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«CUM rerum a CHrisTo geftarum
«nulla fuperfit hiftoria fide digna,
« preter eas que a fanfiffimis viris, qui
¢ Evangelifte dicuntur, confcriptz funt;
¢ maximi eft momenti certo fcire quibus,
“ & quo confilio {criptz fint, tum etiam quo
‘ fempore 1n lucem fint edifz; ne fides,
¢¢ quam 1is habemus, temeraria credulitas
‘ exiftimari queat, aut levibus obje&iun-

< culis poffe labefactari.”
Crerici Harm, Evangel. Differt. tertia.



PR EF A C E

COULD we truly difcover at. what

time, for whofe ufe, and on what

occafion, the Gofpels were refpec-
tively written, we fhould doubtlefs be able,
not only to underftand them more perfeét-
ly, but alfo to read them with more pro-
fit, than we have the happine(s at prefent
to pretend to. For fuch a Difcovery, as
it would throw light on the difficult paffa-

ges, and -help us to reconcile the {feeming
contradictions, which obftru¢t our pro-

orefs in thefe facred ftudies; fo would it
umpart an additional luftre, force, and pro-
priety to the {everal arguments, which the
Scripture offers for the confirmation and
improvement of our Faith, |

But if this Difcovery, once attained,
‘would prove of fuch infinite ufe and confe-

quence, then furely an Efzy which is made =~

A 2z towards
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towards it may hope to meet with a candid
reception, though it fhould not fucceed in
every refpect.

Tue following difquiﬁtioﬁs, if they can
plead no other merit, may yet at leaft lay -
claim to this—that they were formed with
a good defign, and condu@ed with the ut-
moft impartiality. For the Author, hav-

ing no hypothefis to ferve, nor any other
end in view but the inveftigation of truth,

fuffered himfelf to be carried along as the
tide of evidence bore him. |

In the courfe of his enquiry, he follow-
ed chiefly the light of Scripture; and
where that failed, betook himfelf to the
primitive Writers for farther inftruction.
But as thefe Wiiters differ widely in their
accounts, he has only fo far adopted their
opinions, as they appear conformable to the
- facred hiftory, and confiftent with each
other—and even the teftimonies alledged
are generally to be looked upon as no more
than collateral proofs of what had been de-

duced before from the internal ftructure of
the Gofpels._
’ THIS
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THis is the method in which-he thought
proper to conduét his enquiry. The re-
fult of it he now humbly fubmits to the
judgment of the learned; who, as they
are alone able to pronounce on its merits,

will be the moft ready to pardon its de-
fe&s

Tur Author ‘may appear perhaps fin-
gular in his opinions; but he defires no
indulgence to any fingularitics that are
wrong. If he differs in fome points from
thofe who have written before him, 1t is

not, he prefumes, altogether without rea-
{on.

If he has affixed to fome of the Gofpels,
and partmularly to St. MATTHEW', an
earlier date than others have done, it was
becaufe the peculiaritics of this Gofpel,
in conjunction with the cxrcumﬁances of

the Fewifb Church, evidently pomt to
fuch 9 penod -

Ir he'has dlfplac.... thie- common order
of the Gofpels, it Wa‘s*bu.caufe “he fsund

4 - that
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that order incompatible with their internal
chara&er, and contrary to the fentlment of

pmmtwe anthmty

IF he afferts, that the later Evan gelifts
perufed and tranfcribed the Writings of the
former, it is upon no other account, but

that he was forced to do it by the evidence
of fa®. Andif he feems thereby to have

deprived Religion of an argument which
it did not want, he has the fatisfation to

think, that he has {upplied it with another,
by that very means, of which it really ftood

1n neced.

