it needs not to be tranfcribed.

However, I am induced to take here a paffage of Origen in
the third book againft Celfus. He is fpeaking of the great be-
nefic of the Chriftian religion. ¢ And® God,’ fays he, ¢ who
< fent Jefus, having defeated all the artifices of damons, has fo
“ordered 1t, that the gofpel of Jetus fhould prevail every where
- ¢ for reforming mankind ; and that there fhould be every where
¢ churches governed by difterent laws from the churches of fu-
- ¢ perftitious, intemperate, and unrighteous men: for fuch are
¢ the manners of moft of thofe who belong to the churches of

“ the cities.  But the churches of God, infiruéted by Chrift, com-

‘ pared with the churches of the people among whom they five,

“are as lghts i the world, Matt. v. 14. Phil-1i. 15, And who

‘15 there, who muft not acknowledge, that the worft of thofe
who are in the church, and are inferior to the reft, are better
“ than moft of thofe who are in the churches of the people.’

“ For inftance, the church of God at Athens is quiet, mild,
“ and well behaved, being defirous to approve itfelf to God who

e ayn ms;{ﬁﬂm vEL's c;::d'ﬂscs w2 e ¢ L.vnt, § 21. p. 30¢2. ¢ L. vu,
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is over all,  But the church of the Athenians is turbulent, and
by, no means comparable to the church of God there. The
fame you muft alfo acknowledge of the church of God: at
Corinth, and the church of the people of che Corinthians: ag
you muft alfo allow of the church of God at Alexandria, and
the church of the people of the Alexandrians. Every one who
is candid, and diligently attends to thefe things, with a mind
open to convition, will admire him who formed this defigp,
and has accomplithed 1t; that there fhould be every where
churches of God, dwelling together with the churches of the
people in every city. Andfif you will obferve the {enate of
the church of God, and the fenate in every city, you will find
fome fenators of the church worthy to govern in the city of
God, all over the world, if there were fuch a thing. And on
the other hand, you will find, that the fenators of the cities
have nothing in their behaviour to render them worthy of the
diftinftion allotted to them. And if you fhoyld comparé the
prefidents of the churches of God with the prefidents of the
people 1n the cities, you will find the fenators and governors of
the churches, though fome may be inferior to others who are
more perfet, neverthelefs you will find them to excel in virtue
the {enators and governors of the cities.’ |
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SECTION IX°
Paflages in Celfus concerning thefe called Heretics.

Crtsus was not unacquainted with thofe particular opinions
called herefies, which arofe early in the world under the Chriftian
name. .

1. I fhall tranfcribe at length a part of what Origen fays upon
this fubjett. ¢ Then® he fays: Let not any man think me ig-
¢ norant, that fome of them will allow, that their God is the
¢ fame with the God of the Jews; whilft others believe in another,
¢ and contrary to him, and by whom, as they fay, the Son of
¢ ‘God was fent.’ ' -

Here, I think, Celfus muft mean the Marcionites, though
Origen does not exprefsly {ay fo.

9. ¢ He® adds, that fome are Sibyllits. Perhaps he had
¢ heard of forne, who blamed thofe who accounted the Sibyl4
¢ prophetefs, and who therefore called them Sibyllifts.’

£ Odlw &5 wes Beday exvdncioe @ee Budn  wilig sqsr v 7o -n::m!r'h wreAig T8 Gy o priin
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3. Origen goes on. ¢ Then © heaping up the names of ‘many
¢ among us, he fays, « he knows of fome, who are Simonians,
« who following Helena, or a mafter called Helenus, are called
« Helenians.,” But,’ fays Orngen, ¢ Celfus does not know, that
¢ the Simonians do by no means confefs Jefus to be the Son of
¢ God, but fay, that Stmon 1s the power of God. Many firange
¢ things are told us of that man, who thought, that if he could
¢ perform fome wonders like to thofe which Jefus had done, he
¢ fhould be honoured in the like manner that Jefus was, But
¢ neither Celfus, nor Stmon, were able to comprehend, how Je-
¢ {us, as a good hufbandman of the word of God, w; READS YEwp-
<[5 Aolx @es, was able to fow a great part of Greece, and a great
« part of the Barbarian world, and fill them with words, which
¢ convert the foul from every evil, and lead them to the Creator
< of all. Cellus was alfo acquainted with the Marcellians, fo
« called from Marcellina, and the Harpocratians, who had their
¢ rile from Salome, and others fromn Mariamne, and others from
¢ Martha: though I, who have made it my bufinefs to acquaint
¢ myfelf with the different fects afmn% us, as well as among the
« philofophers, never met with any of thele, zdemle 7dloss wuirn-
“ sapev. Celfus has allo made mention of the Marcionites, fo
¢ called trom Marcion.” _

4. < And* then, that he may feem to be acquainted with
“ others, befide thofe already named, be adds, after his accuf-’
“ tomed manner: ¢ and others form to themfelves another maf-
“ ter and demon, ‘walking in the greateft darknefs, and prac-
« tifing more fhameful and impious things than the aflociates of |
“ Antinous 1n Egypt.”

¢. In another place Origen obferves, that * the Simonians never
were perfecuted : and fays, he believes, there could not at that.
time be found thirty Simonians in the world.

Celfus alfo brings in the Ophians, or Ophitz, who, as ' Origen
fays, were no more Chriftians than himfelf. He?® ikewife feemns
to refer to the Valentinians, and to® fome other obfcure people,
whom Origen knew nothing of : and borrowing their fentiments,
he forms 2n objeétion from them againit all Chriftians in general,

However, the main difputes of Celfus is with our goipels, and
thofe Chriftians that followed them, as is manifelt from the whole
of his work ; {o far as we can judge of it by thofe fragments that

¢ L.v. § 62. p. 272. d Ib. § 63. § 34. &c. p. 293: h Kas ey rotlosg
h. 278, ¢ L. vi, § 11. p. 282. waAiy E¥ 60 aT0 WOIR] AIfiTEIG Ko
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remain: and there are enough of thein in Origen to give us a
juft idea of it.

8. It is not at all furprifing, that Celfus fhould endeavour to
make an advantage of the abfurd opinions of thofe called here-
tics, for loading Chriftians in general, or Chriftianity itlelf with
the reproach of them; or by, fetting them up againft the more
prevailing {fentiments of the founder part of the Chriftians, from
which indeed proceeded all the fears and apprehenfions of heathen

people.

SECTION X

Paflages in Cilfusy containing mkgmrfe:, or injurious refleclions upon the
Chriftiaus.

Hz objelts after this manner. ¢ That* I fay nothing more
¢ fevere than truth obliges me to fay, 1s manifeft hence: when
¢ others invite men to the myfteries, they invite men after this
¢ manner: ¢ Whoever has clean hands, and a good underftand-
“ ing: or, wholoever is pure from vice, whofe foul is confcious
« of no evil, and lives according to the law of righteouinefs, let
¢« him come hither.,” Now let us {feec whom they invite,
« Whoever, fay they, 1s a finner, whoever 1s 1gnorant, who-
« ever is filly, and in a word, whoever 1s miferable, thefe the
« kingdom of God receives.”” Whom do you mean by * fin-
¢ ners?” Do you not thereby mtend thieves, houfe-break-
¢ ers, poifoners, facrilegious, and the like? And what elfe could
¢ men fay, who aim to form a f{ociety of the worft of men?’ To
which Origen anfwers: ¢ It 1s one thing to nvite fick fouls to
¢ come to be healed, and another thing to cali fuch as are cured
¢ to partake of higher myfteries. We who know the diterence
of thefe two things, firft invite men to come and be healed,
and we exhort {inners to attend to thofe who teach men not to
fin; and the ignorant and unwife we exhort to hearken to thofe
who will feach them wifdom; the weak we exhort to aim at
manly wifdom, and the miferable we invite to accept of hap-
¢ pinefs, or, to {pealkk more properly, bleflednefs. And, when
¢ they whom we have admonithed, have made fome progrefs,
¢ and have learned to live well, then they are iniuated by us,
¢ For we fpeck wifdom cmong the peife?.” 1 Cor. 11 6.

2. That the Chriftian doltrine gives no encouragement to
-wickednefs, 1s apparent from the books of the New Teftament,
in which it is clearly taught: and that the general practice of
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Chriftians is here mifreprefented appears from Juftin Martyr, who
lived about the fame time wicth Ceifus, who, in his firlt apology,
giving an account of the Chriftian principles and worthip, fays:
< Whenever ® any are perfuaded of the truth of the things taught
¢ by us, and engage to the utmoft of their power to live accord-
¢ ingly, they are directed to pray, jolning therewith h}fhng, that
< they may obtain from God the forgivenels of thewr paft lins,
¢ we alfo praying and fafting with them: then they are brought
¢ by us to a place where there is water, and they are regenerated
¢ in the fame manner that we were,”  Nor were they admitted to
the euchanit oll afterwards, as © he farther thews,

3. So writes Jultin, The diicipline of the church was much
the fame ‘in the time of Origen: for fome while before, in anfwer
to another reflection of Celius, not very different from this which
we are now confidering, he fays: ¢ But? what ground 1s there to
' ¢ compare us with thole haranguers, and common ftroilers? Is
- ¢ there any refemblance between them and us, Who by readings,
“ and by explications of thole readings, excite men to plety to-
¢ ward the God of the univerfe, and to other virtues of hke ex-
“ cellence, [xas 7as subpovss rauly apdas] and who call men off
“ from a negleCt of religion, and from all things contrary to
“ right reafon? Certainly the philofophers would be well pleafed
‘ to gather together fuch as are difpoled te hear their difcourtes
“ concerning what is good and honeft. Nor ought fuch to be’
¢ compared with the common ftrollers above mentioned : nor is
“ it reafonable to fuppofe, that Celfus would condemn thofe phi-
‘ lofophers, who, from a principle of humanity, endeavour to.
“ mftruét and improve the ignorant vulgar,’

¢ The Chriftians are more careful in diftinguifhing their hearers
“ than any other men. When the philofophers {peak in public,
“ all attend that will: the Chnftians carefully examine the tem-
“ pers and manners of thofe who come to them; nor are any re-
“ cetved by us, till they have given fome evidences of a progrefs
“in virtwe. If afterwards they fall into {in, efpecially any kind -
‘ of intemperance, they are excluded from the community: if
“ afterwards they repent, their recovery is confidered as a rifing
“again from the dead, But now they are received again not
“ without more difficulty than at the firft; nor can they ever be
“ admitted into any office or dignity 1n the church of God.’

4. Moreover, as Dr. Wall obferves in his Notes upon John
vil. at the beginning: ¢ It i1s no difcredit, but an excellence in

b Ap.i. p, g3, Paril, § 61. Bened, ¢ lb-.p.g;;'. § 65, &e. |
6 Luii. § 50, 51 pr 142, 143 |
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© any religion, -that it has rules of pardon for great fins, pro.
¢ vided it lay conditions, and firong injunétions of amending,
* and doing {o no more, fuch as here at ver. 11" For certiin,

the gofpel promlfcth not any {pecial advantages to men who live
in {in: fuch as fin, 1t calls to repentance ; nor is there any pardon,

nor falvation for finners, unlefs they repent, and practife rea] -
holinefs and virtue.

. That charge of Celfus againit Chrifhanity,  therefore, is
altocrether abfurd and n'roundlefs though it was afterwards re-
newed by the“* emperor Julian: and I hope it will be excufed,
that I have fo particularly confidered this objeétion the firft time
it came in our way.

6. ¢ Celfus* quotes, or feems to quote, words of a Dialogue,
¢ (if they are not his own invention) as written by {fome Clmﬁlan
¢ where mention is made of angels of light, and other angels
< and? their prince at the head, who is mentioned by a very op-
¢ probrious name. Then,’ fays Origen, ¢ laying hold of thofe
¢ words, he defervedly cenfures thofe who fay fuch things. We
alfo are very ready to join in cenfuring fuch, as call the God of
the Jews accurfed, if © indeed there are any fuch men: I mean
the ‘God that fends rain and thunder, the God of Mofes ang
author of the creation defcribed by him.” ¢ Here,” adds On-
gen, ¢ Celfus feems to have intended fomewhat very unfair againft

¢ us, proceeding from 1ll-will, unbecoming a philofopher. He
¢ mtended that they who read his book, to whom we are un-
known, fhould declare war againft us, as men who called the
good creator of the world accurfed: in which he refembleth
the Jews, who, at the firft rife of the Chriftian doétrine, fpread
abroad calumnies againlt it; giving out, that they killed 4
child and ate it," and that when the lights were put out; they
practifed promifcuous lewdnefs. Which calumny, however ab.
furd, was of old credited by many who differ from us: and
even now there are fome who are fo deceived by it, that for
this reafon “they are fo averfe to all Chriftians, tlm they will

have no difcourfe or communtcation with any of them. Some-
what of this kind Celfus feems to have aimed at, when he gave

out, that the Chriftians call the creator of the world the ac-
curfed God: that men believing fuch things of us, might be
t.hfpafcd to do their utmoﬂ: to ext1rp1te the Chrlfclans, as the
moft impious of all men.’
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By all which we may perceive, that Celfus was filled with en-
mity againft the Chriftians of his time, and did not fpare them.

%. There 15 yet one place more, which I muft take notice of
before I leave this arnicle.

