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To the Right Honourable

D A4 N1E L

Earl of Nottingham,

My L oRrb,

Shiew: S the Reverend My

Dear PR1D EAUX bas

g5 publickly  acknowledged,
IS « Thar be owed all bis

“ Promotions in the Church to

* In his Dedication.

B ' “ your
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“ your INoble Family, and therefore
“ thengnt it bis Duty to lay the
“ Product of his Studies at your
“ Lorifbip's Feet;” 1t is hoped the
following ExaminaTioN of bis
valuzole Work (of The Old and
MNew Teftament Conneéted) by a
Lecrned  Foreigmer, willy,. for the
Regard you have [hewn to the Au-
thor Himfelf, be eqn.:lly acceprable.
To your Lordfhip therefore this

r

Tf{‘iﬂ wkiom 1S W’ﬂ'Oﬁ b%mé{)’ ﬁié—

mitied, by
Philalethes.
London, March 3.

1721-2,
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Critical Examination

OF

Dean Prideanx’s Conneétion, €9 ¢.

~NONSIEUR LLe CLERCG,
\@| in his laft Pibliotheque *5
juft now imported from a-
broad, after acquainting us
that Dean Prideaux’s Cor-
) ’ nettiosz of the Old and New

Teftamerr is already publithed in Frezch
| at _Admflerdam:, and in Dutch at Leyder y
thus begins his own Remarks. '

I * Bibliotheque Ancienne & Moderne, Tont. XVEs
i pour PAnnce 1721, parrie feconde, pag. 366+

2 THEDS
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£ is indeed ufeful to all Degrees and
Conditions of Men, who would know the
Hifiory of the Jews and Neighbouring
Nations, from: the Declenfiornz of thel
Kingdoms of Irael and Yudah to z2hel
Time of Chrift.

‘I'be State and Fortune of the Fezps af.
ter thewr Return from the Babylonih-
Captizity, down to the 'Time of the
Maceabees, 1s very little known, for want
oi fuch Antient Hiftorians as might give
us a proper Light in this Affair. We fee
in this Work, with the greateft Pleafure
imaginable, the Pagas Hiftory conneted
with the Fewifh, from the Reign of 4.
baz, the Father of Hezekiab, as far as
it was poflible to be done from the Frag-
ments of Oriental Hiftory treating of
thofe Countries. But in the Times which]
follow, this Cozneélivsz has been muchf
more ealy, as well as certain; as we may}
remark it from the Period of the Reign
of Cyrus. The Dean has likewife veryj
often reconciled the Chronology of Pagan-j
Autlors, with that of the Scripture,

whiich ferves as a Confirmation of thel
‘druth of the Sacred Hiftory. We may

find herein befides, the Propbetick-Chro-§
s20lozy, 1f T may fo exprefs my felf; thatf
1s to fay, not only the Time at whichf

cveryg
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every Prophet from the Reign of 4bhaz
King of Fudab fo prophefied, but like-
wile that of the Accomplifbnzert of their
Prophecics concerning the “ezws and
Neighbonring Nations. In putting to-
gether thefe ‘Prophecies, as well as in his
Relation of the Sacred and Profare Hi-
Sftory, Dr. Prideanx explains many Paif-
fages which deferve our utmoit Atten-
tion. He has likewife taken occafion to
throw in many important Digrefhons up-
on Tranfattions which have regard to the
Holy Scripture, or to the Antiquities of

the Hebrezos.
The celebrated Dr. Fames Ulber, Arch-

bithop of Armagh in the Kingdom of
lireland, was the firft Guide we had in

thefe late dark Ages, by ranging the Hi-
ftory of the Kingdoms of Syria, Aflyria,
Media, Babylorz, and Perfiz ; and con-
necting them to the Hiftory of the He-
brezos. Our Author indeed acknowledges,
that he is much beholden tothis great Man,
tho he has fometimes taken the liberty
to depart from his Sentiments. Sir Fobz
Marfbam: (n his Canorn Chrozicus /-
ryptiacus, &c.) has alfo very much con-
tributed to our underftanding the Order
of thefe Hiftories, and has with great
Care and Fidelicy amafied together and
leared up all therr Fragments. But the
can bas reduced all this to a Methed f{o

clegant -
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elegant and unperplexed, that it renders
the Perufal of his Work agreeable to |
cvery Reader. He could not better have
employed- his time, in a venerable old
Age, and under the “ calamitous AfHic-
“ tion of a Diftemper, which drove him
“ out of the Pulpit, and wholly difabled ‘
“ him from the Duty of his Profeflion,”
as he obferves in his Preface; wherein
many curious Particulars in Chrozology,
and the Computation of the Yewifh-Pear
and Cozzs, are judictouily inferted.

I {hall now proceed to make fome Ob-
fervations in the Courfe of this Work.
Upon the Year 5§74, betore the Birth of
Chrift, the Dean recounts the Accom-
plifhment of the Fudgmernts which befell
Pharaoh Hophra, King of Agypr *, (or
Apries, as he is called by Herodorus)
“ And which God bad denounced by the
 Mouth of bis Prophets, (Ezekiel XX1X.
17, ¢¢c) This is immediately followed
by the Hiftory of the Siege of old Zyre
by Nebuchadiezzar, who after Thirteen
Years made himfelf Mafter of it. Several
Remarks will be here found upon this
City, and the Chronology of its Kings
reconctled to That of the Holy Scripture.
Were all' the antient Hiftorians now ex-
tant, who wrote Accounts of that City

¥ See ConnecTiON, Part l. 8vo Edit, p-90. Book I-d
a Il
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| and of Babylsr, we fhould doubtlefs find
| a great many Paflages which would clear
up others in Scripture, not to be under-
ftood at this Day ; becaufe the few Fyag-
ments we have remaining of thofe Hifto-
rians, are not fufficient for this purpofe.

Thefe Fragmernts have been formerly
colieted and publithed by Zofcph Scalsz-

ger, with his own Notes, at the end of

his learned Work, De Enzendatione T em-
poruzz; but have fince his Time, by
Archbifhop Ufber and Sir Fobn Marfhane,
been better 1lluftrated. |
Under the Year 570, we are entertainesl
with a Defcription of Babylosz, of .the
Temple of PBelns, and of the other fa-
mous Works undertaken and compleated
by Nebuchadrnezzar, who firft adorned
that City . with a Magnificecnce arnd
“ FExpence wbereirz be exceeded wwhat-
“ foever had been done by any Kirng
“ before hiwmz *.” 'The Hiltory of this
Prince is a great Help towards the under-
ftanding of the Propbers; but that of
Cyras, which follows it, under the Year
g{ S(f before Zefus Chrif?, 1s itill a greater
lelp,
Under the Year 536 and the. following
Years, there are abundance of Remarks
Concerning the Return of the Zezos from

b * See CoNNECTION, p- 95. Book IL
the
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the Babylonifr Captivity, and upon their
Re-cftabiifbment at Ferafalem ; upon the
Seccizd Temple and all its Parts, and 7zs
Magnificerece bevond the former™; upon
the Sazirn vy, and every thing thar was
therein.  "thole whe have profecuted
Studies of this kind, perhaps may not
find here a great deal to improve their
Knowledge; but as there are but few
Readers of that fort, the Generality will
be very well pleafed to find hercin, what
they knew but imperfeétly before, ex-
plained at large with the urmoft Exaét-
nefs and Elegance; and even the woff
krowing will find fomething to incite
them to confider thefe Matiers with more
Care, becaufe our Author never fails of

faying {omewhat f{ingular wupon every

thing he advances. “ 1 But ftill what
“ was the main Glory of the Firff Tem-
¢ ple, thofe extraordinary Marks of the
¢¢ Divine Favour, with which it was ho.
“ noured, were wholly wanting in the
“ Second. 'The Fews reckon them up in
¢ thefe five Particulars: 1. The Ark of
“ the Covenant and the Mercy-Seat,
¢“ which was upon it. 11. The Shecinal,
“ or Divine Prefence. 11I. The [Uriu
““ and Thummin (which were the Orna-

T =T v i e, . =Py a. B Pl S ey i -

¥ Scc ConnecTION, P. 142, Book III,
1 Ibid. p. 145. Book III.

|
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“ ments of the High-Pricft, when he
“ confulted the Oracle of God. IV, The

(¢
(6

(¢
(¢
(¢

—

Holy Fire which defzended from Hea-
ven upon the Altar, atr the time of
Solomwsz’s. Dedication of the Temple,
and which they ever after preferved,
as the Rabbins believe, withoutr {uffer-
ing it to be extinguifhed, till the time
that the Temple ,was burnt by the
Chaldearns. And, V. The Spirit of

Prophecy.”
The Ark is defcribed by the Dean in a

very copious manner; and he obferves,
imong other Circumitances, that the
taves upon which 1t was borne, oz #4e
Shoulders of the Ievites, * were overlaid
vith Gold, and ¢ put thorough Golden
‘ Rings made for them, not on the Sides
‘of the 4rk, as all hitherto have affert-

C

ed, but on the two Ends of it: A plain
Argument of which 1s, that the High-
Prieft, when he appeared bectore the
Ark, on-the great Day of Expiation, 1s
faid to have gone up to 1t betzcen the
Staves”” Dr. Prideanx lays nothing

' the Form of the. Cheruabims; they
ere, as it appears from FEzekiel, (Chap.

6. X. 1§, 20.) Anmmals - with Four

leads, one whereof reprefented a Maz,

e fecond a L 7oz, the third an Ox, and

* See ConnNgcTION, pag.150. Book IIL -

C the
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the fourth an Fagle, with Feet corre-
fponding to each refpeCtive Species. See
what T have {aid upon this Subject 1n
my CO?/ZZfzﬁ’iZfﬂ?’y upon the ?ﬁﬂfﬂtﬁﬁb’byl
Ezod. Xxv. 18.

It muft be confeffed, according to the
Dean’s Opinion, ¢ that they did a-new:
“ make an Ark for the fecond Temple,t”
but it had therein neither the "Fables
of the PDecalogne, northe Rod of Aaron,
nor the Por of Manna, nor the Sheci-
s2aly, or Symbol of the Prefence of God
in the Clud, nor was any Oracle pro-
nounced from thence. But after the
Return of Efdras from the Babylorif
Captivity, he made a Collettion of the
Holy Books, with the Grand Synagogue,
or Aflembly of the Heads among the
Fews, and repofited them in the Ark
This is no where faid in the Old Tefta.
ment ; and itis very certain, that in the

Time of Pompey, or of PVefpafiarn, there
was none of thefe in the moft Holy o

Holies. (See Corn. Tacitus, Book V.
Chap. 9. and Buxrorf’s Treatife on tl
Ark, Chap.21.)

“ The Shecinabh did firlt appear wher
€ Mbofes confecrated the 'Tabernacle
* and was afterwards on the Confecra

“ ting of the Temple by Solozz072, tranl

-l

t Sce ConngcTrON, pag.x6e. Dook IIL
“ Jatd
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« lated thither. And there it did conti.
“ nue (fays the Dearn) 1n the fame vifi-
‘“ ble manner, till that Temple was de-
“ ftroyed, but after that it never ap-
¢ peared more . This is barely but a
LConjelture, for it 1s no where faid in
Scripture, that this Cloud continued in
the fame 2iftble manner from the Dedi-
cation by Solomoz to the Deltru&tion of
the Temple: Noris it fo much as faid,
that it appeared upon the _rk when
they carried it in their Armies. A Cir-
cumftance like which, in my Opinion,
ought never to have been omitted, if
truc.

In treating upon the Urim and Thum-
minz, the Dean, after rejetting the Opi-
nions of Dr. Stenzcer, and fome others,

| believes that we muft certainly under-
| ftand by it + “ only the Divine Virtue

‘ and Power, given to the Breaft-Plare
“ in its Confecration, of obtaining an

| “ Oraculoys Anfwer from God, whenever
1 ¢ Counfel was asked of nim by the
|  High-Prie® with it on, in {uch
|  manner as his Word did dirett; and

¢“ that the Names of Urim and < buw-

| ¢ mime were given hereto, only to de-

“ note the Clearnefs and Perfeétion which

| ¢ thefe Oracular Anfwers always carried

2 Sce Pag. 1 51, ut {fupra. ¥ See Pag. 1§3. ut fuprg_.
C 2 ¢ with
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“ with them.® For Urizzugnifieth Liighs, |
““ and Thommim Perfeilicr2) But Mo-
fes deleribes whae 15 thus called, as
fomething waich they put upon the
BirveB-Plare, and which defzended oppo-
fite to the Heart of the Perfon who wore 1t.
VWhich i1s, in my Opinion, a Prool that
he weant only fome external Ornramernt,
{fuch as perhaps migiit be a Collar com- |
pofed of Cardurcles and Pearls, as the
Hebrew Words feem to fignify. (See
Fixodns xxviil. 3¢.) The Dean has like-
wile mamtained, and with a great deal
of Reafon, in my Judgment, that the
QOracles pronounced by the means of
the Urimz and Thumwiin: were FPocal
Anjwers : The Queltion is oanly, whzther
it was God himfelf that made the Sounds
of thele Anfwers, or whether he anfwer-
cd by the Mouth of his Hizh Prieft, as]
appears to me more probable. (See
what 1s {aid on Numbers xxvii. 21.) The
Scripture fpeaks in {fo few Words of
‘Things of this trt, that it is not eafy
to refoive 1a {fure and coaclufive Terms,
tize Cueftions which may be ftaited upon
thicfe Iicads.