Ir the plan here exhibited be juft in the
main—if it be right even with refpect to
the Perfons for whofe ufe the Gofpels were
more immediately written—then there is
a new field of Criticifm opened, where
the learned may ufefully employ their abi-
lities, in comparing the feveral Gofpels to-
gether, and raifing obfervations from that

campamz‘wf View. Some few {j pecxmens
of this fort, the Reader will ﬁnd inferted

in
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in the Notes. More could not conveniently
be added, though they {prung up thick in
the Author’s way. This fuperftructure he
leaves to others andto future time: his pre-
{fentconcern 1s for the goodnefs of the foun-
dation, which he intreats the public to exa-
mine with care, and to judge of with can-
dour and impartiality. Whatever is defec-
tive in it, he heartily withes to fee fuppli-
ed; and whatever is exceptionable, cor-
reCted. ‘The whole aim of his refearches is

the acquiﬁtion of Truth, to which he is
ready to facrifice any of the fore-mentioned

opinions, whenever they are proved to be
falfe. |



The Reader is defired to corret the Jollowing
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OBSERVATIONS
"ON 1T aE

FOUR GOSPELS.

Wy

S BECT. L
YF we think fit to enquire — ¢ by whorh _
e the Gofpels were or1gmally CoM~
« pofed” ~ we fhall find therh afcribed by
all the eccléfiaftical writers of antiquity to
the four perfons, whof¢ names they bear.
In this article the {everal authors perfedtly
agree s and therefore may be depended up-
on with fafety. But if we enquire further—
«« at what particular time or year, either of
e thefe Gofpels was penned or publifhed”—
the accounts they have left us on thishead
are ewdent]y too vague, confufed, and dif-
cordant, to lead us to any folid or certaiit

determination. Difcordant, however, as
B thefc
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thefe accounts are, it may not be improper
to collect them together, and prefent theny
- to the Reader’s view. And

I. WiTs regafd to 5t. MaTTHEW;
EvuseBivus intimates [#], and THeoPHY-
LACT affirms [4], that he wrote his Gofpel
about eight years after our Saviour’s alcen-
fion; that 1s, about the year of our Lord
XLI. o

OTHERS [c] date the publication of it
about feven years later, viz, A.D. xLVIIIL,
or XLIX. o
) Axp IrEnzUS [4] brings it fill lov{tf:i'
faizrz‘em years, namely, to the year LXII.
For {o late it muft be, before the Apoitles,
St. PETER and St. Pavui, preached the

] Hift., Ecdl. lib. iil. c. 24.

[E»‘] Max:bxiDe — ?7;::11.-5 7o E'.."'mr"/;?unr s ;LETE SxTe TN THE TH
Xus2 cizdnbise. MATTHEUS fm}ﬁjft Ezyangelinm poft oflo an-
uss afjumpti 1n celos CurisT1. Praf. Com. in MaTTH.

[<] Nicersor. Hift. Eccl. lib. i, c. 43. Chron, Alexand.
Cav. Eift. Lit. in Matruzo. |

[ M ATTHELUS — Scripturam edidit Evangelis,. cum Pe-

TRUs & Pavusus Romz evangelizarent, & fundarent ecclefiam.
Corera Heref 1ib, 11l ¢, 1. & Evses. Hift, Eccl, Lib. v. ¢. 8.

P Gofpel
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Gofpe} together (if indeed they ever did
preach the Gofpel together) at Rame [f]

L WITH regard to St, MARK,

Tur fame Author relates [ f], that he
committed his Gofpel to writing fome time
after the departure of the fore-mentioned
Apoﬁles.. which; if he means thelr de-

parture: from- Rome, might be aBout ‘the

year Lx1v; but if he means their depart-
ure out of this world; i. e. their deceafe,

then it could not be earher than the clofe
of the year Lxvis,

‘[e] St, Pavr arrived at Rome in the year 1x1, and conti-
nued savo years a prifoner there. It is a queflion whether we
are to refér the publication of St. MaTTaew’s Gofpel to the
 beginning; or the énd of this period. Mirw inclines to the f4,
and fuppofes it to be publifhed in L1 (Prokg. N. 61—64).
We fhz‘tv‘e taken the medium, nxii. But Dr. Larpner
thinks, that Irengvus fpeaks-of the ferond time that St. Pavy
was at Rome ; and thence concludes that St. MaTTHEW ‘writ
his Golpel in the year Lx1v. Supplement to Credibilizy, vo), 1,
. chap. g.
[ 71 Poft horum exceffum, (Grzcé i%:34) Marcus difci-
pulus & interpres PeTr1, & ipfe quz a PETRO annunciata
erant, per {cripta nobis tradidit. Iren. ubl{upra. Vide etiam

Arganas, ad fin, Synopf. S. Script. et Hiroxywu, Catal,
Script, Ecel, vece Mare.