¢« After this he nfinuates, that the worfhip paid to Antinous,
¢ one of the beloved favourites of Adrian, at Antinopolis in
« Egypt, differs not from the refpect which we have for Jefus.
¢ Another inftance this of his hatred of us! But®é what have we
¢ in common with men, whofe manners are {o vicious, as not to
¢ be exempt from that effeminacy which is contrary to nature ?
¢ What comparifon can be made between them, and the vene-
« rable Jefus, whom we follow, againft whom, though innumera-
¢ ble Jies and calumnies have been forged, none have dared to
¢ charge him with any kind of intemperance whatever ¢’

S ECTION XL

Remarks upon the IWork of Celfus againf? the Chriffians, and upon Origen's
.Ah.[ﬂ»'fr 1o 7t .

Cersus fays, ¢ he* knows all things."” Which Ornigen treats
2s a very arrogant faying : but I think the coherence fhews, that
Celfus intended to fay, he knew all things relating to the Chriftians:
And perhaps he meant no more, than that he was well qualified
for the work he had undertaken, of writing againft them: and
Origen himfelf, *1n fome other places where he takes notice of
this {aying, leads us to underftand it of his being well acquainted
with the Chriftian affamrs,

Which, 1 apprehend, cannot be difallowed: for Celfus had
read the books of Mofes, and perhaps all the other books of the
Old Teftament. He had read, as 1t {feems, all the books of
the New Teftament: but when he had done that, he fuppofed,
he needed not to give himfelf much trouble about any of them,
excepting the hiftorical books, and particularly the gofpels.

He had alfo made inquiries after thofe abfurd people called
heretics, and looked into fome of their writings,
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Befide all this, he had fent for fome Jews to come to him,
with whom he had a good deal of difcourfe. From them he
learned their expectation of  the Meffiah, and their idea of him:
by them he endeavoured to inform h1mfelf' wherein lay the con-
troverfy between the Jewifh péople and the Chriftians: with their
affiftance he formed divers objections againft the Chriftian doc-
trinc: and from them, undoubtedly, he aimed to pick up all
the fcandal which they could furnith him with againft the Chrlf-
tians: and from them he received the infamous account of our
Saviour’s nativity, before taken notice of.

And .it may be well fuppofed, that there were fome reafons,
waich induced this learned Epicurean to take {fo much pains to
m”orm himfelf about the Chriftians, and then to write 2 large
vo.ume againit them. Their principles were very different from
his, and contrary to all the eftablifhed notions about the heathen
deities: and their principles had already gained great ground,
and were fhil fpreading more and more to the detriment of Lpi-
curlim, and all idolatrous fchemes; which could not but move
his indignation, We fee his refentments in the bitternefs with
which he has treated the Chriftians, and Jefus himfelf, whom
they followed as their I.ord and mafter. I am.unwilling to in-
finuate, that Celfus was allured into this fervice, and that he en-
couraged himielf with hopes of fuccefs in his defign, by the af-
flithive circumftances of the Chriftians at that ume: but I muft
fa) , 1t wWas not very generous 1n him to attack and oppofe them
in the manner he did, when they were under perfecution, and
liable to Capm] pumfhments

Celfus © exprefsly quotes the Difpute or Dialogue of Paplfcus
and Jafon, and fpcaks of 1t with great contempt, of which I
took notice ? formerly. Itisa WOI]\ which may be allowed to be
written by a catholic Chriftian. Excepting that one book, I do
not recolledt, that Celfus has mentioned the name of any of our
celebrated ancient Chriftians, or partcularly referred to any of
their writings: though there were feveral before, and about his
tune, who ml‘i"]‘lt have been menitoned ; as C]Pment of Rome,
Iﬂ'lldtllla blf’nop of Antloch, Polycarp blﬂlOp of Smyrna, Quad-

;uus Ariftides, Jultin Martyx, Tatian, not to fpeak of any
mhm, divers of whom were well verfed in Greek literature:
which filence about them may be afcribed to a feornful difdain,
unwilling to do juftice to the merit of a Chriftian« nor do we
perceive from Origen, that Celtus had named any of the evangelifts.
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And by the way I would obferve here, that we compute the
Diaslogue of Papifcus and Jafon to have been written about the

vear of Chrift 140: Celfus, therefore, could not publith his
8 work againft the Chriftians till after that time.

At the conclufion of his eight books in anfwer to Celfus, Ori-
oen obferves, that* Celfus promifed another work, in which he

8 would fhew men how to live. 'This work Origen feems to fup-

pofe to have been likewife defigned in oppofition to Chriftianity.
Origen did not know whether Celius had performed his promife :
hut he defires his friend Ambrofe to {end 1t to him, if he had
met with it ; and he engageth to examine i, *

Origen’s own work, as before fhewn, has been greatly com-
mended. Eufebius, entering upon his anfwer to Hierocles, con-
fiders® it as a needlefs performance ; forafmuch as a confutation
of him may be feen in Origen’s books againft Celfus, who Lad:
already faid every thing that could be faid upon the fubjeét.

I do not judge it proper for me to indulge myfelf in any cha-
racters that fhould be reckoned extravagant: neverthelefs I think
I may fay, that Origen’s eight books againft Celfus are an in-
valuable treafure. Every one is now able to judge of the im-

i portance of the fragments of the work of Celfus, preferved in it.

noen’s anfwers to Celfus are alfo valuable. There are likewife

} many other things, of which good ufe may be made; whence
| the curious may learn divers things hardly to be met with elfe-
t where. I fuppofe, I fhall hereafter have opportunities for verify-

{ 1o this obfervation, by quotations out of it.

|
|

S ECTION XIL
The Recapitulation.

It 15 a large extralt which I have now made out of Origen’s

“eight books againft the work of Celfus, entitled The true Word -

i 15 fir, that we fhould now recapitulate what we have {een in
[everal articles. |

And it 1s a great deal. All thefe things have we feen in Cel-
lus diftinCtly and clearly. What greater advantage could we ex-
pect from the writings of an adverfary, who flourithed, and wrote
not long after the middle of the fecond century of the Chriftian
epoch; and not much above 1 j0years after our Saviour’s afcenfion ?

© 12h gy 1o srmfys?}nm;qv sor Kedcoy  ye¢ avlw xas URaLEVES d:rngs.:rﬁm_h L. vii,
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In. the paffages alleged under the * ¥ {econd fection we haye
feen good proofs, that the Jéwifh people had expectations of thy
great perfon the Meffiah, ” T

In the pafiages cited under the third fe&tion, we have fee .
many plain references to the gofpels, and to {everal of St. Payls
epiftles, if not alfo to St. Peter’s and St. John’s. We are affureq
by Celfus, that there were hiftories of Jefus written by his dif.
ciples, meaning his apoftles and their.companions; and thy
thofe books were well known, and in high efteem with Chriftians,

We have feen in his fragments plain references to the gofpel
of St. Matthew, St. Luke, and St. John: it appears alfo highly
probable, or even certain, that he was not unacquainted with the
gofpel according to St. Mark ; but he has not exprefsly men.
tioned the books themielves, nor the names of the writers: nor
is there {fo much as an infinuation, that the later Chrittians, of
Celfus’s own .time, or thereabout, had forged thefe hiftories v |
do honour to Jefus. He only fays, that they had -altered fom
things ; but of that he produced no proof; nor did he allege an;
particular inftances: he only fays, in the place referred to, ff
Origen has taken the words of Celfus exaltly, ¢ that {fome of
¢ the believers had taken the liberty to alter the gofpel from the
¢ firft writing.’ '

I prefume, I have now particularly thewn, from numerou
paffages above alleged, the truth of St. Chryfoftom’s obfervation:
¢ That Celfus bears witnefs to the antiquity of our writings.”

And, as it was 1n thole times 2 common methed to quote au-
thors in a loofe manner, and as it is reafonable to believe, tha
Celfus was far from being fcrupuloufly exat in his citations of
Chriftian books, or in his allufions to them; it may be wel
reckoned fomewhat extraordinary, that we can difcern in himb
many evident traces of quotations from the books of the Nes
Teftament, or references to them. |

In the fourth fection are many paffages of Celfus bearing teft:
mony to the books of the New Teftament, and the facts con
tained in them.

He lets us know, that Jefus was the author of the Chrifim
inftitution, and that he had lived and taught not very long ago.
We learn from him alfo, that according to the accounts given bj
his difciples, he was born of a virgin, in a fmall village of Judey
{uppofed to have been delcended from the Jewifh kings: th

the was married to a carpenter: that for fome while her hufband

#% The firll feflion Is not recapitulated here, as it eontains only the hiflory of C
fus, and his work,

W
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% .. doubtful about her chaftity: that Chaldwans, or other wife
8 mnen from the eaft, came to Jerufalem, foon atter his nativity, to
B o him hornage as king of the Jews, having been excited to that
g8 journcy by the appearance of a ftar: that Herod, moved by jea-
g Jouly, put to death many young children, hoping to kill Jefus
B \ith them: that by direction of an angel, he was carried by his
# parents into Egypt for the prefervation of his life; where, as
% Celfus infinuates, Jelus learned the charms practifed in that
B country. He calls Jefus the Nazarzan man, or man of Naza-
& rcth, from the place where he was brought up, and chiefly re-
| fiked, before his appearance in a public character. He takes no-
B tice of our Lord’s baptifm, and of the defcent of the Holy Spirit
g in the fhape of a dove, and of a voice from heaven declaring
B jcfus to be the beloved Son of God. . In another place he fpeaks
;gain of a like voice from heaven, which feems to be what hap-
% pened when our L.ord was transfigured on the mount, He after-
& wards takes notice, that when Jefus appeared in a public cha-
§ racter, as- a teacher of religion, he went about attended by ten
R or cleven difciples, publicans and failors, or mariners, as he ge-
# nerally calls them. In the hiftory of Jefus, written by his dif-
§ ciples, he 1s faid to have healed the lame, and the blind, and to
4 have raifed fome dead perfons to life: and though he is unwilling
§ 10 allow, that thefe were real miracles done by the power of God,
 he dares not to deny their truth, and is troubled to account for
§ them, and was almoft reduced to the neceflity of allowing the
§ power of magic, though he 1s {uppofed to have formerly written
| againft 1t, He has taken notice of our Lord’s death on the
| crofs, and almoft all the circumftances of his laft fufferings:
| that he was betrayed by one of his difciples, and denied by ano-
 ther : that he was condemned by .a judge, and profecuted by the
 Jews.  He mentions our Lord’s deriders, and the reproaches he
underwent, the crown of thorns, the purple robe, the reed in his
hand, Nor has he omitted the wine mingled with gall, when
our Lord was going to be crucified, and the vinegar, when he was
rear expiring on the crofs.  He alfo takes notice of the darknefs
durng our Lord’s crucifixion, and the earthquake at the fame
ume, or foon after it. And though he will not admit, that Jefus
rle from the dead, he acknowledgeth the difciples to have re-
ted 1t, -and that an angel defcended, and removed the ftone
from the door of the fepulchre, and that he is faid by them to
have fhewn himfelf to one woman, and then to others, and to
his difciples.  Ie alfo obferves, that the difciples have recorded,
that Jefus forcknew and foretold the things that happened to him-
felf, and which were to happen to them al{o after he had left them.

S0
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So that we have in Celfus, in 2 mapner, the whole hiftory of Je.
fus, as recorded in the gofpels: for we have traced in him the
hiftory of our Lord’s birth, life, preaching, miracles, death, ap
refurre@ion; all as taken by him from the writings of Chrift
own difciples. In this fection, therefore, we have feen Mmany
teftimonies to the antiquity and genuinenefs of our {criptures,
additional to thofe alleged in the preceding fection.

‘In the fifth {ection we have obferved the notice which Celfys
takes of fome Chriftian principles, in particular, the general re.
furrection of the dead: as for the moral doétrine he was not able
tg find any fault with it; but he fays, the like things had bee
before taught by the philofophers, and better exprefled. He
takes notice of the veneration which the Chriftians had for Jefus
as their mafter, and the Meffiah promifed of old. But he fay;
the Jews were miftaken n expefting fuch a perfon at all; and
the Chriftians were miftaken in thinking that he was attually
come: though, as he allows, they argued from the ancient Jevwify
prophets.

In the fixth feftion we have feen fome paffages bearing teft.
mony to the great progrefs of the Chriftian religion 1n the world
notwithftanding many dificulues and difcouragements.  Indeed,
this whole work of Celfus is an evidence of the prevailing powe
of the Chriftian religion: he has fufficiently acknowledged the
great numbers of Jews and Gentiles, who had been gained over
to this beltef: and if 1t had not been fuill {preading and preval-
ing, this Jearned and ingenious man would have faved himfef
the pains of this laborious argument to confute 1t: but how f
many at that time fhould embrace this doftrine, under many
worldly difcouragements, without good reafon, 1s a thing not
caly to be accounted for.

Under this feCtion, -I-fuppofe, may be obferved fome paffage:
containing references to the book of the Aéts of the apoftles.

Under the feventh fetion we faw, how Celfus was dipoled to
charge the. Chriftians with magical arts and practices; upon
which I necd not enlarge here: it is fufficient to remind the rex-
der of what 1s there alleged.