TS

Cf this Nature is the Queftion of
which our Author {peaks in relation to

ene Celyfticad Fire, which fell upon thef
Aliar of Splowizz, when he Dedicated
iw: ¥ mean, whether ic was &epz iz till

h the
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till the Deftrullion of the Firf? Temple.

We have nothing Formal or Decilive,
either for or againft this, in the Scrip.-
tures: and- I fhould be apt to believe,
‘that, under the Idolarrons Kings, this
' Fire might very well have been extiz-
guzfhed.

Under his Article of the Spirir of
Prophbecy, which, according to the Rab-
bivs, was wanting to the Second Tenzple,
the Dean as reafon not to take this in
all 2cs rigour ; fince the Rabbins very
well knew that Hageai, Zachariab and
Malachz pr0pheﬁea under the Secornd
Temepie. It muft indeed be confeffed,
that within that Period, they had not
fo many Prophets as under the Fjrf#f
T&’fx’?_‘blﬁ..

According to our Author, * ¢ Befides
thefe Five Things, there was wanting
alfo a Sixth, thatis, the Holy Anoint-
ing Oil, which was made by Mbyfes
“ for the Anointing and Confecrating of
“ the King, the High Pric/f, and all
“ the Sacred 7Pefle!s made ufe of in the
“ Houfe of God,” But here we have
again the Rabbins play’d upon us, who
ponly fay this, without any Proof to fup-
vort what they aflert. The Dean indeed
has reafon to fay, that the Second Tem-

¥ See ConnEcTION, Pag. 159. ut fupra,

ple;
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ple, if we may reckon that of Heroed to
be fo, had {omething whereby all thefe
Wants and Defetls were abundantly|
repaived ; that is, in the coming of the
Meffiah, who ftrequently bozoured i
witpd  bis ?;"eféfzce, (Malachi 1. 1.
Hagoaz 11. 7, 9.

é%der Zbe9 Year 522, before Yefus
Chrift, Dr. Prideanx {peaks fully of the
Magians and Sabians, the two principal
Setts of the Eaftern Idolaters. ¢ The
“ Magians were the Worfhippers of
“ Fire, and the Sabians of [mages 1+
‘T'o {how the Original of Idolatry, he be
gins with defcribing the Religion of
Noah, which, according to his Senti
ments, confifted in ¢ the Worfhipping
¢ of ome God, the Supreme Goverrour
“ and Creator of all Things, with hope:
“ in his Mercy through a Mediazor.
As to the firft Article, concerning 2 God
zhe Governour and Creator of all Thirgs
¥ have nothing to objett; but I car
fcarce believe that Noab, or any of hi
Age, had any Idea of a Mediator. Iti
not- fufficient to fhew, that this was s

Reafonable Opiniorn, as the Dean at
tempts to do, but he ought to have pro.

ved diretly, that the People of that Age
attually beld fuch a Doitrime. EBvery

t See Connmcrron, Pag.177. Book III.

thing
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f thing that 1s Reafonable does not come
i within the Conception of all the World,
¢ for- then all the World had been Cbrif¢i-
| #zs before the coming of Fefus Chrift.
I We do not find that the ancient Zezws
| had any Idea like this, at leaft not any {o
| clear as it is at this Day with #s. As
| Great and Swupreme as the Being of
God is, and as Jpw and Dumble as is
That of Marn; as we prove in all kinds
| his Goodrefs, and that we are his Crea-
zures ; this was fufficient Ground for us
to Addrefs direftly and immediately to
&od, in hopes of obtaining whatever we
ftood in need of. So that it 1s. not ap-
parent to zs, how the  Pofterity of
Noaz/h imagined, they had. a Neceffity of
chuling Mediators, by the means of
whom they might approach the Supreme
God, much lefs reafon have we to- be-
lieve ¢ their Notion of the Syzn, Moo,
“ and Stars, being the Tabernacles or
1« Habitations of thele Alediators*’. We
ought to have Paflages very exprefs to
the Purpofe, to {uppole that the firft Ido-
laters reafoned in this manner.

In my Opinion; it is more probable
that Men began to tall into Idolatry in the
Adoration of the Angelsthat appeared to
the Patriarchs in Human Shapes, that by

* See Pag. ult. -
degrees
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degrees they equalized them to the Su? |
preme God, and at length gave them a §
place among the Stars. To thefe they |
afterwards added Human Souls, whom
they likewife exalted to the Stars, as is
plain from the Inftance of Z7fis, whom
the AFoyptians after his Death made a
Star, which they called Sozbis, that is,
the Dog-Star. (See the Philological
rzdex ot the learned Mr. Stanley, in his
Account of the FHaflern Philofopbers,
under the “Words 4ftra, Idololatria, and
Stellel)

‘The Dean 1s likewife of Opinion, that
they at firlt worthipped their Mediators,
“ per Sacella t, that is, by their Taber-
“ nacles, by which they meant the Orbs
“ themfelves.” A Point which demanded
fome formal Paflage for its Confirmation. |
He adds to this, that as thele Orbos were
often under the Horizon, ¢ and thence
¢ they were at a lofs how  to Addrefs
¢ them in their abfence ; to remedy this,,
““ they had recourfe to the Invention of(
¢ Images.”” But of this likewife, he
gives no manner of Proof. If I may be
permitted to guefs, it would be better to
fay, that thefe Images owed their Origi-
nal to the Human Form, under which |
the Angels appeared, and under which

J———

+ See Page ult, & {eq. 148,
the
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the Idolaters. worfhipped Men, whom af-
ter their Death, they raifed to the Rank
and Dignicy of Gods.

“ This Religion, according to the Dean,
¢ firft began among the Chaldeans,
“ which their Knowledge in _4#rozomy
¢ helped to lead them to. From the
“ Chaldeans, {ays our Author farcher, it
“ {pread itfelf over all the Eaft, where
“ the Profeffors of it had the Name of
“ Sabians (or T [abiens.) From them it
“ pafled into Zgypz, and from ehence to
¢¢ the Grecians, who propagated it to all
“ the Weftern Nations of the World +4.”
Notwithftanding this, it might very well

- be, that Idolatry fhould be difperfed over
Greece by the Inhabitants of _4fia Miror,
who 1n the moit antient Ages {ecem to
have peopled the Iles of the grchipelago,
and the Oriental Coalts of Greecce; for
the firft Cclonies do not {eem to me to
have been planted from any great diftance.
Belides, the #Fgyptiarns were Enemies to
Navigation, and were not {o prefently
known to the Grecks, who knew nothing
of Them neither, till they began them-
felves to traflick.

““ % And therefore Thole, continunes the
““ ‘Deazz,who millike the Notion advanced

s .

+ ConNEcTION, p. 178. Book IIL _
* Ibid. -
D ‘“ by

R
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““ by Maimonides,(Moreb Nebochin) that
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« Onginal in the fame Eaitern Countrie
¢ PFor they abominating all Images, wor

£¢C
{4

* CONNECTION, P. 179, Book IIL,

many of the Fewifh Laws were made in §
oppofition to the Idolatrous Rites of the
Sabians, are much miftaken, when they
object againft it, That the Sabians were §
an inconfiderable Seft, and therefore
not likely to have been fo far regarded
in that Matter. They are now indeed,
{ince the Growth of Chriftianity and
Mahowmetifme in the World, reduced to
an ii:confiderable Seét; but antiently
they were all the Nations of the World
that worfhipped God by Images. And
that Maimonides underfiood the Name
in this Latirude, is plain from hence,
that he tells us, the Sabiars, whom he
{fpoke of, were a Selt, whoife Herely
had overfpread almoft all Mankind
The Remainder of this Se@ fiill {ub.
fifts in the Eaft under the fame Name
of Sabians, which they pretend to hawve
received from Sabins (or rather T fabi)
a son of Serh.”’

« & Direttly oppofite to thefe were th
Magians, another Se¢t, who had thei

{hipped God only by Fire. They begat
firtt in Perfra, and there, and in Izdia

- e



el ey iliniiey Sl

-

197

« were the only Places where this Sett
¢ was propagated, and there they remain
“ even to thisday. Their chief Dottrine
¢“ was, that there were two Principles,
“ One which was the Caufe of all Good,
¢ and the Other the Caufe of all Evil;
¢ that is to fay, God and the Devil. That
“ the former 1s reprefented by Light, and
“the other by Darknefs, s their trucft

“ Symbols.”
‘The Reader may confult what the

Learned Mr. Szanley has faid in the Firft
Book of his Liwves of the Eafterr Philo-
jbf/aem. The Dean difcourfes likewife
of the Religion of the antient Magiazs,

and of Zoroaftres, under the 486th Year

before the Birth of Chrift. You will here
meet with whatever the Eaftern People
hold, whofe Tenets are confounded with
an Infinity of Fables, as well as thofe
which have proceeded from the Greeks.
Their Doftriwes are a {urprizing Collec-
tion of Contradiftions and Chimera’s, as
may be eafily obferved from the Article
which Monfieur Bayle has given us, in
his Diftionary, upon this Head; where
it 13 very hard to extralt and difengage
thofe few Truths, which are fo blended
with the Lyes of the Grecice~ and Orier-
tal Syiftems. They, who have a Delire
to know what the Perfiasz and drabick
Authors hold, need only confult the

D2 Learned

il bt b2 . .
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L earned Mr. 77, Of the Religion of the
211 F1ent 4,«::??;/21{3 728 T

| Under the Year 458 before the Birth
of Chrit, our Author {peaks of Ezra,
and under the Year 446, of what he did
towards colleting together, and {etring
forth, a correct Edicion of the Holy Scrip-
tures 7. -

The Dean obferves with a great deal
of Reafon, that « This Ezrg was not
¢ the immediate Son, but of the Defcen-
« dants of Seraiab the Hizh Prieft, who
«“ was flain by Nebuchadnezzar, when
¢ he burnt the Temple and Cicty of Fera-
“ falem y tor then he muft have been, at
« leaft, 132 Years old, when he retarned
“ to Yernjalerz: which is by no means
¢ cred.ble. And yet we find him alive
““ in the Time of Neberziah, fifteen Years
¢ after, when according to this Account
“ be mult have been 147 Years old, tho’
“ he was then of that Vigour, as to bear
““ the Fatigue of reading the Law for a
“ whole Forenoon together to all the
“ Peopiz of the Fegrs : which isa thing
““ wholly unlikely in chofe Days *, *

!
1

1
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T Priniced ar Oxford, 1700, in 4to.
Bl Conanecerion,.p.260, &c, Book V.
* Tdem, p.j321. .

¥ Idem, p.260, & feq.
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As our Author is of opinion, that % the
Beginning of the 70 Weeks of Daniel s
20 be fixed down to this FYear, which
was the Seventh Qear of the Reigrn of
Artaxerxes Longimanus: he thereunder
treats amply of this Affair, and lays it
dowa for certain, that zhe going forth of
(the Commandment to r¢ftove and build
Jeruialewm, was the Commiffion granted
to Bzra by Artaxerxes, to bring back the
Fezos who were willing to accompany him,
If we take this Explication for granted, as -
it has a great deal of Probability on its
fide, the Dean is of opinion, That the
Seventhi Qear of *‘Artaxerxes Longimanus,
being corzcident with the var of the
Julian Period 4256, zf we reckor from
therce fevenz Weeks and fixty two Wecks,
or 483 Vears, (and it we then add one)
this will lead us down to the very eay
172 which the Miviftry of the Gaé'i Sy fE
begar *. We have no more to do, but -
to throw our Eyes on the Tables of the
13th Book, De Dottrind Temporum.
The Maunner in which the Dean has ex-
plained this Prophecy, is indeed as proba-
ble as any other ; but Thofe, who main-
tain that Chrift fuffered in the 29th Year
of the common Ara, as Father Bafzjmi:

I CoNNEcTI1ON, p.265. Book V.,
= ldem, p.291. Book V. "

does,
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does, (of whom mention 1s made 1 the }
v5th Tome of the Bibliothegquec Choifie) }§
will infift that their Opinion is every |
whit as probable as his. This whole Ar-
ticle of Dr. Prideaux is well worthy of |
the general Perufal.