In the eighth fection are fome paflages relating to Chriftian
worfhip. It appears from what Cel{us fays, that they worfhipped
the one God, Creator of all things, and had a high veneratio
for Jefus Chrift: nor would they worfhip deemons, or join in the
public facrifices and feftivals of heathen people. He hkewit
fpeaks of Chriftian prefbyters; though they had not then ay
. altars, nor temples, nor other fumptuous buildings to meet i
He al{o reproacheth them with holding their religicus aﬁ'?mblifi

| privatey,
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8 privately, and contrary to law: nor was it without reafon that
8 they aimed at privacy; for, as he owns, they were then {ought
B (o to be put to death. | _ |
%  [rom the paffages alleged under the ninth feCtion we learn,
8 1t Celfus was not unacquainted with the abfurd opinions of fome
§ Lo went under the Chriftian name: thefe he_brings 1n, the more
§ 0 reproach thofe who were the moft rational in their belief.  All
8 e attacks of Celfus are againft the more fober part of the be-
8 1evers: thofe others were fought for in order to difparage and
~ f.'}{pﬂﬁi' them, if poﬁible. ‘ . )
1 Tinally, 1t 1s well known, that in early times, foon after the
¥ 1 of Chriftianity, the followers of Jefus were loaded with many
calumnies.
B They were faid to kill infants, and eat them, and when the
8 [ights were put out, to practife promifcuous lewdnefs in their af-
% femblies. I do not perceive Celfus to infift upon thefe: 12 ra-
8 ther think he did not. Thefe calumnies were not yet extiné,
® nor obfolete : the martyrs at Lyons and Vienna, n the reign of
4 Marcus Antoninus ® about the year 177, were reproached with
§ them; and they were In vogue after that time, But to me it
# feems probable, that Celfus thought thofe charges to be abfurd
¥ and incredible; and to mention them with any marks of coun-
# tenance and approbation, he fuppofed would be a prejudice to
his aroument.  But though he has omitted them, he has brought
¢ n divers injurious reflections upon them, and thereby {hewn his
4 good will to expofe them to general and public refentment; as
{ may be feen in the paffages alleged from him under this fetion.
:  If therefore we now have any advantage from the work of Cel-
) fus, as we certainly have, and very confiderable, 1t 1s altogether
t befide the intention of the author: fo that we may here apply
the words of Sampfon’s riddle, or @nigma: Ot of the eater, or
devourer, came wmeat, and out of the firong, or the herce, came

Jweetnefs, Judges xiv. 14.

S ECTION XL

Tbrce fummaries of the fragments of the work of Celfus preferved in Origen,
i made by three feveral learned men

1. ASummary of the Work of Celfus, by the late Rev.
Dr, Philip Doddridge.

* Vid. L. vi. § 40. p. 302. b Vid. Eufeb. H. E. L. v. cap. 4. p. 156. D,
and 1 this work, vol, vit, Ch. XV, Se, it, num, 111,

S - My



62 Teflimonies of Ancient Heathens. Ch. XVIIL: vol, 2, p. 344;

My-late excellent friend, .Dr. Doddridge, obferved to m,
that.few learned men knew the importance of the remains of
Celfus. He faid, © An abridgment of the hiftory of Chrift may
¢ be found in-Celfus:’ and he entrcated, that when I fhould
come to this writer, ¢ I would labour the point.” I think I hav
thewn a regard to his advice, as I have allo followed my owy
judgment and inchnation. |
- Since his deceafe I have underftoed, that he had abridged the
argument of the eight books of Origen againft Celfus, and fen
it to an honourable friend*. A copy of it having been taken, |
have procured it from the Rev. Mr. Athworth of Daventry iy
Northamptonthire, I fhall now tranicribe 1t with- references to
the pages of Spencer’s edition of Origen at Cambridge, in 1677.

« Of the proof of the genuinenefs' of the New Teftamen,
¢ that may be derived from the fragments of Celfus, as preferved
¢ by Ongen.”

< The book of Celfus is unhappily loft: but there are large
< extrats made in Origen, and, as it feems, with fuch exaétnefs,
¢ that it is difficult to find more confiderable remains of any an-
¢ cient book, not now extant. ‘The following collection 1s con-
¢ fined to the iluftration of this thought: < What we may Jeam
« from him,concerning the real exiftence of the New Teftament, .
 in his age, and the regard inwhich it was held among Chriftians.”

¢ Celfus is, no doubr, an evidence of great value, as he wrote
“ {o early. Origen obferves, p. 3. that he had been dead long |
¢ before his undertaking to anfwer his book agamnft Chriftianty,
¢ which he calls the ¢ The true word.” And it appears from
< another paffage of Origen, that he lived in the days of Aduin
¢ and his fucceffor, p. 8. So that his book muft have Deen
¢ written in the fecond century: which 1s farther confirmed by
¢ Lucian’s dedicating ta him one of his works, entitled, Pfeudo-
* mantis. It may be alfo obferved, that he fpeaks of Chrift, =
¢ having taught and f{uffered very lately, p. 21, and p. 282.
¢ As for the references to the gofpels, we do not find that ke
quotes any of them by the name of the authors: but he fpeaks
of the gofpel, meaning, no doubt, the hiftory of Chnit, as being
changed three or four -times, p. 77. He feems to {peak o
feveral of the evangelifts, as agreeing to write of Chrifl’s pre-
dictions, p. 89. and of things written by the difciples of Chnf
p. 67. All which feems to make it evident, that he had more
than the book of St. Matthew in his hand: and though the

A S .. ..

a Gilbert Weft, Efg; Author of Obfervations on the Hiflory and Evidence of the
Refurrcétion of Jelus Chnft, publifhed in the year 1747. C '
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R < oreateft part of his references may be found there, yet there are

2

o

8l < 5lfo many of them in the other gofpels.’ |

< He quotes from the gofpels fuch a variety of particulars,

B < (hat the enumeration of them will almoft prove an abridgment
¢ of the evangelifts’ hiftory: particularly, That Jefus, who, he
i fays, was reprefented as the Word of God, p. 79, and who was
B ¢ the author of the Chrittian name, p. 21, and alfo called him{elf
i < he Son of God, ibid. was a man of Nazareth, p. 343. That
8 ¢ he was the reputed fon of a carpenter, p. 3o. That his mother’s
§ < pregnancy was at fuft -fulpected, ibid. but that it was pretended,
B ¢ that his body was formed in her womb by the Spirit of God:
B < or, as he elfewhere exprefles it, produced by a divine operation,
2 < p.j0. And that to remove the carpenter’s prejudice, an angel
§ ¢ appeared to him to inform him of this, p. 266. That when
# ¢ he was born, a ftar appeared in the eaft to certain Magi, who
£ < cane to adore lim, p. 31. 45.  The confequence of which was
§ ¢ the flaughter of the infants by order of Herod, hoping thereby
E < to deftroy Jefus, and prevent his reign, p. 45. But that his
§ < parents were warned by an angel to fiy into Egypt, to preferve
§ < his life, as if his Father could not have proteéted him at home,
§ ¢ p.¢1, and 266, and that he continued in Egypt for a while,

§ < where, he fays, he had an opportunity of learning magic, p. 22.’

« He farther reprefents it, as pretended in thole books, that

| < when Jefus was wafhed by John, the appearance of a dove de-
| ¢ fcended upon him, and that a voice was heard from heaven,

“ declaring him to be the Son of God, p. 31, and 1045. That
“ he was vexed by a temptation, and the affaults of an evil {pirit,

‘ 303 *.  He calls Chrift himfelf a carpenter, p. 300, and infults

“ his mean life, lurking from place to place, p. 47, gathering up
‘ten or twelve poor men, publicans, and men that ufed the fea,

“ of fcandalous characters, and reprefents Chrift as a beggar, p

“ 47. t4 that he was fometimes hungry and thirfty, p. 55, {peaks.
“of his being reje¢ted by many that heard him, and hints,

“ though not very exprelsly, at an attempt to throw him down a
‘ precipice, p. 298.

“ He grants, that he wrought miracles, and particularly, that
“he cured fome fick people, raifed fome that were dead, and
‘ muluplied fome loaves: but {peaks of others doing the like,
“p. 53. . He alfo exprefsly mentions his curing the lame and the

* The words of Celfus, to which Dr. p. gog. Cantab. num. 4e. p. 663. Bened.
Doddridge sefers, are thefe: O 72 @ t4 The paflages of Cellus, to which Dr.

T asz yrlalas vae TH Daberu' xas Doddridge here refers, may be fcen, trane
raalepsiog ur avle, daexn xar mpug [cribed above, at p. 22, &3,
" vry s8le nedagiar xa@la@porire Lo vie

¢ blind :
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¢ blind: and his raifing the dead is mentioned a fecond time, g,
¢ He lampoons the expreffion, #by faith bath faved thee, p. § **
< He hints at feveral things concerning the doftrine of Chnﬁ
and the manner of his preaching, taken efpecially from §;
Matthew’s acccount of his fermon on the mount, particular] Iy,
that he promifed, that his followers fhould inherit the earth:
that if any ftrike them on one cheek, they fhould turn the
other, p. 343, and 370; that he dcclared no. man can ferye
two malters, p. 380: and would have his difciples learn from
the birds of the air, and the lilies of the field, not to be ey.
ceflively careful about food and raiment, p. 343. He alfore.
fers to fome other difcourfes of Chrift, as his faying, thati
was eafier for a camel to go through the eye of a needle, than
for a rich man to be faved, 286 and 288.’
¢ He obferves, that Jefus, however, was not generally at.
¢ tended to, and that he denounced woes upon his hearers for
¢ their obftinate infidelity, p. 107

¢ He alfo fays, that his dlfc:lples in their writings pretend that
¢ he foretold all things which he was to fuffer, p. 67; and his re-
¢ {urreétion, p. 93: " and likewife, that deceivers would come,
¢ and work miracles, and fpeaks of the author of thefe wicked
¢ works by the name of Satan, p. 89.’

¢ He objects, that Jefus withdrew himfelf from thofe who {ought
¢ to put him to death, p. 62, and yet afterwards did not 'wold
¢ death, knowing it was to come, p. 70. He fpeaks of his eat-
¢ ing the flefh of a lamb, p. 340: and that he foretold to his
¢ dlftlples, they would give him up to his enemies, thereby
¢ making them ‘WlCle.'d though they were the companions of
¢ his table, p.72.

¢ That before his fufterings he prayed in thefe words: Father, |
< if it be poffible, let this cup pafs away, p.75. That he was be-
< trayed by his difciples, though robbers are faithful to ther
¢ leaders, p. 62 and 66. That none of his diciples dared to
< {uffer for him, p. 86, and that he profefled to undergo his fuf-
¢ ferings in obedience to his Father, p. 75, and faid, that shef
€ things ought to bappen, p. 332. |

¢ That he was dented by one who knew him to be God, p. 71,
¢ to whom, as well as to the traitor, he had foretold, what he
¢ would do, p.72.

¢ It is intimated, that he fpoke of coming again with an hez-

¢ venly hoft, p. 337.
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%% That is not exall, owing, perhaps, eAdz emiptvoey® xas, @icis oy cusd o
not to the author, but to the tranl'cnbcr And {ce here at p, 16,
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g8 < He fpeaks of Jefus as ignominioufly bound, p. 282, as
¢ feourged, p. 79, as crowned with thorns, with a reed in his
¢ hand, and arrayed 1n a {carlet robe, and as condemned, p. 81,
< as having gall given him to drink when he was led:away to
5 < punithment, p. 174, as fhamefully treated in the fight of the
B < whole world, p. 282, as diftended on the crofs, p. 82.  He
« derides him for not exerting his divinity to punifh thofe out-
¢ rages, p. 81, as taking no vengeance on his enemies, p. 404,
¢ as incapable to deliver himfelf, and not delivered by his Father
¢ in his extremity, p. 41, and as greedily drinking gall and vine-
¢ gar through 1mpatience of thirft, p. 82, and 340,

¢ He obferves, it was pretended, that when Jefus expired upon
¢ the crofs, there was darknefs and an earthquake, p. 94, that
« when he arofe, he needed an angel to remove the ftone of
¢« the fepulchre, though he was faid to be the Son of God, p. 266. -
« And according to fome, one, according to others, two angels
¢ came to the {epulchre to inform the women of his refurrection,
¢ p,266. That after his refurreftion he did not appear to his
¢ enemies, p. 98, but firft to a woman whom he had difpofiefled,
< p. 94, and 104, that he appeared to a few of his dilciples, thew-
‘ ing them the marks of crucifixion, and appeared and difap-
‘ peared on a fudden, p. g4, &c. and 104. And he fayszr We
¢ take thefe things from your own writings, to wound you with
¢ your own weapons, p. 106, |

¢ Befide all thefe circuinitances: produced from the gofpels, he
¢ ¢ fpeaks of Chrift’s pretending, that he thould come again to burn
$ «:he wicked, and to receive the reft to eternal life with himfelf,
{ ‘p 175. He refers to the Chriftian doétrine, of the fall of the
d ¢ angels, and their being referved in bonds under the earth, p. 266.
i ¢ Iris obfervable, that {1 nothing 1s quoted by him from the
i < Ats in his whole book : nor does he name St. Paul: but he
 “ quotes his epiltles, particularly thefe words from the epiftle

‘to the Galatians, 1v. 14. The world 15 cructfied unto me, and I
' © wito the world, p. 273, which *+ Origen fays 1s.all that he had
| ¢ taken from St. Paul. IHowever, he has. alfo thefe words of
“1Cor. 1L 29, the wifdom of -this werld is: foolifbnefs with Cod,
“p. 283, and aw idol 15 nothing, 1 Cor. vill. 4.:p. 293. Butitis
‘ obfervable, that in the firft of thefe quotations €elfus reproach-
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11 I think, that Celfus was acquainted  porevneras o Kengos. But I rl!ll?lpufc, that
vith the book of the AQs. And I would .Origen is not t6 be underfiood firiftly, bue
entreat the reader to obferve the'paffages rather in this manner: ¢ That Cellus had
quoted from him above, at p. 36, 37. 43. ¢ feldom quoted ‘Paul; and now took no-

> Ongen’s words are thefe,- p. 273, f. ¢ tice of that expreflion with a defign to
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“ eth the Chriftians with their many divifions; and yet fays, that
“ however they differed, they agreed 1n ufing that expreffion. + He
‘. feems alfo, p. 242, exprefsly to refer to 1 Cor. xv. §1,.52, and
¢ 1 Thefl. iv. 15.... 17. when he fays, that the Chnftians ex-
¢ pected; ‘that they on]y fhail efcape 1n the burning of the world,
<. and that not only they who are alive when it happens, but thoff:
¢ alfo-who have been a long time dead.’