The {fame Regard is to be had to what
he has advanced, upon that Occafion,]
concerning the Age of Nebemiah and
Sanballat ; but which I know not how to
fum up, fo as to make it intelligible, with-
out a greater Compafs than can be here
allowed. Let every one therefore refer
to the Original. He maintains, that »2//
that is contained irn the 12th Chapter of
Nehemiah, from: the Beginning of it te
¢be 29th Vevfe of the [ame, was never
writtezz by Nehemiah; as many other
Tearned Men have likewife conjectured,:
He there in effe&t {peaks of the High
Prielt Faddua, as to his having lived
down to the Time of Darius the Per-
fian, the laft of that Name, and who was
conquered by Adlexarnder. “ It 1s an In
¢ terpolation, fays the Dear, there in
¢ ferted long atter his Death by thofe, who
“ received this Book into the Canon o
“ Scripture. For as Fzra, as far as he
¢« went in that Colleé&tion, which I
“ made of the Holy Scriptures, inferred
“ in f{everal Places fymh Interpolations, as
“ he thought neceflary for the clearer

- ¢ under:
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* underftanding of them; {o they who
« laboured after him in the perfelting of
¢« the faid Collettion, did the fame in
“ the Books, which they afrerwards ad-
«“ ded to it, till they had compleated the
“ whole, about the Time of Simo2 the
“ Fuft. For he being the laft of thofe,
“ whofe Labours were employed in the
“ fettling the Canon of the Scriptures of
“ the O/d Teftamcnt, and this Book be-
“ ing the laft that was received into i,
“ as being the laft that was written, it
‘¢ is juftly reckoned to have been in his
«“ Time, that it was firft thus received
“ into the Number of the Sacred Books,
“ and then this Interpolation was added
“ by him, and thofe who were aflifting
“ to him in this Work.————And that
“ this is an Interpolation, the Interrup-
¢ tion, which i1s made thereby 1in the
“ Senfe and Conzzettiorz of that part of
“ the Book, doth {ufficiently fhow ; and
¢ moft Learned Mecn, that have confider’d
¢ this Matter, are now convinced that
¢« jtis {o*.” Others, as well as Pezavius,
have been of the fame mind, and thofe
who will  take the pains to read this
Paflage with Attention, will, T believe,
come into this Opinion. We ought from
hence to conclude, that it is to very little

¥ ConngcTION, P 301 Book V.

purpofe
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purpofe that thofe zealous People, but
People of a very un-enlighiened Zeal,
have been offended that fome Thould con-
cur in Opinion, that the ilike luterpola-
tions have been made in the Penrarcuch.
Tl Reafons of every thing agreeing well
together, which is made an Objettion to
this, have no force aganft poflitive Factsy;
and we are not to look for in Scripture
what we wifh to find there, bur to be-’

Tieve what we find.

Dr. Prideanx has {ubjoined {everal
curious Remarks to combat the Opinion
of thofe, who do not believe that the
Artaxerxesr, who in the feventh Year of
his Reign granted Ezra the Commitfion,
from the Date whereof our Autchor ‘begins
to number the fewewry Wecks, could be
Artaxerxes ILorgimanus +. The fame
Prince granted a new Commutflion to Ne-
bemiah in the twentieth Year of his
Reign: for the Scripture, which makes!
Nebemiah and Fzra Contemporaries,,
will not admic any Doubts upon ths
Head. . But fay fome, the Age of Nebe
ninh, and that of Sawballar, will not
fuffer that this {bould be the Artaxerxes
who was {irnamed Lsngimanus ; for N
bPemiab, Chap.xit. 22. {ipeaking of the
Reign of Darivs Codomarnus, King of

el SN - PN - - D Ry o ralr sl TR b TR

¥ ConNecTION, pr 305, & feq. Book V.
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Perfiar, and of the time wherein Frddrna
was High Prieft, as of Things pait,
muft confequently have furvived both the
one and the other. However, from the
twentieth Year of Artaxerxes, down to
that Time, he muft have been 123 Years
old ; to which, if you add the 30 Years
which Nebemiah muft have had to be
Governour of Zuden, then he muft have
been 153 Years old, or little lefs, if he
was made Governocur younger. But we
do not find Inftances of Perfons of that
Age being chofen into Employments of
fuch Importance. For Saxnballat, he too
muft have been yet Older, as is made
very plain. The Dean refutes thofe who
would have it, that 1t was Darizus No-
thus of whom mention is made, Nebeuz.
Xii. 22. or who would have it, that there
were two Sznballars*. But thefe Senti-
ments are not given- into, only to make
Fofepbus agree with the Holy Scriptures,
or rathér the Holy Scriptures with Fofe-
phus ; for without that Hiftorian, there
had been no Sufpicion of this kind. For
we Thould never have had but one Sz
ballar any more than we fhould have
had but one Nebemiah, who Both lived
under the Reign of _Adrzaxerxes Loz-
gimanns. But for fear of {lipping 1nto

* See ConngcTION, Pag. 298, & feq. Book V.
| &k al
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an Error in his oppoling Fofephus, he
was obliged to find a Sanballatr under

the Reign of Alexander the Great, be-
caufe he had placed him in that Period,

for want of underftanding Hiftory and
Chronology. It isthis that has drawn a
Cenfure on that Author, from the Dean.
If the Objection i1s in 1itfelf firong, it 1s
likewife no lefs juftly founded. ¢ Wedif.
¢ cover in his Works, fays the Deanr.
“ that they have in them many great
¢ and manifeft Miftakes, and no part of
“ them more than the Eleventh Book of
““ Antiquitics, in which is written what
‘¢ owves the Ground for this Objeltion.
¢ For therein he frequently wvaries from
¢ Scripture, Hiftory, and Common Senfe,
¢ which manifeftly proves it to have been
the leaft confider’d, and the worft di
gefted, of all that he hath written.
Therein he makes Cambyfes, who wa:
the firft that reigned atter Cyrus, tc
have been the Perfrarz King, that by
his Decrees forbad the going on with
the Rebuilding the Temple ; whereas
the Scripture plainly tells us it was
Airtaxerxes, who 1s there named in
the third place after Qyms + 7, -
What made Fofephus commit  this|
Error, 1s, that he hath pafs’d ever

4
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T See CoNNECTION, Pag. 302, Book V,
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Abafuerns, who is named, E(dras
1v. 6. as the firft King to whom the
Enemies of the Fews wrote againft
them, and who might well have been
Cantbyfes the Son of Cyras. But there
i1s not one Word faid that he laid any
Prohibition upon the Zews againft Re-
building. This 1is arttributed only to
Artaxerxes, who is named i1n the fol-
lowing Verfe, and diftinguifhed from him
in the preceding one. It {feems probable
that this was Magus Swmerdis ; “ He
“ inferts into this Book, coztinues the
“ Dcarn, out of the Apocryphal Efdras,
“ the fabulous and abfurd Story of the
“ three Chamberlains contending before
“ Darius Hyfiafpis about what was
¢ Strongeft t; and making Zerubbabel
“ to be one of them, and to obtain the
“ Viftory in this Conteft, he introdu-
“ ceth Darius giving him, for the Re-
“ ward of this Vi&tory, a .“Decree tor
¢“ another Return of the Captive Ifracelites,
“ to Fudca, which is neither {fpoken of
¢ in Scripture, nor confifting with it;
“ and placeth at the Head of thofe who
“ he faith then returned, Zeraubbabel the
“ Governour, and Hefhue the High
Prieft : whereas i1t is certain, from
Ezra, Haggai, and Zechariah, that

P Bl p P et — e

T Wine, the Power of a King, Wemen, or Truth.
J “ they

i&

.

.i. 1

ﬁ
-



s ety b Mm(mfg_) -

“ they were then both at Pernfalen: :
¢ And there,on the Exhortations of thetwo
‘“ Prophets la{t mentioned, fetting forward
“ the Rebuilding of the Temple * 2.

All this 1s clear and evident. And we
know not how to excufe Fofepbus for
having read the Scriptures fo negligent-
ly, or for not having followed them -
in {pite of all his Proteftations to the
contrary ; tho he had no other Mo- "'
numents or Authorities in which he
could confide. ¢ And then he goes on,
“ fays the “Dear, out of the fame Ro-
° mance, to relate, as confequential to
““ this fecond Return (which is wholly -
¢ fictitious) all that which the Scriptures
“ tell us was done after the firft, and
“ in fome Particulars very much exceeds .
““ the Fittions of the Romancer himfelf.
“ For he makes thofe who came from
“ Babylorz to Fudea in this fictitious’
“ Return, to be Four Millions Eight
Thoufand Six Hundred eighty four
Men ; a monftrous Number!” ¢
‘The Dean attributes, as it appears to
- me, to Fofephus (Book XI. Chap. iii. and

X. according to the Diftin&tion of Dr,
Hudfos?s. Edition, printed at Oxford)
the Faults which are made by his Tran-
fcribers. Thefe are his Words: T3 xepdacior

44
4

1 See ConnNEcTION, pag. ult, Book V. ¥ Ibid.
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| who returned from twelve Xears of Ape
| and wpwards, of the Tribes of Judah
and Benjamin, were four bundred fixry
two Myriads, and eight Thoufand. In
‘the firit Edition by Frober, the Number
of Myriads, or Tens of Thoufands, is
exprefled by the Letters v’ which make
462 1n our Figures; that is to fay, that
they amounted to Four Millions Six hun-
dred and Twenty eight thoufand Perfons2
In the Oxford Edition beforementioned,
L thefe Numbers are exprefled in Words at
length, and there you have ujaxsoo: inftead
of éx)xrboras, fOr pwerdses 1s of the Feminine
} Gender. But this -does nothing to the
Purpofe ; I {hould rather believe that
?t?fépbﬂ.f had wrote tvertes &, yingdes By
recaxioor Y, fOr this Reafon, that the Greek
Interpreters of Efdras have precifely fet
this very Number. I don’t know why
the Dean puts at the end 684 Men, of
which I do not find a Syllable in the
Greek Text. 1 fhould imagine that the
Numbers which were placed between
wedds and Zp, are now wrote wrong,
and that the Tranfcribers either changed
them, or fet them down according to their -
own Fancy. It isvery well known, that
lan infinity of Faults has been committed

in




in ancient Books in point of Numbers
and we likewife find in the Words of our
Author, that one Miftake 1s crept in, in
ferting down the Number of Fofepbus,
fince inftead ot Six burndred twernty eight
thoufand, he has it Eight thoufand fix
bundred and eighty four ; an Error which
cannot be attribured to the ‘Dean, but to
his Tranfcriber. 1 therefore do not fay
this as a Reproach in any kind, but
only give this Obfervation a place here,
as an Inftance of the Faults which Tran-
{cribers frequently commuit.

What makes me guefs that the Copiers
of Fofephus are the real Authors of the
Numbers in this Paflage, 1s, that the
Error is too enormous for {uch a Man as
Fofcphbus to fall into. And the Dean
confirms this Conjefture of mine, where
he adds, that Yofepbus makes “ the Wo-
¢« men and Children that belonged to:
« them to be no miore than Forzythoufand
“ fevenr bundred and forty two; a Dif-
¢« proportion which is utterly incredible,
¢« efpecially among thofe who had Plu.
« rality of Wives.”+ For this Reafon it
is in no kind credible, that Fofephus
fhould make the Number of thole that
returned above Four AMillivzs and fix
bundred theu!and Perlons.
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- The Dean adds, that Zofephus ¢ makes
- Xerxes, who fucceeded Darius Hy-
* flafpis (Jewiflh Artiq. Book XI. Ch. v.)
* to have been that 4rtaxcrxes of the
* Holy Scriptures, who fent Ezra and’
" Nebewziah to Ferufalem ; whereas the
* 32d Yecar of that _drraxerxes 1s men-
'~ tioned 1n Scripture, and it is certain the
* Reign of Xerxes did not exceed Oné
' and twenty > ¥, o :

Dr. Prideanx has doubtlefs all the
Argument of his Side, and ofephus
annot be excufed for miftaking Xecrxes
or .Artaxerxes, who is exprelly named
n Kzra, Chap. viii. ver. 1. and in Ne-
emeiah, Chap. xii1. ver., 6. The Déan
tkewife very well proves, in the Sequel
f his Difcourfe, that there was but one
Sanballat, who was a Contemporary of
Nebemiah s and that the other whomx
fofepbhus brings down to the Time of
Alexander the Great, was one purely of
1s own Invention. He makes Sazballat
0 live a great deal longer than he really
lid, and it is this which has impofed
upon the Learned, and made them believe
that there were two; f{ince they could
not imagine that he, who had been freed
among thole with Neébcmiah, could be

* Ibid.

the
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¢he fame with him that lived 1n the time
of Alexarder. .