. ¢ Upon the whole, there are in Celifus about mghty quotations
* from the books of the New TLftament, or references to them,
¢ of which Origen has taken notice.- And whilft he argnesfrom
¢ them, fometimes in 2 very perverfe and. malicious manaer, he
¢ ftill takees 1t for granted, as the foundation of ;his argument; tha
¢ whatever abfurdities could be faftened upon any.words,. or.altions
¢ of Chnft, recorded in the evangelifts, it would be a valid ob.
¢ jection. againft Chriftianity.: therchy - in effeét affuring us,: not
¢ only that fuch a book did really exift, but that it was univerfally
¢ recéived by Chriftians in thofe times as credible.and dmne
“ Who can forbear adoring the depth of divine wifdom, in lay-
‘ g fuch a firm foundation for our faith in the gofpel-hiftory,
¢ in the writings of one who was {o inveterate an enemy to'i,
¢ and fo mdcﬁitmdblt: in his attempts to overthrow it i

<"Fo conclude: Celfus does not appear to have founded any
¢ fingle objettion againft Chriftianity upon any of the fpurious
¢ golpels, Adls, or Rt:ve]atlons which, confidering his malice

* on the one hand, and the many foolifh and exceptionabl'e things

‘ to be found in them on the other, feems to be a good argumen?

¢ that he never faw them. Elfe he had hardly candour Lnough
to forbear pleading {uch arguments as they might have aforded
hun; even though he nad known that the Chriftians did not
cfl:r:cm them of equal authorny with thofe, which he hasfo
furioufly, but at the fame time fo impotently affaulted.”

| . So far Dr. Doddridge.

I thall- now take another fummary of the argument of Celits,
“from' Dr. John Leland of Dublin, in his Anfwer to ‘Chriftianity
as old as the Creatony, Volii ch.v.p. 150....'154, omitting
for the mioft part: the reterences to the pages.

¢ Celfus, a moft battér enemy of Chriftianity, who. hvcd in
the fecond century, pmducec many paffages out of the gofpels
He reprefents Jefus to have lived but a few years ago: he men.
thots Ius beitig born of a virgin, the angels appearing to. Jofeph
on occafion of Mary's belng with child, the ftar that appeared
< at his birth, the wife men that came to worfhip him, when o
< infant, and Herod’s mﬁﬁ‘acrintr the cluldren, ]ﬁfe h’s fle¢ing

¢ with the child into F g7pe b)‘-" thc admonition of an « 'mgell {tlix
. oy
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« Holy Ghoft’s defcending on Jefus like a dove when he was bap-
¢ tized by John, and the voice trom heaven, declaring him to be
< the Son of Ged,. his going about with his dilciples, hu$ healing
« the fick, and'lame, and raifing the dead, his foretelling his own
¢ fufferings, and refurrection, his being betrayed and forfaken by
« his own difciples, his fuffering, both of his own accord, and in
« ohedience to his heavenly Father, his grief and trouble, and
« his praying, Father, if it be poffible, let this cup pafs from me,
« the 1griomintous treatment he met with, the robe that was put
« upon him, the crown of thorns, the reed put into hus hand, his
« drinking vinegar and gall, and his being {courged and crucified :
« his being feen after his refurrection by a fanatical woman, -(as
¢ he calls her, meaning Mary Magdalene) and by his own com-
< panions and difciples, his fhewing them his hands that were
« pierced, the marks- of his punithment. He allo mentions‘ the
« angel’s being feen at his {epulchre, and that fome faid, it was
¢ one angel, others, that it was two; by which he hints at the

% < feeming variation in the accounts given of it by the evangelifts.”

¢ It is true, he mentions all thefe things only with a defign to

|« ridicule and expofe them; but they furnith us with an uncon-
> < contefted proof, that the gofpels were then extant. Accordingly,

‘ he exprefsly tells the Chriftians: « Thele things we have pro-
“ duced out of your own writings,” p. 106. And he all along
 fuppofeth them to have been written by Chrift’s own difciples,
“ that lived and converfed with him; though he pretends, they
“ feigned many things for the honour of their matter, p. 69, 70.
“ And he pretends, ¢ that he could tell many other things relating
“ to Jefus, befide thofe things that were written of him by his
« own difciples; but that he willingly pafled them by,” p. 67.
« We may conclude from his own expreflions, both that he was
“ fenfible, that thefe accounts were written by Chrift’s own dif-
“ ciples, (and 1ndeed he never pretends to conteft this;) and that
“ he was not able to produce any contrary accounts to mvalidate
‘them, as he certainly would have done if it had been 1 his
‘ power; fince no man-ever wroie with greater viiulence againft
‘ Chriftianity than he. And indeed, how was it poflible, for
“ten or eleven publicans and boatmen,” as he calls Chnit’s
“ difciples by way of contempt, p. 47, to have impofed Tuch
‘ things on the world, if they had not been true, fo as to perfuade

fuch vaft multitudes to embrace a new and defpifed religion,

“ contrary to all their prejudices, and interefts, and to believe in
‘ one that had been crucified ¥’ | |
“ There are feveral other things which thew, that Celfus was

* acquainted ‘with the gofpels. He produces feveral of otir Sa-
T o ¢ viour’s
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¢ viour's fayings there recorded, asthat it is eafier for a camel ts
 pafs through the eye of a needle; than for a rich man to enter ity
€ the kingdoin of God : that to him. who finsies us on one cheek, we-
“ -l tirn the other : that it is not poffible to ferve two.mafters:. his
¢ précepts againft thoughtfulnefs for to-morrow, by a comparifon
S.drawn from crows and lilies : his forctelling, that falfe prophets
¢ fhould arife, and work wonders:-his {aying, Woe unto you,...
¢« &c, He mentions alfo fome paflages of -the apoftle Paul, fuch
¢ as thefe: The world. is crucified unto me, and I unto the world,
¢ Tle wifdom of men is foolifbnéfs with God: an idol is nothing.

¢ The ufe I would make of all this is, that it appears here
with an uncontefted evidence, by the teftimony of one of the
moft malicious and virulent adverfaries the Chriftian religion
ever had, and who was alfo a man of confiderable parts and
learning, that the writings of the evangelifts were extant in
his time': which was in the next century to that in which the
apoitles lived: and that thofe accounts were written by Chrift’s
own difciples, and confequently that they were wntten in the
very age in which the falts there related were done, and when
therefore it would have been the eafieft thing in the world to
have convifted them of falthood, if they had not been true/
So far that learned author. -

™ Lo TR . W . W T . B o T 2T .

A third Summary-of the Argument of C:lfus,

Once more, Dr. Sherlock, or whoever is the ingenious author
of ¢ the Evidence of the Refurrettion cleared up,’ has thefe fol
lowing obfervations at p. 19 and 2o0.

¢ For Celfus hived at no great diftance from the apoftolic age
¢ at a time when all religions were tolerated but the Chriftian:
¢ when no evidence‘was ftifled, no books deftroyed, but the
¢ Chriftian. And yer Celfus laboured under the fame want of
«.evidence, as Woolfton and his auxiliaries, and had only the
¢ gofpel to fearch (as Origen more than once obferves) for evi-
‘ dence againft the gofpel. A ftrong proof, that there never ha
t been any books, of any credit 'in the world, that queftioned
§ .the gofpel falts, when fo {piteful, and fo arttul an adverfary «
¢ Celfus, made no ufe of them.’

¢ Celfus admits the truth of Chrift's miracles: the difference
¢ between him and Origen lies in the manner of accounting for
¢ them; the one afcribing them to the power of God, the othe
¢ to the .power of magic. So that, if the confiderer will ftand
‘ to the evidence of his own witnefs, the queftion will not b,

“ Whether the miracles - are true in falt, (for that is granted OLE
| ¢ bo
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¢ both fides) but whether the truth of the miracles infers the di-
¢ vine authority of the performer. Now can it be fuppofed, that
¢ Celfus would have admitted the miracles of Chrift as real facts,
¢ had he‘not been compelled to it by the univerfal confent of all
¢ men in the age he hived ¥’ .

¢« The truth 1s, that the objetions of Celfus are preferved, and
« preferved in his own language. Origen’s anfwer 1s not a gene-
¢ ral reply to Celfus, bur a minute examination of all his ob-
¢ jeftions, even of thofe which appeared to Origen moft frivolous.
¢ For his friend Ambrofius, to whom he dedicates the work, de-
¢ fired him to omit nothing. In order to this examination,
¢ Origen ftates the objections of Celfus mn his own words: and,
¢ that nothing might efcape him, he takes them in the-order in
2 ¢« which Celfus had placed them. Celfus, then, as it happens, is
# ¢ {afe; and the confiderer needs not to lament over him any more.’
4  The fragments of the work of Celfus are, undoubtedly, of great
d importance. 1 have endeavoured to do juftice to them, not only
¢ by my own large extralts, but likewife by thefe obfervations and
fummaries of three learned men: hoping, that thereby my de-
fo®s may be fupplied, and that fome things may be better ex-
Preﬂ?::d by them than they have been by me.

- ’ l - -

LuciaAaN, 0F SAMOSAT a

i CQH AP XX
1 I Hig timey and worgs. I_I . A paffage frqr{: :lu'm :qr;remfug Ea-?gr;.*;;
‘ i which 15 a copious teflimony 10" the Chrifligns of that time, with re-
\ marks. 1M, His account of flexander, who [et up an oracle in Paphla-
'E gomiay with remarks. V. Paffages from bis True Hiflory. V. Extrais
\ from the Dialogue, called Philopatris, afcribed to bimy with ranarks,

I Lucran *was a native of Samofata 1n Syria. - According
o Suidas® he flourithed in the time of Trajan, and afterwards
but ¢ that is placing him too early. It 1s more probable, that* he

2 Vid. Fabric. Bib, Gr. L iv. ¢. 16, T, ¢ I have fixed the 4oth year of his age ta
i, p. 485 &c. et Lux. Evangel. p. 152, * the 164th year of Chnifl, the fourth of
_illem. L’Emp. M. Ausele, art. go. ‘ M. Antoninus: and confequently hig

b V. Aunicvoe. ¢ Vofl, de Hift. ¢ birth to the 124th year of Chrift, and the
Gr. 1. i1 cap. 15. et Tillem, ubi {upra. ¢ etghth of Adrian.’ Moyle's Works, Vol.

4 +] have taken fome pains to adjuft the . p, gbg. Difl, upon the age of the Philo.
‘ age of Lucian. And from fome notes patns,’

* of time, which are preferved in his works,

F 3 was
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was born ‘under Adrian: and he may be more properly faid to
have flourifhed in the reigns of Antoninus-the pious, apd M, Ap.
toninus the philofopher ; which laft he furvived, as appeats from
his Pfeuvdomantis, where© he fpeaks of that emperor as already
deified. | | . o
. Some have fuppofed, that in the latter part of his life Lucian
was governor of Egypt: on the other hand, divers learned men'
have fhewn, that he was only regifter of Alexandria. However,
he fpeaks of that poft, ® as both honourable and profitable, and a
ftep to higher preferment, no lefs than the government of a pro-
vince, Some have fpoken of Lucian, as an apoftate from Chiif-
tianity: ‘but® there is no fufficient reafon to believe, that ever he
was a Chriftian.

Lucian 1s placed by Cave ! at the year 176: and I fhall place
* him there likewife; which is fome while after writing his Pere-
orinus, and feveral years before publifhing his Pfeudomants,
another work to be quoted hereafter.. .

I1.- The work to be firlt quoted by me is a Letter to Cronius,
concerning the death of Peregrinus, called alfo Proteus: who
publickly burnt himfelf in the fight of all Greece, foon after the
Olympic - games were over in the year of our Lord* 165, .or &
others fay' in the year 169: not long after which this hiftory of
him was written by Lucian.

Peregrinus, according 't6 Lucian®s charafter of him, was a
perfon who rambled from place to place, and from one fect of
philofophy to another. Having been guilty of parricide, and
other crumes, as our author fays, he was obliged, for 2. while, to
leave his native-country, and travel abroad. ¢ At®™ which time,
as Lucian fays, ¢ he learned the wonderful doctrine of the Chuil-
¢ tians, by converfing with their priefts and {cribes near Paleftine:

Ciane ﬂ'h 9"5: Mﬂcr‘{tﬂi ’?%Tﬂl-: h’rﬂfﬂﬂﬂﬁ‘
sni¢ xas Koadois avrmaieesle.  Pleud. p.