“ That which led “ofepbus into this
¢ Error, 1{ays Dr.Prideanx, 1 take it,
<« was the common Notion that hath long
¢ obtained among his Countrymen, that]
« the Darius whom Alexander conquer-
“ ed was the Son of _Abafuwerus by
«“ Ffther.+” Now this being {uppofed,
he ought to have made hiin the Succeffor
to Adrtaxerxes, who, according to ofe-
phus, 1s the fame with Abafuerus, as the
Greck Interpreter of the Book of Effber]
was of Opinion before him ; not Darius
Nothus who fucceeded him, but Darzes
Codomarnus, who was conquered by _4/ex-
ander. As the Zezws read nothing of
the Greek Books from which they might
have learned the Succeflion of the Perfran
Kings, 1t was very eafy for them to
commit fo grand a Miftake, and every
one knows that they have committed]
others as grofs in their Thalmud. TFor
the Confirmation of what I have been
{faying, that Fofepbus believed _dbafuc
725 to be Artaxerxes, we need only read
the Sixth Chapter of his Eleventh Book
But Ygfephus had exprefly faid it, as I
believe, from the beginning of his Chapter,
and every one might read it there, if you

- o A il s

1+ Sce ConNEcTi0N, pag. 305. Book V.
takeﬁ
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take away the Miitake made by t¢he
T'ranfcribers,  Thefe are the Words with
which he begins, Tiacunoatis It Z ey, 7 lw 2 -
oi2eiw £15 3 vi'y Koeer, v AplaE s Eny TV innpze ne Abe
owviCn udlaCiiva.. 1. €. Bt 2.p07z the @67/2']:/:}
of Xerxes, bis Kingdon: defcended to lis
So7z Cyrus, whom the Greels call 4rra-
xerxes. Inftead of Kiger, Cyras, we ought
to read "Acasiipop, ﬂﬁﬁﬁ?‘"ﬂl- It 1s a WOn-
der to me, that thofe who have publifhed
Folephus, were not at all aware of this.
Some Pagdin Tranfcriber, who knew that
there were two Cyrus’s, Kings of Perfia,
but who did noc know that one _grzs.
xcrxes was likewife called gffucrus, gave
him the Name of Cyrus; and the {fucceed-

ing T'ranfcribers kept it {o in their Copites,
without any Enquiry into the Matter.
We may fee morcover by the fifth Chap-
ter, where Fofephus relates a great many
things, which the Books of Zzrz and
Nebemiahb. tell us were tranfa@ed under
Artaxerxes, as if they had happened un-
der Xerxes; One may fee, 1 fay, from
thence, that Dr. Prideausx "had reafon to
fay, he could eafily cure other Faults in
Fofephus, belides thofe which he has re-
marked. After this we ought not to be
furprized, that a Man, who {o hardily de-
parts from the Scriptures, in a Hiftory
j which he borrows only from them, {hould
I3 {peak
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fpeak ill upon a Point, which he could
only learn from the Grecks.

His Hiftory makes 1t appear, as the
Dear fays, with much Reafon, that he
believed that a Son of Abafucrus, or of
Artaxerxes Longimanus, was the laft
King of the Perfians. «“ * For having
““ thergin given us an Account of all the
“ Kings of Perfia, from Cyrus to Arta-
“ xerxes Longimanus, in thatexalt-Series
“ of %ucceilion, in which they reign’d
‘“ one after the other, he leaps all at once
“ down to Darins Codomanus, the laft
of thefe Kings, without faying a lingle
‘“ Word of thofe that fall in betwixt the
“ two. Which is a plain Argument that
“ ha rook that laft Darius to have been
the “arigus that {ucceeded the Arza-
“ sxerxes, who has been before mention’d.”
For had not this been the Cafe, he had
certainly faid fomething of the State, in
whiclh the Fezos found themielves, under
the {ucceeding Kings, to the Time of
Darius Codomanus. 'This may make us
entertain fome Doubts of what he fays
concerning the Manner in which Alexaz-
der treated the Fews, and of that Refpett
with which this Prince f{aluted Faddua
the High-Prieft. Nor does he deferve
that we {hould credit him, as to what he

¢C
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* ConNEcCTION, Book V. p. 305.
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fays to the Advantage of his own Naticn
in that Regard; bcecaufe he makes no
Scrupie even of Untruths in their fa-
vour.

In this {ame Book our Author begins to
recount what Fzrz did in favour of the
Fewifh Nation, and cxplains it at full
length. ¢ { The two chief things which
¢“ he had to do, were to refltore the Ob-
¢ fervance of the Yewifb Law, according
¢ to the antient approved Ufages, which
«“ had been 1n. practice before the Capti-
¢ vity under thie Direttions of the Pro-
“ phets ; and to collett together, and fet
¢ forth a correct Edition of the Holy
¢ Scriptures: in the Performance of Both.
* which, the Fezos tell us, he had the
«“ Afiiftance ot what they call the Greaz
“ Synagogne, which they tell us, was a
“ Convention confifting of one hundred
“ and twenty Men, who lived all at the
¢ fame time under the Prefidency of Ezra,
¢“ and were affifting to him 1n Both thefe
“ two Works: and among thefe they
“ name “Daniel, and his three Friends,
“ Shadrach, Mefach, and dbedrzego, as the
“ firlt of them, and Simorn the Fuft as
¢“ the laft of them.” ‘They pretend that
they were all Contemporaries. ¢ * Tho’

P - | . - — A T i ey i O Pl it W B

T ConnecTiON, Book V. p. 321,

* Ibid,
E 2 ¢ from



(rom thie lalt Lication whiclhi we have
< of Danicl 1n the Holy Scriptures, to
che Time of Siworn.the Fuft, there had
¢ pafled no lefs than two hundred and

““ filty Years. Buc all this they reconcile
¢ by that abfurd and wretched Account,
4

which they give of the Hiftory of thole
¢ ‘TUhmes. For they tell us, that the whole
Perfiaz BEmpire lafted only fifty two
Years, and thac the Sarins whom we
call Perrizs Hiffaipis, (or rather INo-
s, as we bave above takern 7otice)
was the Darius whom Adlexander con-
qucred ; and that Sizzoz the Fuyft was
‘¢ the fame with Yaddnra the High-Prieft,
who rveccived _dlexarnder at Ferufc-
< Jez22?  And according to this Account,
Daniel and Faddua might have been
Contemporaries. But as the Chronology,
and Compuration, is falfe, we can have no
Ailiftance from it herein. In order to
find fome Truth in what the Fezs fay,
our suthor will have 1r, ¢ + That thele
““ one hundred and twenty Men were
¢ {uch Principal Elders, as lived in a con-
¢ rinued Succeflion from the firft Return

« of the Fews after the Babyloriffy Cap-

“ tivity, to the Death of Simon the Fuft,
“ and laboured in their feveral Times,
44

{fcme after others, in the carrying on

* ConnNECTION, Book V. p. 321, &c.
(4 OF
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¢ of the two great Works abovemen-
“ tioned, till Both were fully compleated
“ in the Time of the faid Simon the Fuf?,
“ (who was made High-Prieft of the
“ FYews in the 25th Year after the Death
“ of Alexander the Great) and Ezra
“ had the Afliftance of fuch of them as
‘“ lived in his Time. But -the whole
“ Condutt of the Work, and the Glory
“ of accomplifhing 1t, is by the Fews
“ chiefly attributed to him, in teftimony
¢ of their fingular Refpett.” But it is
not very fafe to put any Confidence in the
Fewwifh Hiftories, and this whole Relation
- may probably be a Fable, almoft even to
Ezra’s labouring to eftablifh the Obfer-
vation of the Law among the Yews, as
he himfelf witnefles in his Book. There
can be no Certainty in the retouching a
Fable to reduce 1t to an Hiftory.

The Dean next proceeds to give us a
Definition of the Refpelt which the Zezos
paid to the Orz! Law, and which 1s like-
wife but a meer Fable without any Foun-
dation: He afterwards fays fomething
of the Manner in which the Thalmud
was compiled ; but I {hall make no Stop
upon this Head, {ince this was not put In
cxecution till feveral Ages afterwards.

The great Bufinefs of Ezra in this
Marter, ¢ was to get together as many
““ Copies of the Sacred Writings as he
“ could,

e,
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¢ could, and out of them all {fet forth a cor. |
““ rect Edition *.” "This1s according to the
Account of the Fews, and the Chriftian
Docttors bave gone much farther; but all
this 1s neither founded upon Scripture, nor |
any other Author that deferves our Credit :
{fo that we can 1n no kind rely upon it.

The Dean afterwards has a great num.
ber of Remarks upon all the Books of
which the Holy Scriptures did then con-
{it, che diupofing them in their proper
Order, and the {ettling the Cazoz of
Scripture in Ezra’s Time; upon fuch
Parts of the Scripture as they read then in
their Synagogues, and upon the Chapters
and Verfes refpettively : but the Divifion
of thefe two lait cannot be thrown back
to any great diftance of Time, as our.
Author makes it evident .

« The third thing, as Dr. Prideaux
“ iuformes us, which Ezrae did about the
“ Holy Scriptures in his BEdition of them, |
¢“ was, he added 1n feveral Places through-
‘“ out the Books of this Edition, what
“ appeared ncceflary for the illuftracing,
“ connefling, or compleating of them;
“ whereln, (ays the ‘Dear, he was afhft-
“ ed by the fame Spirit by which they
“ were at firit wrote: of this {ort we:
“ may reckon the laft Chapter of Den

* CoNNECTION, p.5331. BookV. & feq.  § Ibid. |
¢ teronomy,
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< reromowy, which giving an Account of
¢“ the Death and Burial of Mo/es,and of the
¢ Succeflion of Fofbua after him, it could
‘¢ not be written by Afofes himfelf, who
‘“ undoubtedly was the Pen-Man of all
“ the reft of that Book. It {feems moft
¢“ probable, that it was added by Ezrz
“ at this Time*.” But could it not as
probasbly be added by any other Pro-
het

F I may reafonably make the fame Que-
ftion upon thofe other Additions, of which
the Dean has likewife amafled a confider-
able Number. I think that in a Matter
of this nature, hefhould have been fome-
what lefs pofitive and dogmatical : when
- we lay down a Sy{tem which is not foun-
ded upon any certain Authority, or con-
clufive Reafons, we ought to {pcak with
fome Doubt and Shew of Uncertainty.
Otherwife we run the hazard of deceiving
ourfelves, and the more Confequences we
pretend to draw, the more we run the
Rifque of putting off Romance for real
Hiftory.

There 1s a great deal more reafon to
affirm, as Dr. Prideanx maintains in his
fublequent Pages, ¢ t+ Thar Ezra wrote
“ our the wwhole in the Chaldee Charac-
* ter.  For That having now grown

* CoNNEcTION, Pr 342, & feq. Book V. 1 P.345.
¢“ wholly
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« wholly 1into Ufe among the People af-
“ ter the Babylonifh Captivity, he chan-
<« ged the old Hebrew Chara&er for i,
¢ which hath fince that Time been re-
¢ tained only by the Samaritasns, among
¢ whom it is preferved even to this day.
¢ For the Chaldee-Charatter is one
¢« of the beautifulleft, and the Samaritasz
¢ the uncoutheft, and the moft uncapa-
¢« ble of Calligraphy of all that have
¢ been ufed among the different Nations
- ¢ of the World. But the Opinion of moft
¢¢ learned Men, and upon good Grounds,
¢« ison the other fide; for there are ma-
“ ny old Fewifh Shekels ftill in being,
¢ and others of the fame f{ort are fre-
¢ quently dug up in Fudea, with In-
¢“ {criptions on them i1n Sazmaritarn Let-
¢ ters.” |

Another Point that has been greatly
gueitioned, 1s, ¢ ¥ Whether F=7rz on this
¢« Review did add the Vowel Points
¢“ which are in the Flebrew Bibles; or
“ whether this be 2 more recent Inven-
““ tion.” 1t i1s a Controverfy which has
2en difputed with a great deal of
Warmth between Lodovicus Capellus,
Profeflor of Hebrewo in the Univerlity of
Sczzzrzriry and Buectorf (the Son) of Bafil.
I'he former has mamntained in his 4rea-

* CORNECTION, D. 5406
7710772
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?ZZ”IZ ?ﬂ&ﬂﬁﬂfﬁﬂﬁis‘, printed ac ng};fezg fn
1624, that thefe Points were invented by
the Muaforites after the compiling of the
Talmnd: and the Other, in 1649, at-
tempted to confute him, in a Book in-
ticled, De Purtltorum, Vocalinm, ¢ Ac-
centunin, iz Libris Peteris Teftaments,
Origine. Capellus replied to him in ano-
ther Treatife, which ‘he cdlled _4rcazrz
Purttatioris Firndicie ; which did not
appear till a long while afrer the Deceafe
of Both of them, in the Year 1689, in
the Collettion of Capellus his Critica Sa-
cra, printed at dmfterdam. To which
Books it is neceflary Recourfe fhould be
had, in order to form a juft Judgment up-
on this important Queftion. Dr. Pri-
deanx, however, does not fail to give us
an Idea elegant and copious enough for
the general underftanding of the Matter
in this Debate. He begins with the Ar-
guments produced by Capelius, and then
{fubjoins thofe of Buictorf : After which,
he couches his own Sentiments of the
Matter under the Six following Divifions:
(Pag. 352. Book V,) -

I. < That the Vowel Points having nes
“ ver been received by the Fezvs into
“ their Synagogues, this fcems to be a
“ certain Evidence that they were never
“ anciently looked on by them as an
“ Authentick part of the Holy Scripture

“of the Old Teftament ; fince they, to
G ‘“ of
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“ to this Day, make ufe of Copies that
¢“ have pno Points atall.” + '

1L, ¢ That it 1s moft likely that thefe
¢“ Vowel Points were the Invention of
< the Nazarites, a little after the T1ime
¢“ of Fzra: for that when the Hebrezv |
« j.anguage ccafed to be the Mother--
“ Tongue of the Fews, as it is. agreed
““ on all Hands that it did afcer the Baby-
““ Jonifly Captivity, it was fcarce poflible
‘“ to teach that Language without thefe
““ Vowel Points.”* Upon this Head the
Dean takes fome fcope, to fhew, that
tho a Language already perfeétly known
might be read without thefe Vowels, as
the Arabians read theirs, yet it was not

poffible that the Yewifh People, who had
forgot their old Hebrew in the Chaldee,
could read thew Hebrezv Books. But,
in the f7rf? place, the Jews had not en-
tircly loft the Ufe oi their Language in
the Chaldee , tho it muft doubtlefs be
granted, that they had confiderably cor-
rupted it, by their Intercourfe with Ba-
bylosz, and otherwife. This 1s evident
by the Books of Fzrae and Nebewnziah,
whiclh are, for the greatglt part in He-
brezy, as well as by thofe of Heggar,
Zecharialh and AMalacki, who would
ncver have taken care to prophely in 3
'Tengue that was unknown. Secendly

3 See Cowxseriox, pr347.Book V. * Ibid p. 351. & fe
“ 1l g
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The Ule of the Avbrewy might very rea-
fonably be preferved among the ez,
becaufe they did not mingle much with
other Nations, but kept chiefly one
among another. Z/hirdly, The Afniry
between the Hebrew and the Chaldee
likewife preferved the Knowledge of the
Language, It was not therefore {o dif-
ficult, as we may believe, to read the
Hebrew without Points.  Fourthly, Nor
1s there any Neceflity to {uppofe, that
the common Fezws could with eafe come
at the reading of the Sacred Books inthe
Hebrezy , it was fuflicient for them that
they heard them read and explained in
the Chaldee in their Synagogues, and that
they {hould put an implicit Faith in their
Doctors, who, from the Time of Fzra;
and during the fucceeding Ages, inftrutlt-
ed their Difciples; 2ivd woce, to read the
Hebrezww. We know very well, thate the
Jews, for fome Ages before Jefus Chrift,
adhered more to Oral Tradition than the
Scriptures themfelves. Fifrhly, If they
made any Faults 1n the Manngr of therr
reading, they put themfelves in no great
Pain about the Matter ; as we fee the
Greek Interpreters, whom we call the
Septuagiznz, have made a confiderable
Number of Miftakes, which they would
calily have avoided, i they had had a
Copy with Points. But notwithftanding

G 2 this,
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this, they have paffed for Izfpired Wii-
ters among the Hellenift Fezws, fuch as
Philo was; and Fofepbus himfelt, who
was a Hebraiff, if I may {o exprefs my
felf, gives them his Teftimony of being
very exalt, ‘
I1T. < #* Thefe Vowel Points were for
““ many Ages only of private Ufe among
“ the Maforites, whereby they preferved
¢ to themfelves the true Readings of the
“ Holy Scriptures, and taught them to
“ their Scholars ; but they were not re-
“ ceived into the Divinity-Schools till
¢ afrer the making of the TulZmud.”
Fir/t,1f any one fays this was otherwife,
either among the Fews or Chriftians,
we might regard 1t as a Fa& which
Tradition had preferved ; but as it 1s
but a Conjetture to folve a Difliculty of
Capellus, that if they. had Points from
the Time of Efdras, they had not becn
unknown either to the ancient Greek
Interpreters, ar to St, Ferem, or to the
Talwndifts; we fhould find it a great
Difliculey ,to pafs this upon our Author.
Secorzdly, Some will indeed fay, that a
Conjetture 1s no Fa&, and that we
fhould be very cautious how we ufe {uch
{Conjettures 1n the writing of Hiftory,
for ~fear it fhould defcend into a Ro-

* See CouNECTION; Pag. gjfh Book V»
A | mance,
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mance, by joining too many of thefe
Guefles together, and drawing Confe-
quences from them. |
IV. ¢ + All thofe Criticiims in the
«« Maforahb, that are upon the Points,
« were made by {uch Alaforites as lived
« after the Points were recetved into the
¢« Divinity-Schools of the “ews. For
¢ this Profeflion of Men conrtinued from
¢“ the Time of Ezra, and the Men of
“ the Great Synagogue, to that of Bez
“ Aher and Ben Nephbthali, who were
“ two famous Mzforites, that lived about
“ the Year of our Lord 1030, and were
“ the laft of them. FYor they having,
“ after many Years Labour fpent herein,
“ each of them publifh’d a Copy of the
| % whole Hebrezo Text, as corret as they
“ could make it, the Eaftern Fews have

“ followed that of Benz Nephthali, and

¢ the Weltern Zezos have followed that
% of Bern Afer ; and all that hath been
“ done ever lince, is exaltly to copy after
“ them, both as to the Poiants and
“ Accents, as well as to the Letters, with-
“ out making any more Correltions or
“ Maforitical Criticifms or Obfervations
“ upon either. Thele Muaforizes, who
“ were the Authors of the Afz/orab that
“ Is now extant, were a monf{trous tri-

L . — —

1 See ConnEcTION, pag. 359. & feq. Book V.
o | | | “ fling



¢« fiing fort of Men, whole Criticiims
¢¢ and Obfervations went no higher than
“ the Numbring of the Verles, Words
¢« and Lecters of every Book mn the He-
< prezy Bible, and the marking out which
< was the middle Veric, Word and Letter
¢ of them ; and the making of other fuch
“ poor and low Obfervations concerning
¢“ them, as are not worth any Man’s
¢ reading, or taking notice of.”

But it was not {o, that thofe who had
that Name given them among the Chri-
fhhans, according to the Cuftom of the
Greek and Latizz Antiquity, acquired to
themfelves their Reputation. If they had
not done {omething more for the Prefer-
vation of the New Teffament, they had
imade but very little progrefs in the Fame
of tuture Ages. Itisvery probable, that
thefe two Rabbins, if any fuch Men as
they ever lived, did confult at leaft a
fcw ancient Manufcripts, by the affift-
ance of which, each compleated his Edi-
tion. But it muft be owned, that there
is a great deal of Irregularity in the man-
ner of writing the Confonants, and 1n
the Vowels, which they have written
aunder them ; and which makes it evident
that they who publifh’d thefe Editions,
did nothing more than Confecrate the
Faults of their Copies. If we had the
Exemplars extant, which were onlylin

the
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the Time of Origer, 1 doubt not but
the Matter in Difpute would appear to us
in a quitce different Light.

V. ¢« * Thefe Vowel Points having been
“ added to the Text with the belt Care
“ of thofe who beft underftood the Lan-
“ guage, and having undergone the Re-

- % view and Correttions of many Ages, it

“ may be reckoned that this Work hath

- ¢ been done in the perfeCteft manner that

“ it can be done by Man’s Art; and that
“ none who fhall undertake a new Punc-
¢« tuation of the whole, can do it becter :
“ However, (continunes the Dear) {ince
« jt was done only by Man’s Art, itis
“ no authentick part of the Holy Scrip-
¢ tures, and therefore thefe Points are

|« not fo unalterably fixed to the Tlext,

“ but that a Change may be made in
‘“ them, when the Nature of the Context,
“ or the Analogy of Grammar, or the
‘“ Stile of the Language, or any thing
" elfe, fhall give a {ufficient Reafon for
¢ it. 7

Whatever might farther be urged con-
cerning the Learning, and great Care of
thefe Maforizes, there might ftill be
Faults in thele Confonants which hawe
been caufed by the Diftance of Time,
and the Miftakes of Tranfcribers, as it

* See CoxnEecTIiON, Pag. 360. Book V.

~happens



happens in all other Books, but particiz.
larly in the New Teftamernt, as is evi-
dent from the Variety of different Read-
ings. We are to prefume, that the Di-
vine Providence, in a peculiar manner,
watched over the O/d Deftament, lelk
Time, or Tranfcribers, {hould give rife
to any Miftakes which might be liable
to introduce any ‘thing oppofite to the

¥,

TLaw of Mofes : But this Divine Vigilance

did not extend {o far as to regard Gram-
matical Niceties, or any thing elfe which
had not 1mmediate Reference to that
Law. We may fay the fame as to  the
Nezw Teftamernt, the Prefervation where-
of might, to ufe that Expreflion, zzteref?
the Divine Providence;, but it did not
prevent the creeping in of various Read-
ings, as we plainly find, but none of
which introduces any new Doltrine, or

15 oppolite to any yet laid down. If we

had but as great a Number of Hebrew
Copies that were as ancient, in propor-

tion from the Times wherein the Origi-
nals were written, we fhould not pro-.

bably find fewer Readings, as we muft
acknowledge from thar Variety which we

may draw from the Tranflation of the,

Septuagint, and which, as Capelfus has
demonltrated, are very numerous. If

we had any Manufcripts of the O/
Teftament of 2000 Years date or upwards,
- W€C
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we fhould {oon perceive that the anciene
Fewifh Copiers did not lefs ditagrez with

- one another, than Thofe of the Gieels

do, who have copied the New. But as
the Edition of the New Teflament by

dlcale de Herares, has almolt entirely
iixed the Text of the Apoltles Writings ;
the Editions of the Alaforites, tor about
1000 Years palt, have regulated thofe
of the Prophets, as they ftand at this
Day.
VI. ¢t It doth not from hence follow,
(by what we have [aid concerning the
“ Malforites, the Incentors of Pointing
“ 772 the Hebrew Texz) that the Sacred
“ Text will therefore be left to an arbi-
“ trary and uncertain Reading. For
the genuine Reading is as certain In
the unpointed Hebrezv Books, as the
“ genuine Senfe is in the pointed ; the
“ former indecd may fometimes be miita-
“ ken or perverted, and {o may the lat-
‘ ter : and therefore whether the Books
‘ be pointed or unpointed, this doth not
“ alter the Cafe to one who thoroughly
‘ knows the Language, and will honeltly
‘ read the fame.” » | -

I {hall proceed no farther in the Exa-

ination of this Work at prefent, but-
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fliall refume it in the enfuing Volumes
of my Bibliotheque; beginning regularly
from that part of the Hitory where 1
now leave off, and making fuch {uitable
Obfervacions, as I have done upon the
Paffazes I have alrcady examined.

i think I may not here improperly
fubjoin fome Oblervations which .I have
made upon the Fzrff Part of the Duaurch
Verfion of this Work abovementioned,
made by Mr. Driebergh, which was
tranimitted to me fince the Beginning of
thefe Remarks went to the Prefs.

Iis Verfion is equally faithful and ele-
gant, as all muft allow that underftand
the Duzch Tongue., But he has not
contented. himfelf with the Labour of
Tranflating only, tho that of itfelf wasa
Task of Difliculty ; but he has likewife
taken the Pains to fecarch into all the Paf-
fages quoted by Dr, Prideanx, in their
Orizinals, and every where to make the
moit accurate References to them. He
has morcover given Quotations from
many Modern Authorg, either in con-
firmation, or for the clearing up of
what the Dean advances. He {fometimes
alfo fubjoins his own Sentiments upon
the Subjefts handied, and. does not al-
ways confine himfelf to fubfcribe to the
R | ~ Opinion
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Opinion of his Author whom he tranflates.
But whenever he differs from the ecan
1in Sentiment, he does 1t with the utmolt
Modefty, and confefles all the Efteem
imaginable for him. It is a Liberty al-
ways allowed to the Tranflators, or In-
terpreters of Authors, to make ctheir
Remarks 1n this manner, provided they
diftinguiih their Obfervations from the
. Text, as.- Mr. Driebergh has every
where done, by putting his Additions
between two diftin&t Crochers for that

purpofe.

Monfieur Zitrizga, the Elder, who
is a very excellent Judge in thefe Parts

of Learning, and whofc Impartiality
1s univerfally confefled, having obtained
a Sight of part of this Work before it
was publifhed, without the Author’s
Knowledge; -was pleas’d to return it to
the Bookieller. with an Approbation not
only much in Honour of the Dean’s
Performance, but of the Tranflator’s like-
wife, and of his Remarks, Which Ap-
probation Monlieur F7triziga gave to be
prefix’d to the Book.