775. Vol 1. f See Morle, 25

Pagi ann. 165. n. 3. Bafnag. ann. 165.1v
Cleric. and. 163. vi. ' 1 Fabre,
Bib. Gr. T, m. p. g00. ™ Qe

before, Vol. 1. p. 208. et Valefis Annot.
in Eufcb. H. E. L. vii, cap. 11. p. 147.
¢t Aonot, tn. Marceilin, I, xxviii. cap. 1.

And Tillem, as before quoted, calls him
Greflier du Prefet. d’Egypte.

2 Apol. pro mercede conduft. T, p, -

491, 192, h Luctant Samofaten{is
clarum inter fophiflas tomen cft quem fide:
Chrifliane fuiffe defertorem, ™ milereque,
periifie, quippe difcerpum a cantbus, e
suida nonnulhi tradideront, fed fHive fuffra-
gio cruditoram.  Tob., Eckhard. Non
Cholliap, Teftimon, cap. vi, § g. p. 158.
¥ Hift. Lie. T, 1. p. g0. k Vid,

xas iy Javpasny codiay rwy Xpsiaw
slepeatry gy Tar Madeisvny Toig sepevaiy
XA YPRUURTEVT Y eviwy oufyeropsyese Kai
Th 7::*;*; £7 ﬁpng'(ﬁt ‘mzlé‘#; .:r.tﬂHg u*:ﬂ@m;',
WEOPLTHGy XNab JixTaUPY NGy XS Eumrﬂﬁbh
xes walo pmoya; avlos wre Kai Twy BiGrsr
TUS pLev sfﬁﬂ‘ﬂn. Xk &:qubn' croAAL; &
avlos xa f;'ursfi:m@';" s we Seor oy exere
ros  edinfurlo, nas rouolely expwilo, xs
wioraliy emefzagor.  Tor ufay yur trer
th oabyaiy arfpurory Toy iy Ty Hataisin
umaﬁn?-oma‘ﬂm::, ol weciyny *rmﬂﬂr T.!?LE'_]T‘J
esorieeler £¢ voy Sipy, De Morte Peregrin,

T.i.p. 565 &c. ¢dit. Grey, Amft, 1687,

¢ and
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¢ and in a fhort tnune he thewed, they were but children to him
« for he was prophet, high-prieft, ruler of a fynagogue, uniting
« gll offices in lumielf alone. Some books he interpreted and
« explained, others he wrote: and they fpake of him as a god,
« and took him for a lawgiver, and honoured him with the title
« of mafter f1. They therefare ftill worfhip that great:man whe
¢ was crucified in Paleftine, becaufe he introduced into the world
« this new religion. For this reafon Proteus was taken up, and
« put into prifon: which very thing was of no fmall fervice to
¢ bim afterwards, for giving reputation -to his impoftures, and
« gratifying his vanity. ‘The Chriftians were much grieved for
* his imprifonment, and tried all ways to.procure his liberty, Not
¢ being able to effeft that, they did him all forts of kind offices,
« and that not in a carelefs manner, but with the greateft afliduity :
« for even betimes in the morning there would be at the prifon
‘ old women, fome widows, and.alfo little orphan children: and
“ fome of the chief of their men, by corrupting the keepers,
‘ would get into prifon, and ftay the whole night there with him :
there they had a good fupper together, and their facred dif-
‘ courfes, And this excellent Peregrinus (for fo he was ftill
“ called) was thought by them to be an extraordinary perfon, no
“lefs than another Soerates: even from the cities of Afia fome
¢ Chirftians came to him by an order of the body, to relieve,
‘ encourage, and comfort him. For 1t 15 incredible, what"
‘ expedition they ule, when any of their friends are krown to be
‘i twouble, In aword, they fpare nothing upon fuch an occa-
‘ fion; and Peregrinus’s chain brought him m a good fum of
* money from them: for thefe miferable men have no doubt bur
‘ they fhall be mimmortal, and live for ever: therefore they con-
‘ temn death, and many furrender chemfelves to fufferings. More-
“over” their firft lawgiver has taught them, that they are all
* brethren, when pnce they have turned, and renounced the gods
of the Greeks, and worfhip that malter of theirs who was cru-
cified, and engage to live according to his laws. They have
alfo a fovereign contempt for all the things of this world, and
“ look upon them as common, and truft one another with them

™y,

t¢ I have rendered that paragraph as it

nuine, and pure, as written by Lucian
flands in Lucian ; but thoft tites feem not

hat then, bere are inaccuracies, owing 1o

to belong to Peregeinus: and it may be fuls
peéted, that fomewhat is wanting hereabout,
Temaquil Faber, in his notes upon this
Place, conjeftures, that there were here
lome expreflions injurious to our, Savioyr,
which a Chriflian copyift, more pious than
wift, left ont.  However, of that we can-
fot be cerwin,  Perhaps, the place is ge-

I 4

ignorange and miftake, or todefign and ma-
lice. The Cinflians did not fpcak of Je-
regrinns in thofe high terms : Eut Lucian,
as 1t feems, magnifics the refpe@ which the
Chrifians fhewed to Percgrinus, the more
to expole them to ridicule. Sce ¥abric.
Lu}g Exgangclli. p. 152, n E-,.':'eﬂ;::
CE 0 rn_ungﬂ:il; Q @faﬁn;- %o de P 567,

¢ without
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¢ without any particular fecurity: for which reafon any fubtil fel.
< low, by good management, may impofe upon this fimple people,
* ¢ and grow rich among them. But Peregrinus was fet at liberty
¢ by the governor of Syria, who was a favourer of. philofophy:
¢ who perceiving his madnefs, and that he had a mind-to die, in
¢ order to get a name, let him out, not judging him fo much
¢ as worthy of punithment,” ¢ Then,’ as our author fays, ¢ Pere-
¢ grinus returned to his native place’ Parium, in hopes of re.
< covering his father’s eftate: but meeting with difficulties, he
¢ made over to the Parians all the eftate he -might expe from
¢ his father; who then extolled him as the greateft'of philofo-
< phers, a lover of his country, and another Diogenes, or Crates.
¢ He then went abroad again, well fupplied by the Chriftians with
< all travelling charges, by whom alfo he was accompanied : and
¢ he lived in great plenty. Thus it went with him for fome
 while, At®length they parted, having given them alfo-fome
¢ Eﬂ%&ce, by eating, as I fuppofe, fome things not allowed of
¢ by them.’ S
I new make remarks upon this paffage. -

- 1. Peregrinus. 1s mentioned by many authors: but I do not

.. ‘recolleét any: remaining writer, either heathén or Chriftian; befide
-Lucian, who has faid any thing of his Chnftianity. "~ ~."

- His.death is. mentioned by ? Tertullian, and ?'by Athenagoras,
who-likewife ‘fays ‘he had a ftatue ereéted to him at Parium, his
- native place, fituated in Myfia, not far from Lampfacys,  which
was fuppofed.to give out oracles. | o

““Several heathen authors mention him, and {peak hopourably of
him, Aulus” Gellius ' faw himi” at” Athens, and was acquainted
with him: he calls him a famous philofopher, commends him,
and afcribes to him fome good makims; but he fays nothing of
his death. ~ Probably Peregrinus, called alfo Proteus, was fil
living when he wrote. o |

* ‘Ammianus Marcellinus !* mentions his death, and calls him an
illuftrious philofopher. *~ ~~ ~ - 0

° oo w@ly yap Th ws oipany solior Tur
uﬁ'uﬁﬁ!ﬂm avloigs P. 570, r Minus
fecerunt philofophi, Henclitus, qui fe bu-
bulo flercore oblitum exuffit, item Empe-
docles, qui in fgnes Etnzi montis diffiluics
et Peregrinus, quimén olim [e rogoithmi-
fit, " Tertull. ad Mart. capt 4. pv157.

q Kas o'y Meslewe (+¥lor 3" wie alvoedls
enbaria savloy ¢ To wug wegh Ty OAUp~
wiar) o gy wes- ylig A:ﬁgfm xprpaliler.
Athienag. p. 30. Par. § 26. p. 304. Bened.

r Philafophum homjoe Peregrinum, cud
poitex cognomentum FProteus faltam eft,

virum gravem, atque conflantem vidimu,
'ﬂhu‘m Athenis effemus, diverfantem in quo-

am tugurio extra urbem. . Quumque
tuin frequenterventitareinus, multa hercle
dicere cum unliter, ‘et hovcfte audivimus,
&c.' Nofl. At 1. xii. cap."11. Vid. &l
].'Vii;.‘tﬂ . 3." IR { ?ci-:grinum 1ilum
imitatuf Protea cognomibe, philofophum
claruni ¢ qui tum mundo digredi ftawifler
Olympiz quingutnnali cerfamine, fub Gra
ciz confpe@u totius, "adlcenfd rogo, qued ,
ipfe conflrtit, flammis abfumtus et

mm, 1,-xxix, cap, 1.’ ]
C Philoftratus,
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2. Philoftratus *, who-alfo mentions his death, calls him a ¢ynic:
§' and thar he maintained that character, appears alfo from Lucian,
8 who, in the account of his .death, often* rallies him as a cele-
3 brated cynic. And when Lucian ridiculed his vanity, he was®
¥ ke to bé torn to pieces by the cynics, who alfo were fpetatars
i of that tranfadtion.
#  Peregrinus® was an old man when he threw himfelf into the

§ famesin theyear 165, or 169. I apprehend, that the time of his

{ Chriftianity was the early part of his life; and that his imprifon-

§ ment upon that aeccount, muft” have been in the time of Tra-
jan, or Adrian at the lateft. e was beft known by the name of

? Proteus: but, as Lucian fays, whilft he was with the: Chriftians

¢ he was called Peregrinus. And it is manifeft from all the re-
! maining writers who mention him, that he fuftained the cha-

| radter of a philofopher and a cynic. It is probable therefore,

' that in the greateft, and the lateft part of his life, he was a mere

| heathen philofopher: and 1t is reafonable, that a man’s denomina-
tion thould be taken from that part -of his life which was beft
known. Lucian himfelf allows, that after having 'been fome
while among the Chriftians, he and they parted. -~ .

. 2. Having obferved all thefe things relating to the hiftory of

Peregrinus, I proceed to forne other remarks.

" Here is an authentic teftimony to fome of the main fads and

- principles of Chriftianity from a man- of free fentiments, not long
after the middle of the fecond century, who krew the world, and
was well acquainted with mankind: That the founder of the
Chriftian religion was crucified in Paleftine: That he was the .
areat mafter of the Chriftians, and the firft author of the prin-
ciples received by thenr: That thofe men, called Chriftians, had
peculiarly ftrong hopes of immortal life, and 2 great contempt
for this world and 1ts enjoyments: That they courageoufly en-
dured many afflitions upon account: of " their ‘principles, and
fometimes furrendered themfeves to fufferings. Honefty and
probity prevailed fo much among them, that they trufted each
gther without fecurity. Their mafter had earneftly recommended to
all his followers mutual love; by which alfo they were much dif-
tinguihed. And their affiduity in relieving And comforting one

... oxas Ta THOS To¥ XU ﬂfnﬂ!u Aty=  ® AAN oAIYY CElYy UTO TWY RUNXWY tfw

Ble, mdle vir’ adle Abnmew.” Phil. de oo Sisowachy. Ib. p. 560,
; Vil. Snphiﬂar. l. ii. n, i. § }3. P- 563. X ... 0ol tﬁmu;m‘.gar TNY &TOroIy TH
AN eorolay II'F:.ﬂw; Kunxw"ax’ Xpisos '}*Epﬂr'.'ur:. Ibid. p. 560. Y See Tile
o T lem. Perfecution fous Trajan. are. vii,
m: ﬂi’fﬂﬂﬂ«? Kﬂl’lﬂﬂ; ‘mﬂ;\ﬂﬂlﬂﬂﬂ'; 14 (D?mrm M- }3- T- iL and LII A'-Hﬂ]cll aIl. 291 Hl Er
@M ks A D& Morte Perege, Toun, - 7
po79- -~ T Y

another,
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another, when under affli¢tion, was known to all men: nor is j;
I_prefame, any difparagement to them that they were impofyg
upon by Peregrinus, who was admired by many others; and
perhaps, was not fo bad 2 man as Lucian infinuates.

Another thing may be obferved, that from his manner of
fpeaking it may be well argued, that Luctan did not know the
realon why Peregrinus and the Chrifhians parted. |

I think it ought alfo to be obferved, that Lucian, carrying o
his drollery, mifreprefents and aggravates feveral things. It wy
before = hinted, that the Chriftians did not confider Peregrinus s
a god. There are divers other loofe and 1naccurate expreﬁ'lﬂns'."
He fays afterwards, that the Chriftians looked upon Peregrinus
as ¢ another Socrates:’ but that 1s a way of thinking afcribed 1
thern without reafon: many of them might think charitably ard
honourably of Socrates; but every Chriftian was fuperior to him,
So likewife when Lucian fays, that ¢ Peregrinus was prophet;
< high-prieft, and ruler of a fynagogue, uniting all offices in him-
- ¢ felfy he fpeaks inaccurately ; thus joining together Judaifm and
Chriftianity. And as Lucian indulged himfelf 1n a loofe and im-
proper manner of fpeaking, I cannot but think itto be a ground-
lefs deduction which fome have made from thefe expreflions, that
Peregrinus had been conflituted a bifhop ameng the Chriftians,

I proceed. A

I1I. Lucian’s Alexander, or Pfeudomantis, as.before hinted,
was not written before the year 130, mn the reign of Commodus;
forafmuch as here he gives Marcus Antoninus the title of god, or
deified. Tt 1s a? Letter to Celfus, the Epicurean philofopher,
containing the hiftory of an impoftor, named Alexander, who
‘the time of the forementioned Antoninus gave .out oracles in
Paphlagonia, and had valt fuccefs n his defign: his oracle hay-
ing been in great repute for fome while in that, and neighbouring
countries, and even at Rome 1tfelf. | |

¢ But,” fays Lucian, ¢ wien fome, who had more wit than
¢ others, awaking as out of a drunken fit, that had robbed them
¢ of all their fenfes, made head againft him, chiefly men of the
¢ Epicurean fect, and the fecret arts of his contrivance began to
¢ be difcerned 1n faveral places ; he ftruck a kind of terror among
¢ them, faying,  that ® Pontus was full of atheifts and Chriftians,
¢ who had the affurance to raife {landerous ftories againft him.”
¢ And he excited the people not to fpare them, but to drive them
¢ away with ftones, if they would not lofe the favour of the god

z See before note "I+ p-7t- fary, aBear EHH_'-I'?T?rﬂﬂign:h  2:3 Xfmmr_n:r T
2 Luaan. Vol. 1. P. '}.16. &e. I'Ipﬂ-:r‘ QF WEL avly TOALRWTE GT& nEXZ
b .., srQepes (ptﬁﬂfor 7o asleyy Ate BhacCauen, xeae Ihid. p._;,ﬁg, 263.

[ ZEfculapius.]
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[ Efculapivus.] . .. ¢ He“alfo appointed rites of initiation, like
| qofe at Athens, and a holy feaft-of three days continuance;
E ¢ and on® the fixft day of the folemnity proclamation was made
E « 4 at Athens: ¢ If any atheift, or Chriftian, or Epicurean, be
f « come hither, as a fpy upon thele myfteries, let him depart
£« yith all fpeed.  And a happy initiation to thofe who believe in
| « God.” Then they thruft the people away, he going before,
|« gnd faying: ¢ Away with the Chriftians.” Then the multitude
| ¢ cried out again: ¢ Away with the Epicureans,”

It is honourable to the Chriftians to be here mentionéd with
Epicureans by a favourer of the Epicurean fentiments. * It evi-
| dently appears hence, that the followers of Jefus were now well
{ 1nown in the world by the name of Chniftians; and that they
{ were then numerous 1n Pontus, and Paphlagonia, and the neigh-
| bouring countries: and finally, that they were formidable to
 cheats and impoftors.

IV. I fhall now cite a paffage taken from the fecond book of
what our author calls True Hiftory, but is indeed all fition, as
is acknowledged by himfelf at the beginning of the firft book.

« He and his companions having travelled a great way ©, came
¢ to the Ifland of the Blefled, where Rhadamanthus of Crete
“rejoned. Soon after they came athore, they were taken into
- ¢ cuftodyf, and were bound with rofes, there being no other

¢ chains in that country: which too fell off of themfelves, when

¢ they were fet at hiberty. ¢ There were then feveral caufes to

“be tried before the king of the country: theirs was the fourth

“in order. When their caufe came on, they were afked, how

‘ they came to be there, when they were yet living? When they

“ had related their voyage, they were ordered to withdraw. The
‘ judge, having confulted with his acceflors and counfellors, de-
“ termined, that after death they fhould be punifhed for their cu-
‘ riofity and prefumption: for the prefent they might converfe
“ with the heroes of the country ; but the term of their fojourning
‘ there might not exceed feven months. 'Then they were con-
‘ ducted into the city, which is all gold, furrounded by a wall of
‘ emerald, Rev. xx, 'There arefeven gates made of the wood of
‘ annamon ; the pavement of the city, and the ground within
‘ the wall, is ivory;. the temples of all the gods are built of the

¢ Ih. p. 790, d Koy oy pey v xeb odov axmwonpsr, wp n pey suoeg eir o
-::;:.ﬂ::. mpnfjﬁum; 1y WOTE ABninzi, Tosavlne  paxagwr ﬁpnrﬂ-ﬁuum_nm' 20y ol _3”5 o Kpng
Ei tig abrog, 4 Xeirierogy 7 Eminsdpeiogy yxes Pﬂ:?mpmrﬂl?;- Ver. Hift. L.3i. T. i, P 570.
nalesnewas Tay opfiwr, Qivfilo. oo Kaio € ool offufyaropy voig Ppupossy xas arepis
utr wfeilo Aoy Efu XF:r;mrH;. To % aroAoics O de }ﬂd‘ﬂlﬂﬂ LGS éqsﬂmg iz
whnlos away sweQbefydlo’ Efw Emixupsivee  worg s o o ainfor ws tor apxoria. 1bid, p, 671.
v. 2 1bid. Ps 770 ¢ HaP’ wr on *
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¢ beryl-ftone; the altars in them are very large, confifting of ope
¢ flone only, which is the amethyft, upon which they -offer he.
¢ catombs. Round the city flows a river of the fineft oil, t}
¢ breadth of which is an hundred royal cubits, the depth fuch s
¢ is moft convenient for fwimming in. Their baths are large
¢ houfes of glafs, kept warm with fires made of cinnamon; in.
¢ ftead of water they have warm dew in bafons: their dref i
¢ purple, made of the fineft fpiders webs. None grow old hese.
< but they rematn as they were when they arrived. They ¢ have
¢ no night, nor altogether bright day; but fuch light as precedes
¢ the rifing of the fun: nor have they more than one feafon of
¢ the year; for it is always fpring, and the weft 1s the only wind,
¢ The country abounds with all forts of flowers and plants, which
¢ are always flourithing: their® vines bear twelve times in the
¢ year, yielding fruit every month, Rev. xxii. 2. Apples and
¢ pomegranates, as they fay, bear thirteen times in the yea,
¢ yielding fruit twice in the month, called by them Ainons, In- .
¢ ftead of corn the ftalks have ready-prepared loaves at their tops
¢ like mufhrooms. There are’in the city three hundred and
¢ fixty-five fountains of water, and as many of honey, and five
¢ hundred fountains of oil, but lefs; feven rivers of milk, and
« eight of wine.’ g

More follows, containing a defcription of the groves and fields
round -about the city: but I am not difpofed to tranfcribe any
more. They who pleafe may confider, whether here are any al-
lafions to the xxi. and xxii. chapters of the book of the Reygh-
tion. Lucian’s defcription of this ifland,.and the chief city of
it, falls fo far fhort of St. John’s defcription of his New Jerufalem,
that fome may think, he could not have fo fine a model before
him. However, let all judge as they fee fit.

V. With Lucian’s works is joined* a dialogue, called Philo-
patris. Bithop Bull*, and fome others?, have been inclined to
think 1t Lucian’s, or however written about his time, in the reign
of Marcus Antoninus: many others are perfuaded, that it 1s not
his, nor written in that reign. But there is a great diverfity o
opinion among thefe concerning the true age of it. f

Mr. Moyle ™ thinks it was written in the time of Dioclefian,
in the year of Chrift 302, and 23 years hefore the councildf .

£ .. onpnr 8wl war avlog pifidas 69, al. 73 I Et Philopatris, ficjus
H;" TALpL TAVY ?tmy-w:'fm. p. 6?5!. ﬁt, ﬁlltcm rcr;plnris Cuzvi. .C:n'. H. L-
" h Al ey o m#rgﬁm ?m@gga@ﬂ‘;m &@aiy, P 96. Vid. et Fnbric. Bib- Gr. Tom. .
xat xela unre exasor xagoroPopyas. 1b.  p. 504. et Lux Evangehr. p. 153, .
_ 1 Tom, i, J: 163 &c. Grav, m Sce his Differtation upon the 2ge of
k Pef. Fidel Nicen. Igfl, 2, cap. 4. p.  the Philopatris, Lett.1, Vol. i, p. 298.

Nice.
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Nice. Dodwell® varied in his opinion, and'in the end placed it
in the year of Chnit 26 1, and the eighth of Gallienus, .Others
* have argued for the third of Aurelian, the year of Chrift 272:
And Gefner ? is of opinion, that it was written in the time of the
emperor Julian, after the middle of the fourth century. None of
thele learned men think the Philopatris to be 4 work of Lucian.

1 am not able to determine the time when it was written; Hor
do I think it needful to be muich concerned about it. I do not
think it to be Lucian’s; the ftyle is very different from his, ‘and
valtly inferior to it. Some other reafons may offer by and by in
our obfervations upon it: but, as the writer was a heathen, and
it is joined with the other works of Lucian, I {peak of it in'this
nlace. ' | S " "

. Says Mr. Moyle: © It?is a Dialogue between Critias and

« Triephon: the firft a profeffed heathen, the other an Epicurean,
« perfonating @ Chriftian. The defign of it 15, partly to repre-
« fent Chriftians as a fe¢t of men difaffected to goveinment, and

- < dangerous to civil fociety: partly to expofe their opinions, as

<« the Trinity, the creation of the world, with feveral other ar-

< ticles of our faith.” | | | .

¢ Triephon meets -Critias, who by his countenance appears
« greatly indifpofed : and being afked the reafon, ‘Critias tells him,
“ he* had been where -he had heard a ftrange difcourfe; and*
 that the things which he had heard that day, from thofe execra-
“ ble fophifts, had moft furprizingly affeéted him. Afterwards, he
“ offers to fwear by Jupiter, and Apollo, and other deities, which
“ vaths Triephon rejects. By whom then fhall 1 fwear, fays
“ Critias.  Triephon anfwers: ¢ By* the moft High God, great,
‘ immortal, celeftial, Son of the Father, the Spirit proceeding
‘ from the Father, one out of three, and three out of one, Thefe
“do you think to be Jupiter, him do you efteem to be God.
‘ Crit. You teach me numbers: that js an arithmetical oath. , .
* I do not know what you mean. One three, three one. Trieph.
 Hold your peace: you are not to meafure the fteps of fleas.
“ I will teach you what the univerfe is, who was before all things,
‘and what 15 the fyftem of the untverfe: for it is but the other

® See in the fame Diflertation. p. goo. 764, 3 A yap axnxon Trpegor wapy
94. 348, 349. * Vid, Heuman. uy gpionalapalus sxetrar aag:rﬂh uslarw;
Pacile, ﬁqupiﬂol;ﬁ Miflcellanea. Tom. 1. téulrwoe pu s sndus. Py 705,
p. 438, &e, P J. M. Gefnert Diff.  t Kay riva swwpoowpas yeo o o o Tyt
de ztate et auflore Philop. Ad calcem Yiiuedela Ocor, pefary aubpolor, spanye
Yom, hi. Lucian, Opp. Amfl, 1743. b IOy Walpogy ISR EX wm'fpu; LT

1 As before, p. 285, 286. . peroyy e e rpayy xas £f g o Tatly
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¢ beryl-ftone ; the altars in them are very large, confifting of ope
¢ flone only, which is the amethyft, upon which they offer he.
¢ catombs. Round the city flows a river of the fineft oil, the
¢ breadth of which is an hundred royal cubits, the depth fuch.z
¢ is moft convenient for fwimming in. Their baths are large
¢ houfes of glafs, kept warm with fires made of cinnamon; i.
¢ ftead of water they have warm dew in bafons: their drefs i
¢ purple, made of the fineft fpiders webs. None grow old here,
¢ but they remain as they were when they arrived. They ¢ have
¢ no night, nor altogether bright day; but fuch light as precedes
¢ the rifing of the fun: nor have they more than one feafon of
¢ the year; for it is always fpring, and the weft 1s the only wind,
¢ The country abounds with all forts of flowers and plants, which
¢ are always' flourifhing : their® vines bear twelve times in the
¢ year, yielding fruit every month, Rev. xxii. 2. Apples and
¢ pomegranates, as they fay, bear thirteen times in the yea,
¢ yielding fruit twice in the month, called by them Minons, In. .
¢ ftead of corn the ftalks have ready-prepared loaves at their tops
¢ like muthrooms. There are-in the city three hundred and |
¢ fixty-five fountains of water, and as many of honey, and five
¢ hundred fountains of oil, but lefs; feven rivers of milk, and
¢ eicht of wine,’ -
* More follows, containing a defcription of the groves and fields
round about the city: but I am not difpofed to tranfcribe any
more. ‘They who pleafe may confider, whether here are any al-
Iufions to the xxi. and xxit. chapters of the book of the Reygl-
tion. Lucian’s defcription of this ifland,.and the chief city of
it, falls fo far fhort of St. John’s defcription of his New Jerufalem,
that fome may think, he could not have fo fine a model before
him. However, let all judge as they fee fit. |

V. With Lucian’s works is joined ! a dialogue, called Philo-
patris.  Bifhop Bull*, and fome others’, have been inclined to
think it Lucian’s, or however written about his time, in the reign
of Marcus Antoninus: many others are perfuaded, that it is not
his, nor written 1 that reign. But there is a great diverfity of
opinion among thefe concerning the true age of it. -

Mir. Moyle ™ thinks 1t was written in the time of Dioclefian,
in the year of Chrilt 302, and 23 years before the council of

£ ..oupnr 3 wi mae avlog gifrdas  6g. 2l 73, t Et Philopatris, fiejs:
8o nutpa wayw Aepzpa. p. 672. it, faltem feriptoris coxvi. .Cav. H. L.
"B AL per yae apmido &ﬁuutpnfﬂl eizis p. 06.  Vid. et Fabnc. Bib, Gr, Tom. 1t
xat xale pnya sxasoy xzgmoPoguass b, p. 504. et Lux Evangelit. p. 153, .
-1 Tom, 1, p. 763 &e¢. Grav. m See his Differtation upon the age of

k Pek Fi(Li Nicen. [l 2, cap. 4. p.  she Philopatris.  Lett. 1. Vol. 1. p. 29¢.
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g Nice. Dodwell® varied in his opinion, and'in the end placed it

i the year of Chrift 261, and the eighth of Gallienus. Others

£ < haye argued for the third of Aurelian, the year of Chrift 272.