To give the Readers fome Idea of
Mr. Driebergh’s Notes, it will be pro-
per to produce fome few of them in this

Place,

H 2 Under
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Jnder the Year 1522, before the Birtls
of Chrilt, Dr. Pirideaux having related
to us how the Seven great Princes of Per-
fzcz had defeated the Alagian Smerdis
and his Fa&tion, he {ays, ¢ That 1t was
‘“ trom this Time, that they firft had the
“ Name of Magiarns, which fignitying
“ the ¢cropr-ear’d, it was then given un-
“ to them by way of Nick-Name and
‘““ Contempt, becaufe of this Impoftor
“ who was thus ¢ropr *. He quotes up-
on this Head the Authority of an Arabick
L.exicon, 1nvitled, Alcamus or. Canius,
which fays, ¢« That Mize-Gufp Hignified
““ 1n the Language of that Country then
“ in ufe, one who had his FEars cropt;
¢ and that all the Se&t of the Magiaus
““ were {o called from a Ring-Leader of
¢ that Selt, who was thus ¢cropz 1. Un-
der this Article likewife the Dean colleéts
what Ferodotus, Fuf?irn, and other Au-
thors wiite of this Smerdis, plainly fhew-
1ing that he was the Man.

Mre. Dricbergh {fays hereto, and with
a great deal of Reafon, in my opinion,
‘Thut the Original of this Name of the
Yerfiaz Sages i1s in no ‘kind probable.
s Selt, who were then in greatr Re-
purtation and Efteem at the Perfian
.ourt, atter that Accident betell Szzerdis,
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of having his Ears cut ofl, ceafed to take
upon themielves a Name that carried
Reproach along with it.  He thinks ic
much more likely and reafonable, that
They, who ntroduced that Science or

Religion, which was called the Magia,

or Magick, 1n Perfiz, obrained their Ap-
pellation from the Name of that Country,
from which they originally defcended : 1n
like manner as the Sages of the Babylor:-
a5 bore the Stile of Chaldears, as coming
from the Region called Chzldea. There
was, to fay the truth, a People 1n Med:iz,
whom they called Magz, as he proves
from FHerodotus and Strabo, as correfted
by Cafzuborz. We may likewife give
Etymologies ot the Word Magus, drawn
from the Oriental Languages, much more
happy and probable than That produced
from _Alcamus. 'The Arabiazss, or mo-
dern Peyfrans, are too little skill’d in the
antient f'ongues of their own Countries,
for us to lay any Strefs, or ground any
Argument upon their Suppofitions.

Mr. Driebergh likewile proves, in re-
lation to the Word Sazbiarzs, which Dr.
Prideanx makes a general Name, 70 fig-
727/ all (uch as worfhipped Iluzages, that
this Title is of no greater Antiquity, than
the 4lcoraz and {uch other drabick Wri-
ters, as wrote within a fhort Time afrer
Mabhomet., 1t 1s no where to be found

eizher
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eititer in Greek or Larizz Authors, whicii
cives us great room to believe that this
Name, to diftinguifh any certain parti-
cular Sect, is not of that antient Date,
which the Dodlor would have us think it
is. This 1s a Point, which very well de-
ferves to be thoroughly examined. I
have zid a Word or two, in the Philolo-
gical Index by the Learned Mr. Szazley,
apon the Name of the Sabeans, that it
fhould rather be written T (zbiens, not
to confound it with the Name of thofe
People fo called in Arabia Felix.

Under the Year 486, Mr. Drzebergh
proves, from the very dirett Paflages in
Strabo, that the Afr¢i had confiderable
Societies and Temples 11 Powrtas and Cap-
padocia. Mr. Sranley has touch’d this
Matrer but very fhort and {lightly, to-
wards the Conclufion of his fecond Book |
of the Lives of the Oricntal Philofophers.
But Dr. Prideaunx is wholly filent upon
this Subjectt.

Under the Year 332, where the Dean
has fpoken ¢ of the profournd 4we, and
“ yeligions Veneration, with which 4
“ Jexander the Grear faluted Faddua,
‘¢ the Fewifh High-Prielt” (according to
the Account given by Fofepbus, Book XI.
Chap.8.) Mr. Dricbergh obferves, that
our Hiftorian ¢ 1ntroduces Paruzerzio,

¢ while all tood amazed at this Beha-
¢ viour
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viour of the King, wiiclh was {o much
¢ « contrary to their Expetations, asking
§ © Adlexander the Reafon of it, and Jozw
B ¢ 72 came to pafs that He, whom all a-
“ dared, flonuld pay [nch Adoratiorn to the
d ¢ Jewilh High-Pricfl.” But Alexarder
} as yet had not ordered himfelf to be wor-
| {hipped, as Mr. Drzebergh very well ob-
ferves. But to this Obfefvation it may
be objelted, That tho the Grecks did nog
yet In Truth pay bim any Rites of Ado-
ration, nor he atr that time had exaéted
any from Them,the Zaffern People might
neverthelefs worfhip him, and he not
hinder them from fo doing: and that it
is of thefe Nations whom Fofephus is to
be underftood to fpeak. Notwithftand-
ing, that Hiftorian has. retailed fuch a
Number ot idle Fables, and downright
Untruths, 1n the Courfe of his.Book, that
he is in no kind worthy to be credited ;
and 1n: nothing lefs than in this one Paf-
fage, where he makes it his Bulinefs to
raife the Zezs above the Samarizars. 1t
s 1n this very Chapter, that he makes
Sanballar to be living in the Reign of
Alexander ; becaule he found it more to
his Purpofe to have the Fews preferred to
the Samaritans, by Alexander, who fub-
dued the Empire of the Perfizns, than-
by Artaxerxes Longimanus, a King of
that Nation., ‘Fofepbus cannot be counted
- of
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ci that Repuration for the Vericy of lifs
Filtory, chatin favour to his Reprefenta-
ri0ir we Thouid rather allow two Sazbal-
lars, tnan accufe him of a Miftake or
Fathtication, as Dr. Prideanx hath {uf-
ficiencly proved Borh upon him. The
laie Mr. Pan Dale, a very zealous Ene-
my of Falfhoods and Impoftures, has
charged that Hiftorian wicth Untruths,
and alfo in the {fame Differtation chal-
lenged a great many Fables of Fofeplus *.
Some others likewife have afiirmed, that
we ouzht to put amongft the Number of
thefc Fables, what that Hiftorian has {aid
of the Manner in which Aexarnder re-
cewved Yaddua, as the late Learned Dr.
7iidfon particularly obferved, in a f{hort
Note which he made upon that Paflage
of Foleplhus. E |

He 1s of opinion, neverthelefs, that
Fillisz, 1n the gth Chapter of his Xlth
Book, has an Allufion tothis Story 1n the
following Words: Zuzc iz Syriam pro-
Fcifcitur, ibi obvios, cum infulis, multos
Oiricntis Reges habuieir @ He thern mar-
chec 1710 Syria, where be was et by
meany falternz Princes, with Mitres oz
their Heads.  But then Fadaunae was no
King of the Fews. Itislikewile obferv’d

¥ Chap. X. of Vi Dale’s Diiflerration on Ariffeas, con-
cerning the Scventy Interpretexs,printed in 4to. M.DCC. Ve

by
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by Fofephus, that the Kings of Syriz alfo
came about Jlexander. But thefe Kings
feem more probably to have been ithe Sz-
trape, or Greac Commanding Oficers,
than real Kings; for Syriz had been for
a confiderable I'ime under the Jurifdi&ion
of Perfra. Whar the Iatins underftand
by Infuls, was an Ornament worn by
fuch as furrendred themfelves, and asked
Quarter, or {fued tor Favour; as the Com-
mentators:on “Fuftizz have explained it.
But Faddua, according to Fofephbus, ap-
peared in his Sacerdotal Veftments, and
adorned with his Z7ara, in the Front.
whereof was infcribed, Holinefs 2o the
Creator ; a {uflicient Teftimony that he
was comdecrated to God. |

Under the Year 330, Mr. Dricbergh
very happily dilcovers the proper Name
of the Metropolis of Perfia, not to have
been Pérfepolis, which is of Greek Deri-
vation, but miéps, as he proves by a num-
ber of Authorities. I conjeftured in the
ath Tmpreflion of my Crsticifns, pub-
lithed in MDCCXII t, that thetrue Name
of this City -was Fars-abad, or Pars-
abad, according to Meonlieur Chardiz
becaufe thefe Words in the Perfiarz Lan-
puage fig ity the Habitacion of thg Per-
tazzy : and it might very well happen,

-- - = - -

T Written againft Dr. Bentley.
| £ thar,
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that, by Contraltion, the Grecks fupplied
it with the Word Per(az, without adding
the laft Word ; becaufe the Perfrans them-
felves call’d it Fars, or Pars, & Word
that fignifies the Nation or Country of the
Perfians. He afterwards proves that
Quintus Curtins was much in the wrong
for faying, that 4lexander burnt thac
City, and that it was only the Palace of
the Perfias Kings which he fo deftroy’d,
as Strabo and Arriaz affirm ; as hikewife
that it 1s evident that this City was in
Being, even after the Death of _4lexander.
‘Which laft Remark of this Author well
deferves our {tricteft Attention.

Under the Three Hundredth Year be-
fore CurisT, we find a Remark upon
the Changes that 4lexander’s Conquefts
in _Afita caus’d there, with regard to the
Cities that the Macedornians buile there,
11 divers Provinces, and to the Religion
and the Greeks, which they introduced
in thofe Parts. Hence 1t is, that we
find to this day Infcriptions in Greek of
very great Antiquity, in thofe Countries
where the Greek Tongue was never in
Ufe among thie Inhabitants.

Under the Year 293, there is likewife
a Remark which relates to that Paflage,
where Mr. Dricbergh ithews that Selezcia,
builc on the T7oris by Selewcrs Nicaitor,
was one of the Caufes of the Decay and

+ Ruin
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Ruin of Old Rabylez. But he makes it
appear, that Babylosz was not, 1a a {hort
Time afterwards, 1 ¢ exhaufted of its
« Inhabitants, and brought to Defolation
« by the Neighbourhood of Seleucia,
¢ on the Tigris, which Selezicus Nicaror
¢ buile there on purpofe for this End, »
as Dr. Prideanx feems to believe: But
that 350 Years interven’d, lbyefore the
$pot, -oa which that City was built, be-
came entirely defolate. ‘This e demogp-
ftrates to be true from Diodorzs Siculus,
Maximus Tyvius, - and Luciarn. The
Prophet Ifziah has indeed foretold the
Deftruétion of Babyloz, as if it was to
have happened on the Inftant, and have
been as totally deftroy’d as it really after-
wards was, and to this day is. - Bur we
are not to take the Threats of that Pro-
phet, in fuch Senfe, as if that extreme
Defolation was to have been accomplifh-
ed in a very {hort Period of Time. The
Deftruftion of this famous City began
under the Government. of the Perfiars,
but it was ftill in Being under the Se-
lencide, till the Time that it was as ab-
folutely demolifh’d, as it js at this Hour.
Preditions of Proplhets are not to be
regarded as Chronological Hiftories of
what fhall bhappen, in which the Detail

T Sec ConnecTiON, Book VIIL pag. 568.
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of every Circumftance is to be found,
according to its Order in Time, and the
immediate Succeflion and Conneétion of
~all its Parts. For want of confidering

this Point rightly, the Words of the Pro-
phets have been often . erroneoufly ex-
plain’d. Sorme Remarks are likewife to
be made in Dr. Prideanx’s remaining
Books, as of Babylor and Seleucia exifting
at One and the {ame Time ; upon which
Subjett T {hall here make no Stop or He-
{itation. | L

- The END of the FirsT ParT.

!




PArRT IL

sl O NSIEUR 1.x Cisrc, in

kgl y
il 7 \ ‘:"‘., - l:w
H -

s theque Auncienne & Moderie,
for the Year 1723, gives us an Account
that Monfieur Drielergne has Publi-
thed at Leyden, the Second Volume of
his T'ranflation of Dean Prideaux’s Cox~
XECTION, ¢9°C.

K ~ From



¥rom whence, fays Monfierr Le Clerc
we fhall give fome farther Examples ¢
that Gentleman's Notes upon this Work.

I. Under the Year Two Hundred Eighty
Six, before the Birth of Chrift, Monfieur
i)i"iﬁﬁé’f?ﬂf gives an Account of the Four:
dation of the Temple of Hierapolis which
was Built by STraTONICE.

'T'his Hiftory is taken out of the Tra¢t d
the Syrian Goppess, which is to be foun
among the Works of ZLaucian. ~ The
real Name of this Goddefs was neve
known, notwithftanding her Zemple foo
became one of the moft famous and mof
frequented Temples of the whole FEaf
It muft, by no Means, be confounde:
with that ot Heliopolis, as Monfieur de
Rogue t has very plainly demeonftrated.

Lucian in that Trat of the Syrian Gon
pEss, acknowledges, that he is wholly ig
norant which of the Grecian Divinitie
{he was. § As all that was faid of thof

Desties

* This Piece, Of the Syriarz Goppess: Being«
Account of the Temple, and Religious Ceremoni
of the City of Hierapolis in Syria. Is excellentl
"U'ranflated by Charies Blounr, E{q; in the Englf
Verfion of Lnciarn's Werks, by feveral Hands, in fo
Vol. 8vo. Sce Vol I. page 241. .

+ Sec, Voyage de Syrie. Printed at Paris 1722

¢ T'here is a wonderful Story related by thofe ¢
“ Hicrapclis, How that in their Country, there was

 great Pit made, which reccived all the Water g
' whertg




Deities, was, generally fpeaking, no other

an Fables and Inventions of Poets, or the
E]naviih Tricks of their Priefts, it muft be
ondered at if they could not bring their
veral refpetive Ideas to a Reconciliation.
II. Under the Year T'wo Hundred Eigh-
Four, before Chriff, Dean Prideaux
ives the following Account by what
eans Ptolomy Philadelpbus, obtained
e Statue of Sarapis, or Serapis of the
inopians, (upon the Pontus-FEuxinus,

dlexandyic in Egypt. -

“ 1+ While Prolemy the firft of that Name

' that Reigned in Eéypt, was bufying him-
K 2 ° felf

‘-,—————.—-—————————-——————_—-

whereupon Dexcalion erefted Altars, and builr ‘2
Temple over-againft the fame Pit, in Honour of
Juno: But others again fay, that Semimamis
of Babylon erefted this Temple to her Mother
DercrTo. There is alfo another Sacred Story,
That the Goddefi is Rura, and the Temple the
Work of Arris: But that which beft Satisfies me,
fays Lucian, is the Relation of the Greeks, who
think the Goddefs to beBJUNO, and the Zemple the
Work- of Baccuus. But it is related, That the
iirﬂ: and moft ancient Zemple, is not the fame
with that which is there at prefent; but that the
prefent Zemple was Built, purfuant to the Com-
Eand of Juno to herin a Dream, by STtrAaTONICE
Wite to the King of A4ffyria, with whom her Son
n Law fell in Love. See ZLuciaxn. |

I Tacitus Hiftor, lib. 4. cap. 83, 84. Plutarchus
ffide & Oforide. Clemens Alexandiinusin Protrep-
0, .

r Black-Sea) and caufed it to be fet up in
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*“ rible Manner, and threatned Deftructio

then at Alexandria, he learnt from him

pina. But after a while, other Mattet

feir w1 fortitying _Alexondpia with it
Walls, and adorning it with Temple:
and other publick Buildings, there ap
peared to him in a Vifion of the Night
a young Man of great Beauty, and mor
than an human Shape; and Commande:
him to fend to Pontus, and fetch from
thence his Image to Alexandria, pro
mifing him, that his deing this, fhoul
make that City famous and happy, and

bring great Profperity to his whole King-

dom, and then, on his faying this, af:
cended up into Heaven in a bright flame
of Fire out of his Sight, Ptrolemy be-
ing much troubled hereat, called toge-
ther the Lgyptian Priefts to advifc with
them about 1it; but they being wholl
Ignorant of Powntus, and all other Fo-
reign Countries, could give him no an
{wer concerning this Matter; whereon
confulting one L7morbheus an Athenim

that in Ponrus there was a City calle
Sinope,not far from which was a Templ
of Fupiter, which had his Image in it
with another Image of a Woman, ftand-
ing by it, that was taken to be Profer

putting this out of Pzelerny’s Head, f
that he thought no more of it, the Vi
on appeared to him again ina morc tef

e t



to him and his Kingdom, 1if his Coin-
mands were not obeyed; with which
Prolemy being much terrified, immediate-
ly fent away Ambafladors to the King
of Sinope to obtain the Image. 'They
being ordered in their way to confult
Apollo ar Delpbos, were Commanded
by him to bring away the Image of his
Father, but to leave that of his - Sifter.

" Whereon they proceeded to Sinope, there

to Execute their Commiffion in the Man-
ner as direted by the Oracle. But nei-
ther they with all their Sollicitations,
Gifts, and Prefents; nor other Ambafla-
dors, that were fent after them with

* greater Gifts, could obtain what they
-were fent thither for, till this laft Year.

But then the People of Sinope being
Grievoufly opprefled by a Famine, were

'~ eontent on Prolemy’s relieving them with

a Fleet of Corn, to part with their God
for it, which they could not Le induced
to do before. And fo the Image was
brought to Alexandria, and there fet up
in one of the Suburbs of that City called
Rbacotis, where it was Worfhipped by
the Name of Serapis, and this new God
had in that Place, a while afrer, a very
tamous Temple ereéted to him called the
Serepeum - And this was the firft time,
that this Deszy was either Worfthipped
or 'known in Fgypr; and therefore it

“ could
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could not be the Patriarch Fofeph, that
was Worfhipped by this Name, as
fome would have it. For had it been
he, that was meant thereby, this Piece
of Idolatry muft have been much more
Ancienter among them; and muft alfo
have had its Original in Egypr it felf,
and not been introduced -thither from a
Foreign Country. Some of the Ancients
indeed had this Conceit, as ™ Fulius
Firmicus, 1 Ruffinus and others, but
all the Reafon they give for it is, that
Serapis was ufually Reprefented by an
Image with a Bufhel on 1ts Head, which
they think denoted the Bufhel where-
with Fofeph Meafured out to the Eg yp-
tians his Corn in the time of Famine,
whereas it might as well denote the
Bufhel with. which Prolemy meafured
out to the People of .Sgnope the Corn,
with which he Purchafed this God of
them.

Upon this Paflage Mr. Dricbergue

Remarks, That there is abundance of Pro-
bability, that Prolemy gave an Argyptianr
Name to an 4fiar Divinity, which in 4fiz
went under another Denomination, this he

did

a—

* In Libro de Errore Prophanarum Religionum.
T Hiftor. lib. 2. cap. 23. § See ConnNEcTION VO

2. Part x. 8vo. page 11, 12,




F lid purely to humour the Zgyptians. He

| ufpects this Deszy to have been Ffcula-
k »i2es, who was the God of Phyfick, and
| Sarapis was the fame among the &gyptians.

[ 3ut it feems f{till more probable, that Sa-

rapis was an ancient AZgypzian Divinity,
B ;’Gerrﬂrd Fobn Poffius believed him I)::)

»e, and has even proved, in Contradiétion
0" Fofeph Scaliger, in his Firft Book of
he Pagan Theology, Chap. XXIX.

The Name of this Deszy fignifies Domi-
wts Bos, in Hebrew 13z Shaar Abir ;
or Apis and Sarapis was but one and the
ame God, and Apis is always reprefented
under the Figure of a Cz/f. 'Thofe who
[deduce this Name from the 'Greck Word
¢0p@ which fignifies & Bier or Coffin, and
the Name Apis, as Dean Prideaux does,
are not very happy at Ezymologizing, nor
an they ever produce proper Names, half
Agyptian and half Greek. It was a DDs-
vinzzy of the ancient Zgyptians, whatever
lacztus and his Followers may have faid
0 the contrary.

But notwithftanding Dean Prideaus
fays, “ It's certain Serapsis was not Ori-
“ginally an Zgyptiar Deity anciently
" Worfhipped in that Country, but was
" an adventitious God brought thither from
" abroad about the Time which we now
" Treat of. 'The Dean adds, that the an-

" cient Place of his Station Polybius tells
' us




“ us (Zib. 4. p. 207.) was on the Coatt ¢
“ the Propontis on the 7hracian {id
““ over-againflt Hierus, and that their Fa
“ fon, when he went on the Argonauntic,
“ Expedition Sacrificed unto him.” Yet
in my Opinion, Mr. Driebergue 1s alf:
very much in the Right, in faying, Tha
a certain Temple in Z/hrace, which wa
called Serapeion, becaufe 1t was Con
fecrated to the God Serapis, could, b
no Means, have been fo Named fron
the Time -of Fafon, and that that Her
did not Sacrifice to that Deszy, as i
pretended to be prov'd from a Paflage o
‘Polybins, who fays no fuch Thing, bu
only, That Fafon oftered up a Sacrifice t
the Tzoclve Gods in a certain Place upo
the 4fian Coaft, oppolte to the Serapeivi
of Thrace ; which he mentions purely t
mark the Situation of the Spot of Grounc
where he made his Sacrifice, as M. Dirie
bergue very clearly Demonfirates. "T'h
Aig yptian Divinities, in thofe remote Agey
were intirely unknown out of Zgypz.

He farther obferves, and with abundanc
of Reafon, That, in the Time of _Alexan
der the (Freat, there could not pofibl
have been a Serapeion at Babylon, no
withltanding Plutarch and Ayrian ha
afirmed it, as having Read in the Hplhem
rides of the Reign of that Monarch, T hi
““ When he lay Sick in that City, fo

o
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b,

b of his Triends went to pafs the Night
L in the Serapeion, to make a Tryal whe-
i ther or no Serapis would not reveal to
g them fome Remedy for the Cwe of
‘ their _Sovereign.” ‘ .
Thele Ephemerides Mr. ‘Drichergue
liufpelts to have been Falfe and Imaginary,
or, at leaft, Corrupted by fome Body. I
rather believe, 'T'hat there was a Temp/e
at Babylon, Confecrated to fome Babyle~
§izan Deity, which was called by a difie-
Yent Name, but, that the Macedonians
wrongly infagin’d it to be the fame with
Serapis, becaufe it was put to the fame Ufe,
Band, as they fuppofed, had the fame Virtues
as this Serapis had among the ALgyprians.
It was after this Manner that the Gieéls
nterpreted the Name of Belus, a Baby-
onian Divinity, by the Word Zeis, or
Fupiter. This Temple at Babylen was
only call'd Serapeion, in Confequence to
the Macedonian Interpretation; Jfnterpre-
atione NMacedonicd. . So itis that L acitus
ays, 'That the ancient Szezes made Men-
tion .of Caffor and Pollux, acéording to
he Roman Interpretation; in his Book e
oribus Germanorum, Chap. xlui: So
hat 1t is no wife Neccfiary to exciaim
againft the IFallity of the Liplemerides of
flexander. . .
Serapis was an ancient Desry of the
Agyptians, and } nonn there long 1Fl' c-

. cra
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tore the Timc or Alexander the Gredt,
whatever the Opinion of Tacitus might Le.
If it was truc that ?rofmgy caus'd the Sta-
tne of Cfod to be 'T'ranfported from S7nope
to /&g ypt, and that he gave it the Name
of \5’7 apis, this muilt likewife be only, Zn-
terpietatione &g yptid : DBut this Hiftory
of Tacires is no other than a mere Ro-
mantick I'iftion, as every one that has
Read 1ty muft needs acknowledge.

III. Under the Year One Hundred Slxty
Tour, before the Birth of Chriff, Dean
P} id ez fays, < That the Clty of Ely-

mais in Perfiz was greatly renowned
“ for its Riches both of Gold and Silver,
“ and that there was 1n it a2 TeMPrLE of
“ Diana, ™ in which was vaft Treafure. 't

Mr. Driebergue believes, that Helam,
which the Greeks have Tranflated Elfymm,r,
was the Name of a Cezuntry and not .of a
C/ty, and he is in the Right. Perhaps,
Among the Perfians; this Province was

call’d Elyma, whercof the Greeks have
form’d FElymais, purely to give a Greek
Termination to that Bardarers Word., I
Lelieve, alfo, that, in Stepbanas Byzanti-
s72t5, we ought to Read, not Elymai; but

““ Elymais, a Province of the Affyrians,
Bordering

¥ 1 Alcccad. vi. 1, 2. &
t See, Counecrion. Vol. r1. Part 1. 8vo. p2g

1CC. B. 111X,
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t © Bordering upon Peiifra, and not far from
| ¢ Sufiana.

< Elymeans. i
| likewife, T hebais is the Name of a Dro-

"The Inhabitants are cali’d
And afier this Manner,

b

vince, or Country, in the Higher AZgqpr.