8 And Gefner ? is of opinion, that.it was written in the time of the
{ emperor Julian, after the middle of the fourth century. None of
thEFE learned men think the Philopatris to be 4 work of Lucian, -

& | am not able to determine the time when 1t was written; nor

§ do I think it needfil to be much concerned about it. I do not

§ think it to be Lucian’s; the ftyle'is very different from his, and

 valtly inferior to it. . Some other reafons may offer by and by in

| our obfervations upon it: but, as the writer was a heathen, and

3 it is joined with the other works of Lucian, I fpeak of it in'this

¥ place. ‘ | - - ' -
i Says Mr. Moyle: © It11s a Dialogue between Critias and
K Triephon: the firft a profefied heathen, the other an Epicurean,
| * perfonating a Chriftian. T he delign of 1t is, partly to repre-
{ « fent Chriftians as a fe&t of men difaffefted to government, and
{ < dangerous to civil fociety: partly to expofe their opinions, as
¢« the Trinity, the creation of the world, with {everal other ar-
 ticles of our faith.’ | | | .

“ Triephon meets -Critias, who by his countenance appears
« greatly indifpofed : and being afked the reafon, "Critias tells him,
 he® had been where he had heard a flrange difcourfe; and*®
 that the things which he had heard that day, from thofe execra-
“ ble fophifts, had moft furprizingly affeéted him. Afterwards, he
“ offers to fwear by Jupiter, and Apollo, and other deities, which
- “ caths. Triephon rejets. By whom then fhall I fwear, fays
“Cntias. ‘T'riephon anfwers: ¢ By* the moft High God, great,
‘ immortal, celeftial, Son of the Father, the Spirit proceeding
‘ from the Father, one out of three, and three out of one. Thefe
“do you think to be Jupiter, him do you efteem to be God.
“ Crit, You teach me numbers: that is an arithmetical oath, . .,
* I do not know what you mean. One three, three one. Trieph,
“ Hold your peace: you are not to meafure the fteps of fleas.
“ I will teach you what the univerfe is, who was before all things,
‘and what 1s the fyftem of the univerfe: for it is but the other

t Sec in the fame Differtation. p. goe. 761, 5 A yag axnnon THLEGO Tapy
14 348, 240, * Vid. Heuman. awy zpioxalapzles sxevor goiswry psjanug
Pacile, five Epiftole Mifccllanez, Tom.i. eufnwee p w25 sxdvv. o 7650
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Tom. iii. Lucian, Opp. Amfl, 1743, b& UIOY Talfedy WIULR £ TEIPOS BTOpLLe~

? As before, p. 285, 286. _ vy, €4 Ex TpILsy vab §5 evos Tpias  Tadly

r'_ $ eseQury ptfav Tha, X6 VTCLTLENOY rop:g"s fqm; 01 ¢ 3/t Ogore pe 770, 10,
LIV 334 ZTT Phl[ﬂp. Lucian. T. 1, e )

¢ day



¢ day that T was as ignorant as yourfelf. But*® when thé Galilea,
¢ half-bald, long nofed, who travelled through the air to the thir

¢
€
¢

heaven, and there learned the moft extraordinary things, * came
to -me, he renewed. us by water, he introduced us into the re.
gions. of the -blefled, and redeemed us from the regions of the

¢ wicked. -And if you will hearken to me, I will. make yop

¢

"R W A R oA R A

AR TR A A A A" AR AR AR AR N A

likewife a man indeed. . . . Soon after this Triephon tells Critias
of the creation, and other things in a ludicrous way. By,
word, he difpelled the darknefs, as the flow-tongued wnie
affures us, and founded the earth upon the waters. He ftretched
out the heavens, formed the fixed ftars, and ordered the courf:
of things, which you worfhip for gods. 'The earth he adomed
with flowers: man* he brought out of things that were not:
and he.is in heaven, beholding the juft and the unjuft, and
writes inh Books the actions of all, and will accordingly render
to all in the day that he has appointed. After other things,
Critias fays : Wherefore * Triephon, I'entreat you to fay nothing
mote of . the fates, though with your mafter you fhould be taken
up, and admitted to unfpeakable- myfteries. Afterwards Trie-
phon fays: Do not you fee, how inaccurate; and atnbiguous
and uncertain, all the fayings of the poets are.. Wherefore lay
afide all thofe things, that” you may be enrolled in the celeftial
books of the righteous, Crit, But tell me, Triephon, are the
affairs of the Scythians alfo regiftered in heaven ? Trieph. All*,
For Chreftus has been among the. nations. [Or, s others un-
derftand this place: Yes?, all, provided there is any good man
among the nations.] Crit. There muft be a multitude of fcribe:
in heaven, according to your account, Trieph. I” pray, fo:-
bear your jefts, and {ay nothing contemptuous of the dextrous

God ; but become a catechumen, and be perfuaded by me, if

you have a mind to live for ever. Since he has ftretched ou
the heavens like a curtain, and founded the earth upon water,
and produced man out of nothing, what is there wonderf
in his regiftering the actions of all men? Afterwards Triephon

i
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¢ defires Critias © to give him an account of what he had heard

¢ iq the affembly of the Chnftrans, and which had fo difcom-

< pofed him. Critias anfwers: By the Son out of the Father;
¢ i (hall never be done.  Treph. Do, tell me, recetving from
. the Spirit the power of fpeech. Criuas at length tells him,
¢ vhat a beggarly, forrowful company of people he had met
¢ withh: infinuates thewr difaffection to the government, and that
¢ they withed for bad news, and delkghted n public calamities.
« Some © of them fpoke of therr tafing ten whole days without
ceating . . . and of {pending whole mghts in finging hynwns.
« ‘I'riephon’ then bids im to have done with thofe fories, and
¢ begin with the prayer from the Father, adding at the end the
« hiymn with many names. They conclude: But®* let us find
« out the unicnown God at Athens, and ftretching out our hards
« to heaven, offer to hinm our praifes and thank{givings, that we

~+are worthy to live unéer fo great an empire, and leave others to

¢ trifle as they pleafe.
It is now time to make remarks upon this dialogue.
1. There 1s a general obfervation very obvious to be made here:

- That® the writer of this dialogue appears much better acquaint-

o with the affairs of the Chniftians; and their facred feriptures,
w.an Lucian.

. We may hence perceive, that the Chnftians and their prin-
cipies were in old times ridiculed by therr ancient adverfares. It
s therefore a miftake of thole moderns, who have imagined,
that the old heathens negleéted this meéthed of oppofing Chrifti-
anty.  Nor is this the only inftance of the kind which we have
wet with : Lucian’s writings before rehearfed in this chapter are
wother inftance; and, unqueftionably, fome fuch writings havé
been loft, the Chriftians of . Jater times not thinking them fit, or
worthy to be preferved. .

3 We fee how poorly fome men reafoned who oppofed
Chriftianity, and ftill continued to be heathens, They ridiculed
e moft joft and reafonable detrines; fuch as © the creation of
“ the world, a Divine Providence, or oblervance of the aétions
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¢ of men; in order to a future retribution.” Whilft they reje@eq
the Chriftian revelation, they rejected alfo, and endeavoured g
expofe and weaken thofe principles of religion, which reafo
alone, if attended to, and improved, might have taught then,
with-a good degree of evidence and certainty. And the like
things ‘may be found in old heathen authors, who * have {poken
of Jupiter’s ¢ regiftering things on his tablets, and confulting his
¢ parchments,” that all men,- good and bad, may be recompenfed
in due time. - L

4. It is fit, that we fhould obferve the notice which is taken
in this work of Chriftian writings, and principles, and practices.

Here are references to the book of: Genefis, and the Pfalms,
and the:Aéts of the apoftles, and. St. Paul’s epiftles, and the Re.
velation, in which laft is frequent mentjon made of the baok of lif,
and writing mens names in it, and of books in which the ations
of good and bad are recorded. As Rev. in, 5. xui. 8. xvil. 8. xx,
12. 1§, xx1.27. xxii. 19. ‘The phrafe, tbe book of life, is allp in
Philip. iv. 3. And in Heb. xii. 23, fome are {poken of, .as writ-
e, or enrolled, 2 beaven. -

- When Triephon fays, that ¢ the Galilean, half-bald, . . . who
« travelled through the air, to the third heaven, and there learned
¢ the moft extraordinary things, came to me, he renewed us with
¢ water:” there is certainly a reference to 2 Cor. x1i: 12. 1...4,
and, poffibly, to Tit. iii. 5. and Eph.v. 3, or fome other like
text. But it cannot be thence inferred, that the writer of this
book was a difciple of Paul, or was baptized by him, or wa
contemporary with him. For, as Mr. Moyle' obferves: ¢ Thi
< writer fpeaks of Chriftians, throughout his dialogue, as alpa,
¢ mgspnﬁnﬂsﬂst;, J‘alpnwo:, mspa@m']aﬂs;, &c. that iS, d company ﬁf
¢ dreaming enthufiafts, who, like St. Paul, pretended to a powe
¢ of flying to heaven when they pleafed. .

In this dialogue is alfo a reference to the Lord’s Prayer, an,
as often ufed by Chriftians. ¢ Begin with the "prayer from
¢ the Father,’ fays he, ¢ adding at the end the hymn wit
¢ many names’ That the Lord’s prayer is here referred to, 1
allowed by learned men: what is intended by the hymn at the

k Kav wapospiae O Zevs xalede ype=  @alpos. P 779 Orationem Dominican
viog ess Tees SiPlepas® ey T wrale apebouc- Lucanus intclligit, at reflle notatum R
;av vep wr mpalreos xedov g xavwy' ol galtio ad Tertulhanum. Sed per mohwee
ux aworela Qo Ta wave, aXAa Tor por wivy fuperadditam non exiftimavenn
Lix g dPBipas Tras arofpaPecban, xas notari claufulam, guia tuum eff regnum, U
o emedioran. Suidas. V. Zeve, Ubi perfuafum Jo. Gregorio. Fabric. Bib. Gn
Annotator. Huc fpe@at illud Eunpidis T.iit. p. $04. Couf. annot. in loc. B
apud Stobxrum, &c. 1 As before, lop. T.iiis p. 616. ed. Amfts 1743,
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end, 1s doubtful. .Some have argued, that thereby is meant the
doxology at the end of the Lord’s Prayer in Matt. vi. 13, - Bug
to me, as well as to fome™ others, it {eems more probable, that
{ome other-doxology, more verbofe and intricate, is here intended.

There feems to be .an allufion to the gift of tongues, or fome
other gift of the Spirit, with which Chrithians were favoured in
the more early ages of the church, in thofe words: ¢ Do, tell
¢ me, receiving from the Spirit the power of {peech.’

Here are alfo plain references to the Chriftian cuftom of ini- °
tiating by baptifm, and of preparing men for it by inftrution, or
catechizing.  The author Likewife ridicules the Chriftian faftings,
and finging hymns in the night. i

It might carry me too far to remark diftintly upon his ridicule

of the do&trine of the Trinity, as reprefented by him, or as held

by the Chriftians at-the time of this author. None of my rea-
ders can omit to take notice of this, which comes over fo oftenwys
and I fhould think, that this may afford a good argument againft
; the fuppofition, that this dialogue was written by Lucian, or any

other author about his time: for 1t does not appear, that in the
reign of Marcus Antoninus there were any controverfies among
Chriftians upon this point. What 1s here faid upon this fubjec,
appears to be more fuitable to the fourth century of the Chriftian
epoch,

i CH AP XX
! Zrrvs AR1sTIDES THE SoPHIsT, AND Dion CHRYSsOSTOM,

L Ariflides, bis lifey, and timey and works, 1L, Selei? paffages from bim.
I, Paffages concerning the Chriftians, and illufirating the books of the
N.T. IV. His charaser and importance. V. The fopiuft Dion Chry-

foftom : His time, and works, and a paffage concerning the Chriftians,

r ] L a
- L. “Aristipes the fophift, fays * Suidas, a native of Adriani
i “a fmall town in Myfia, now.belonging to Bithynia, was diiciple

n ¢ Nay, we know, that in falt it had ¢ thee, is honour, praife, glory, majefly,
“ another doxology fometimes added to it, © Euwcr, with the Holy Spinit,. from the
“ a5 we learn from the author of the Books * “gi“”i"% now, and for ever. Amen.”