IV. Under the Year One Hundred Thir-

ty Nine, before the Birth of Chrifl, Dean
Prideanx fays, © Vhat S7men being inlta-
“ led in the Soveraign Command of Fu-

| <<
€
(C
€<

dea, by the general Confent of all that
Nation, thought it would be ‘of great
Advidntage to hLim for his firmer -
ftablithment in it, to get himfelf acknow-
ledged, what they had made him, by
the Romans, and to have all their for-
mer J.cagues and Alliances renewed
with him under the Stile and Title,
which he thea bore of High-Pricft and
Prince of the Fews. And ~ therefore
he fent an Embally to them for this

Purpofe, with a Prefent of a large

Shield of Gold, weighing a Thoufand
Mine, whicit according to the loweft
Computation of an 47z/c Al/us amoun-
ted to the Value of Tifiy "Thoufand
Pound of our prefent Sterling Money.
Both the Prefent, and the Embally, were
very acceptable to the Senate, and therc-

* fore they nat oaly renewed their' Teague

x*

T, 2 - ¢ and

=

L Mo cab. xiv 22, and Crap. xv. 25,
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“* and Alliance with Simwon and his People
““ in the manner he defired, but alfo or-
““ dered, that Lucius Corneliis Pifo one
““ of the Confuls fhould write Letters to
““ Prolomy King of FEgypr, Attalns King|
““ of Percamus, Ariarvarbes King of Cap-
““ padocia, Demetrius King of Syria,
“ and Mithridates Xing of Parthia, and
““ to all the Cities and States of Gireece,
““ lefier Afia, and the Ifles, that were then
““ in Alliance with them, to let them
“ know, that the Fezos were their Friends
“ and Allies, and that therefore they fhould
“ not attempt any thing to their Damage,
“ or Protect any Traytors or Fugitives of
““ that Nation againft them, but thould de-
““ liver up to S7mon the High-Prieft, and
““ Prince of the fews, all fuch Traytors
“ and Fugitives, as fhould flee unto them,
““ whenever demanded by him.” *

Upon this Paflage Mr. Drichergue very
reafonably Conjettures, That the Fezos de-
manded {uch Recommendatory Letters from
the Romans, with no other View than to
3-ftablith a Commerce with the People
there Spoken of. In Effe&k, the People of
Delys, who are mentioned to have carried
on a very confiderable Trade, as appears
by  Strabo and Paufanias, whom Mr.

T his

apapyrasth
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| Driebergne quotes upon this Occalion.
| This ftill appears to this Day by fome an-
 cient Inferiptions, which Teftify, that the

Tyrians, who were in thofe Times the
greateft Traders in the Meditervanean had
there, as we {ay in Holland, both Mag-

| zines and a Comproszr. 'L'his we may more

particularly fee by a very remarkable In-
{cription given us by the late Dr. Spon, in
his Mifcellanea Erudite Antiquitatis,Seét.
X. Numb. 7o0. Mr, Dricbergne, likewife
takes Notice of feveral other Decrees which
the Romans made in Favour of the Fews,
and of the Lenity with which they Sufler'd
the publick Profeffion of the Fewifh Reli-
gion ; which Example he fays, the Fews
would never have follow’d, had they had the
fame Superiority ‘over the Romans as the

Rowians had over them.
V. Under the Year One Hundred Thir-

ty Six, before the Birth of Chriff, Dean
Prideaunx fays, < The Wars which fol-

¢ lowed after the Death of Alexander a-

“ mong thofe that Succeeded him, had in
“ a manner- extinguithed Learning in all
“ thofe Parts; and it would have gone nigh
“ to have been utterly loft amidf{t the Ca-
“ lamities of thofe Times, but that it found °
“ a Support under the Patronage of the

““ PDrolomies at Alexandria.) T
It

t Sce, Conneftion, Vol. z. Part 1. 6vo. p.204. B.1V.
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It has been thought, that that Lofs was
occafion’d by the continual Wars, which
the Succeflors of Alexander had between
themfelves, from the 1 1me of his Deceafe:
But Mr. ‘Driebergune is not of that Opinion,
He believes, that it proceeded from the A-
verfion the Philofophers of thofe T'imes
(fuch as the Epicureans, and the Stoicks
who defpis’d all Eloquence) had for Learn-
ing and Sciences; and upon this Subjeét
he refers his Readers to feveral Paflages
in the ancient Authors whom he quotes.
He alfo, makes it appear, That the Kings of.
A ypt, being mighty Encouragers of all
manner: of elegant Literature, invited a
orcat Number of the moft learned and in-
oenious Men to Alexandria, and that in
Procefs of Time, Learning and Sciences
were Spread over all Greece and even in
dtaly, where the Romans began to have a

"T'afte for thofe Things. |
VI. Under the fame Year, One Hun-
dred Thirty Six, before the Birth of Chrif?,
Dean Prideanx {ays, * When the Profpe-
“ rity of the Romans and the great
“ Wealth obtained thereby, became the
““ Occafion that they degenerated into
“ Youxury and Corruption of Manners,
“ they drew Deccay and Ruin as faft upon
“ them; as they bad Dbefore Viétory
¢ and Profperity, till at length they were
““ undone
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undone by it.  So that.the Poet ¥ faid
¢ jultly of them.
| \usc'ry came on, move cvuel than our Arms;
| "he vanquiff d World revenging with its
' [ Charms.

““ When the Ambafladors had taken a
* full View of Alexandria, and the State
‘ of Affairs in that City, t they Sailed up
‘ the Nile to fee. Memphis, and - other
‘ Pdrts of Egypr; whereby having tho-
K¢ roughly informed themfelves of the §
f° great Number of Cities, and the vaft’
¢ Multitude of Inhabitants that were in
¢ that Country, and alfo of the Strength -
F of its Situation, the Fertility of its Soil,
“ and the many other Excellencies and
Advantages of it, he obferved it to be a
Country, that wanted nothing for . its
being made a very potent and formida-
ble Kingdom, but a Prince of Capacity
and Application fufficient to form it

thereto. &
Diodorus

¥ ... Seevior Armis Luxuria incubuit

Vi€tumgqs ulcifcitur Orbemn.  Juv.

T Diodorus Sic. Legat. 32.
0 Egypt i1z rhe Trine of Ptolomy Philadelphus bad
mit 53, 339 Citics Theocrit. Fivl. 17. (The WWorks
of Theocritus, are admivably Tranflated into Euglifp
by My. Creech. Printed fer E. Curll 72 the Strand.
1:mo.) } Sve Comueél. ur {upra.p. 296. B.1V.
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Diodoris Siculns afhirms, that ther
were but Three "Thoufand Cities in Eg ppy,
which indeed, is much more probable. [
‘is true that Sir Fobn Marfham * believes,
that in Divodorns Siculus, inftead of 'Thred
'Thoufand, we fhould read Thirty Thou-
fand ; but, in Effe&t, he contradiéts that
Hiftorian; who does not pretend to fay,
that, in his Time, the .Agyprian Nation
was increafed in Numbers, but rather di-
minith’d. It is not to be fuppos’d, that the
Fnhabitants of a Country are continually
increafing ; fo that we ought to -Judge that,
as the Time advances, humane Species arc
increafing throughout the Univerfe; if we
magine fo, we thould find our felves grofly
miftaken. For, in Eftet, Peftilences, Epi-
demical Difeafes, and Wars may deftroy
infinite Numbers of People, and the T'yran-
‘ny of Sovereign Princes, may oblige thef
Inhabitants of a Country to abandon i)
and to retire into another, where they think
they can live unmolefted, and free from
Perfecution._ |

V1I. Under the Year One Hundred
‘T'wenty Four, before Chrift, Mr. Dyie-
bergue plainly demonfirates, That, there is§
a great Appearance, that the Seven Per-
Jian L.ords, who expelid the Mags, divi—
ded,ll

¥ Vide, Conon Chronicus Egyptiacus, Fol
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- ded, in fome Meafure, the Peifian Mondr-
chy among themfelves. 'The Kings of
Armenia, Pontus, and Cappadocia pre-
tended to claim their Defcent from Three
of thofe Lords. A Paflage i1s to be met
with in Plare, where he feems to intimate
that each of thofe nwvble Perfonages had his
Share in the Dividend: But not a Word of
it is to ke found in the Life of Darius the
Son of Hyftafpes, and in Effect, it mult te
acknowledg’'d, that the ancient Hiftorians
are very imperfect in this particular.”

VIII. Under the Year Eighty Five, be=
fore Chrift, Mr. Driebergne Remarks,
that the Books of Ariffotle, which were
concealed in a Vault by his Exeeutors,
were to all Appearance, for Fear of thofe
Princes, who were making Colle¢tions of
Books to fill their Libraries; leaft they
fhould force thofe valuable Manufcripts
from them. Yet, never the more for that,
muft it be fuppofed that there were none
of Ariftotle’s Works common in the Hands
of the Publick. It is not credible that none
of his Difciples were poflefled of his Exore-
ricks ( Leltures upon Rbpbetorick) which
Work he Communicated to all without

Referve.t
M I Xi Un"*

* See Conneff. ut fupra.p. 316. B. V.
1 Ibid. ut fup.pi392. B. V1. -



3. Under the Year Eighty before Chrifls
contrary to the Sentiments of many Chro-
nologifts, it is afhirmed, “ That there was no
King who Reigned in Lig ypr between Pro-~
lemy Latbyrus, and Ptolomy Auletes: ”
'i’his Particular ought to Le very carefuily
looked into by the Dean, and examined,
becaufe two feveral Princes are fuppofed to
have intervened.” .

X. Under the Year Sixty Five, before
Chrift, Dean Prideaux aflerts, “ That
the latter Antiochus, King of Syria, who
was dethroned by Pompey, was, by no
Means, the fame who Reigned afterwards
m  Comagena, which Province Pompey
lefc him, after he had defpoiled him of
11l the reft of his Dominions. But the
Learned are of a different Opinion ; and
M. Diriebergue makes it appear, at leaft 1
think he does, that they are in the Right,
and that the Kings of Comagena were
defcended from the antient Kings of Syriz.

XI. Under the Year Sixty Three, before
Chrift, the Dean gives an Account, that,
““ afioon as thc Romans had made them-
““ felves Mafters of the Temple of Feru-
“ fulem, Pompey with {feveral others of
“ the chief Commanders of the Army ac-
“ companying him went up mto it, and

not

* Ibid. ut fup. p. 396, B.1Ibid.
1 lbid. ut{upra, p. 421. B. Ibid.
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B ¢ not contenting themielves with viewing
E < the outer Courts, * caufed the moft fi-
< cred Parts of the Temple it {felf to Le
B ¢ opened unto them, and entered not only
| < into the Holy Place, but alfo into tlic
f ¢ Holy of Holies, where none were per-
| ¢ mitted by their Leave to enter, but the
‘. High-Prieft only once.in.a Year,-on their
“ great Day of Expiation ; which was a
“ Profanation offered this Holy Place, and
¢ the Religion, whereby God was there
“ Worfhipped, which the Zezos were ex-
“ ceedingly Grieved at, and. moft grie-
|<“ voufly Refented beyond all elfe, that
“ they fuftered in this War. Hitherto
“ Pompey had found wonderful fuccefy in.
“ all hisundertakings,fays Dean Prideausx,
*“ but in this A¢t it all ended. : For hereby
* having drawn God’s Curfe upon him, he
* never Profpered after.” 'This, over the -
Fews, was the laft of his Victories. T
Mr. Driebergue . does not believe that
“ompey, by the Sight only of that Holy-
Place could have incenfed the Supreme
Divinity againft him to fo high a degree,
) M 2 {ince,

* Jofephus. Antiq. lib. 14. cap. 8. and De Bello
Judaico lib. 1. cap. 5. Lucius Florus. lib. 5. cap. 5.
lacitus Hiftoriarum. lib. ;. cap. 9. Cicero. in Orati«
NC pro Flacco.

{ Ibid. ut Sup. p: g440. B. VL



{ince, as the Dean acknowledges, tho™ * he
““ found in the Treafuries of the Temple
“ Two Thoufand Talents in Money, be-
“ f{ides 1ts Utenfils, and other things of a

“ great Value there laid -up, yet he touch-
““ ed nothing of all this, but lefc it all there

““ entire for the facred Ufes to which it was
“ devoted, without the leaft diminution of
“ any part. . .

Had he fays Mr. Dricbergue, made any
Attempts upon the Privileges or Functions
of the Priefthood fomething might have
been objeéted againft him. Had he Pilla-
ged or Spoiled the Temple, he might then
have been accufed of the worft of Robbe-
ries, a deteftable Sacrilege. Tho he did
“not even attempt it. But on the contrary
as the Dean owns, ¢ the next Day after
““ ordered the Temple to be cleanfed, and
“ the Duvine Service to be there again car-
““ ried on in the fame manner as formerly.
“ However, adds Dean Prideansx this did
““ not expiate for his Prophanation of God’s
“ Holy Temple, and the Impiety which
“ he had made himfelf Guilty of there-
44 by-”-\‘- ’

But Mr. Driebergue makes it fully ap-
pear, that Pompey had {fufficiently injur'd

and

il

* See, ut fup. p. 440. B. VI.
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and perfecuted the Jews in feveral other
Refpects, for which he might with much
greater Reafon, be cenfured, than for his
having a Curiofity to fee the moft Sacred
Part of the Temple, and wherein there
was nothing at all.

ZThe Enp 'of the SccoNp ParT,
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