“ concerning the Sacraments, among the ¢ Of this fort of doxology I fuppofe the
‘ works of “Ambrofe; [Lib. vi. ad fin,] ¢ author of the Philopatris {peaks. This
*.who having recited the Lord’s Prayer, as ¢ kind of doxology is much mnrcﬁagrcEab‘lt
“aisin St Matthew’s golpel, immediately ¢ to other naflages in that dialogue, than the
“adds: ¢ What follows? Hear what the ¢ plaim one in St Matthew.' Rallett’s
" prieft fays: ¢ Through ,our Lord Jefus Notes and Difcourfes, Vol. 1. p. 144, 145,
“ Chafl, 1 whom to thee, with wham to 2 V. Apseidye.

Vor. VIII, G ¢ of
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~ * of Polemon the rhetoriclan of Smyrna, fon of Eudaimon, 5
¢ philofopher and prieft of Jupiter in his own country. -He alf
“ heard Herod at ‘Athens, and ‘Ariftocles at Pergamus. He
“ flourithed in the time-of the emperor Antoninus, and reached
¢ to the reign of Commodus: he publifhed many orations; the
¢ number of them is not exactly known,’
Philoftratus confirms that account of Suidas, and farther fays,
That® from his childhood Ariftides had an infirm ftate of health:
neverthelefs he did not neglet labour. The people of Smyrmg
erected to him a brafs ftatde, which they fet up in their forum:
and when they called him the founder of their city, it was no
flattery, but a juft and true commendation. For when their
city had been overthrown, and almoft deftroyed by earthquakes,
he {o pathetically reprefented their calamities in a letter to the
emperor, that he could not forbear weeping at fome parts of 1,
and prefently promifed to reftore it. ~ And, as I have been in-
formed by Damian of Ephefus, Ariftides had befofe that had
fome converfation with Marcus in Ionia. That emperor came
to Smyrna, and was there three days before Ariftides came to
pay his refpects to him: the emperor did not then know Arifti
des perfonally: he afked of fome prefent, whether Ariftidss
was in the company? They faid, they had not feen him. AF
terwards they brought him. The emperor then faid to him:
How comes it to pafs, that it is fo long before I could fee you!
He anfwered, I was employed about.a work : and the mind s
not eafily diverted from what it is engaged in. The empero,
- ¢ pleafed with his ingenuity, and his diligence, faid, * And whe
“ {hall I hear you? Appoint a time,” fays Ariftides, « and you
*“ fhall hear me, to-morrow, if you pleafe. But 1 muft defire
“ that my friends may be prefent, and that they may have leav
“ to applaud, and clap their hands, with all their might.” The
¢ emperor {miling told him, ¢ that would depend upon himfelf.”

| forbear to add the eritical remarks upon Ariftides’s Oration;
which follow in Philoftratus.

There are in Photius © large extras out of feveral of them.

Surdas fays, that Ariftides flourifhed in the time of the emper
Antoninus, probably meaning the pious. Neverthelefs; as bt
‘was alfo well acquainted with his {ucceffor, and is faid to hav
reached to the time of Commodus, I place hin at'the year 176
‘m which, as it feems, he faw Marcus Antoninus at Smym

nqﬁannnnnni-;nnn-nﬂnhn

b De Vit. Sophifi, 1, 13, cap. ¥x, ¢ Cod, 246, p. 1231, C. 247, p- 153

€, 248. p. 1271,
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Though his conftitution was infirm, it is fuppofed, that he did
not die before he was 60 or 70 years of age *_*,

I1. It is allowed, that Ariftides was very fuperftitious, a hum-
ble and devout wotfhipper of all the gods, efpecially Efculapius,
o whom, as he believed, he was much indebted for the ufeful
inftructions which that god gave him, in his dreams, concerning
his health, ‘

I think it cannot be amifs to tranfcribe fome paffages contain-
ing a mixture of good fenfe and fuperftition, right fentiments, and
aburd and foolith refpeét forall the deities which were then inrepute.

-« Jupiter ¢ made all things: all things whatever are the works

< of Jupiter, rivers, and the earth, and the fea, and the heaven:

and whatever things are between them, or are above, or under
them: and gods, and men, and all living things, and all things
obvious to our fight, or that can be perceived by our under-

up in the odoriferous caverns of Crete: nor did Saturn ever

intend to devour him ; nor did he {wallow a ftone in his ftead :

ner was Jupiter ever in any danger; nor will he ever be in

danger:...nor s there any thing more ancient than Jupiter;
“ a5 children cannot be older than their parents; nor things made
* than they who made them : but he 1s the firft, and the moft an-
cient, and the prince of all things, and himfelf from himfelf.
When he was made cannot be {aid; forafmuch as he has been
from the beginning, and will always be; his own father, and
greater than to be made by any: and as he brought forth Mi-
nerva out of his head, without need of marriage, {o he had
before made himfelf, of himfelf, not needing any to bring him
Into being : on the contrary, all things have had their beginning
“ from him.” And what follows,

This is taken from a hymn to Jupiter, and is the firft oration
in the firft volume of his works. He fpeaks {omewhat to the
like purpofe near the end of the fame oration: but I muft not
allow myfelf to take it at length.

In the conclufion of an oration to the honour of Neptune,
which is the third in the fame volume, he fpeaks to this purpofe:
“ Thefe © things are pleafant to fee, and hear, and the painting
“ of the fea reducedl to a calm, with the boy from under the fail
‘ imiling: upon Neptune. But there are other things, which

i
e ftanding. Firft of all he made himfelf: nor was he brought

e

- - -~ -

{

‘ ought never to have been in piétures, which are impious and

*«* They who dcfire to know more of Charge, p. g1. Tillemont. M_. Aurele,
Arillides, may confult Fabric, Bib. Gr. I. art, 31. d Hymnus 1n jovem.
v, cap. 30. § 4. Tom. iv. p. 373....409. Tom. 1. p. 2. al. p. 5. ® In Nepe
Bifnag; Ann, 376, n.v. Dr. Chapman's tunum Oratio, T. i.p. 28. al. s0.

( 2 ¢ horrible.
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¢ horrible. And I wonder how it came to pafs; that they whe
¢ firft faw them, did not prefently fly upon the makers, and tear
¢ them to pieces: neverthelefs they are ftill to be feen in the
¢ temples. But it 15 not my bufinefs to cenfure fuch things,
¢ Let us therefore offer up our prayers to Neptune, and Amph.
¢ trite, and Leucothea, and Palemon, and the Nereids, and ]
¢ the marine gods and goddefles, to give health and fafety, both
‘ by land and by lea, to the great emperor, and to all his family,
‘ and to the whole nation of the Greeks, and to grant all hap.
‘. pinefs to us all, fuited to our condition.’ |
III. But the paffage which I principally aim at, and for the
fake of which Ariftides is here brought in among other witneffes,
is to this purpofe., He" is difpleafed with fome fophifts, whom
he compares, as I apprehend, to Chriftians. ¢ But® who can
¢ avoid being filled with indignation, that men of no worth fhould
¢ cenfure Demofthenes, whom I look upon as a Mercury come
¢ down from heaven to afford us an example of eloquence?
© What living man can .bear this in people, who utter mor
¢ folecifms than words; who coritemn others as much as they de-
“ ferve to be contemned; who® extol virtue, but do not practife
“ 1t? There 1s no need to mention their infatiable avarice, when
“ they catch at every thing they can get: who ** call indigence
* by the name of communion, who call {ingularity philofophy,
“ and poverty a contempt of riches. They make great pretenfions
‘ to humanity, and yet never were benefictal to any, and are in-
‘ jurious to them who would do them a kindnefs: who ar
“ {carcely civil to others; and yet for the fake of rich men they
“ travel to the ends of the earth: and' when they have got them,
¢ they promife to teach them virtuc. . . who fhew more regardto
¢ porters at the door than to their mafters . . . Thefe are they, who
“ call. impudence frecdom, and to oppofe others is reckoried 2
¢ Taudable boldnefs. .. Moreover* they are arrived at a fort of
£ wifdom, which confifts in a pictence of negletting money,
¢ whilft they do not refufe to receivé what is worth money.

£ Orat. Platonic, i1, Tom. 11. p. 307. “poor and neceflitous among them. -Ard
&e, al. p. 511, &e, + 8 Axn ol ridiculing that cuflom he approacheth it
Xt T&r xopsdn Twveg Honos afiw. .o o o Jeall to fome {cripture-phrales. Sﬂiﬂﬂl
“T.ii. p.goz. inal, p. 1. iv. 44, 15- and ii. 42 And Rom. xit. 13,
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., : ey s 1"y . A=
¢ They* Have invented a new fort of generofity, not' to give
¢« Jargely, but {1 to take little. . .. Thefe men are neither fervile
¢ fatterers, nor freé-men: for they deceive as flatterers, and cor--
creft men as their fuperiors, . . . Joining ™ together two extremeé
< and contrary evils, meannefS”and confidence. In™ manners
« not unlike the impious people 1n Paleftine; for they acknow-
¢ ledge not the gods. They difier ﬁ'qm' the Greeks, :_md ail
 good men. Very dextrous in fubverting houfes, and difturb-
¢ mg families, fetting the members of t_hem one a:gainft m}od;er,'
 and getting the management of their: affairs into their own
“ hands. Who never faid or did any good thing: who never
« contributed any thing to the public feftivals, nor have honoured:
< the gods, nor have promoted the welfare of the cities, nor have
¢ comforted the afidited, nor have reconciled fuch as weré at
¢ variance, nor have inftructed youth, nor any others, nor adorned
“ language : but dwelling n cornets, they are wonderfully wife,
“...As much as they-advance in wifdom on one hand, they lofe
“on the other: mightily pleafing themfelves in difparaging-the
“art of rhetorick: as it flaves, and efpecially fuch as are often
I <and defervedly beaten, did not oftentimes fecretly curfe their
E < mafters.” ' -
By ¢ the wicked men in Paleftine,” I fuppofe Ariftides to in-
tend Chriftians who lived 1n Paleftine, and whofe religion had its
original 1n that country. He calls them wicked, or profane and
ameiftical, becaufe they did* not worfhip the eftablifhed deities,
the fame that were worfhipped by the Greeks and Romans.

s

* It 1s very Likely, that Anflides here re-
fers to the revenues of the Chrillian cler
tancient times, which depended upon the
ahlations made by the faithful of bread and
wine, and fruits, and other neceflaries. . .
nee moleflins et uegotiis fecularibus allie
gentur, fed in honore {portulantium fratrum,
tanquam decimas ex fruétibus accipientes,
b altari et facrificiis non recedant, fed dic
i nolle celefhibus rebus et fpiritalibus fer-
viant.  Cypnian. Ep. 1. p. g. Oxon,
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4. ¢ but to take little,? thatis, I think,
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Mafion? here underftands Jews living in Paleftine, and fquabbles
with Tertullian, and other Chriftian writers, who fay, that after
Adrian’s victory, Jewifli people were forbidden to come into Ju.
dea: but Carterus underftands Arniftides as I have done; and in
his notes has illuftrated this paffage with good obfervations. In-
deed we can here trace moft of the common refleétions which
were then made upon the Chriftians, and are particularly takep
notice of in our ancient apologifts. They were called ¢ atheifhi.
¢ cal?’ they were complained of ¥ as ¢ unprofitable;’ they are re.
prefented as ¢ 9 mean and obfcure,” who neverthelefs took grea!
liberties in remarking upon the popular deities, and the worfhip
paid to them. They had then no {chools of rhetoric for inftrud.
ing youth, or others, and fometimes fpoke {lightly of the orna.
ments of Janguage. Such things offended our fophift. And
yet, before the end of the third century, there were among the
Chriftians divers learned men and good writers; and fome men
of great eminence in our author’s own time, or beforeit.

2. Befide the letter® fent to the emperor Marcus, and his fon
Commodus, imploring their favour for the city of Smyrna, afer
the earthquake, which is* computed to have happened in ‘the
year of Chrift 177, Anftides publifhed a* monody, bewailing
their unhappy circumftances ; and after that he wrote an ® oration,
or epiftle, in 178, congratulating the people of Smyrna upon
their reftoration. Here he celebrates not only the favour and
liberality of the emperors, but likewife the generous compaffion
of many others: ¢ All * the cities of Afia confidered their af.
¢ fhiction as their own, and fent them relief as to their parentsor
¢ children. And when they entertained any of them whao were
¢ deftitute in their own houles, who of them did not think them-
¢ felves gainers thereby ¢ who did not think, that they received,
¢ rather than conferred a benefit ! Many contributed money, and
¢ promifed more, 1f it was needed, All the nations inhabiting Afiz

¢ De Anftidis Vita Colle&anea Hifto-
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« contended, who fhould exceed in regard to them. Andin
« your city alone the falfhood of that old faying has been fhewn,
¢ that the unhappy are forgotten even by their friends.”. Which
¢ occafioned Mr. Tillemont?” to fay: ¢ Behold the change which
¢ the Chriftian religion had made in the world ! For 1t cannot
¢ be doubted, that the Chriftians, who were numerous in thofe
« provinces, had a large fhare in thefe works of charity, which
¢ are the proper effefts of the faith and of the grace of Jefus
¢ Chnft, and that their ardour inflamed the heathens to fhew the
< falfhood of that