B2 " Bur~
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BuvT TrropHYLACT [g]and EvTHY-
MIUs [#] both affert, that the Gofpel of
St. MARK was written about Zen years af-
ter our Lord’s afcenfion, namely, in the
year XLIII ; — which is agreeable to the
date affixed to the end of it in fome Greck
“manufcripts [7]. |

1. WiTH refpe& to St. Luke,
IRENZUS informs us [£], that he digefted
into writing what St. PavurL had preached
among the Gentiles; intimating thereby,

that it was after that Apoftie had difpatch-

ed a confiderable part of his miniftry :—nay,
he had difpatched indeed the far greater

part of it, before St. Luke engaged in this
work, if our author’s account be true. For,

confidering he ranks him affer St. MARK;.

[ 2] T8 57 Mzpxor Evalyihor et dbxe Ern wis 78 Xoirs ara-
Anbens oureysa®n Ly ‘Pégy. Ewarxgdim Jec. MarcuM poft decels
amos affurpti Chrifti Rome conferiptum eft. Praef, Com. in
Marec,

[£] See his teftimony produced at large in LARpNER’Ss Sup.
flezent &c. vol. 1. chap. viL. p. 179.
[7] Vide Mirr. & WeTsTEN. ad finem Marcr

[£] Lucas autem {eftator Pauts, quod ab illo prmdicgba‘-
ter Evangeligm, in libro condidit, Contra Here/ ubi fupra.

4 it
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it is evident he thought him to be a /ater
writer ; and confequently, that his Gofpel
could not be publithed fooner than the

year Lxv—when the Apoitle of the Gez-
ttles had well nigh finifhed his courfe, ¢

But THEOPHYLACT fays exprefly [/],
that St. LUKE wrote his Gofpel within

Jifteen years after the afcenfion of CHRIST;
thatis, about theyear of our Lord xLvii1;

which is the time {pecified in {fome Gree#
manufcripts [#].

IV. WitH refpet to St. Jonun,
TueopayLAcT aflures us [#], that he

penned his Gofpel #hirty-two years after

(/] T3 Edalyihor psra aaons axpliias, o w avTe T8 wooi-
sy auth wQaivly pevd wolikaldiee O ity 7hs 78 Xoicd aradi-
Juwg qunyegdale. Evangelium cum omni diligentia conferipfit, id
quod &5 proamium ejus declarat, poft affimptum in celos CHR1-
STUM anto quinto decimo, Argument. in Evangel. fec. Lucam,

Buruymius affirms the fanie. LARDNERs Supplement 8¢, vol.
1, chap. vii. p. 225.
[] Vid, Muvn. & WersTEN, ad fin, Luc.

[?I] "0 (Euaryi?uw) crvrslquyu, o I'Imff.w 'r“ iﬁﬂ'ﬁl Jtaglr@'
Warerds, wivd araxedle Svo rm THg T8 Xprs  arahidiwie

Q_;m’ {c. Evangehum) £ exul in Patmo infula conferipfit pof
triginta dvos annos affumpti in calos CurisTi, Pref, Com. n
Jaax. |

B3 our
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our Lord’s afcenfion; viz. in the year
LXV. |

 NICEPHORUS fays {¢] that he wrote it
Jour years later; namely, in the year LXIX.
~ Bur others affirm [ j)] that he cbmpofed

it in his o/d age, and near thc conclufion
of the firft century ; that is, about the year

of our Lord XCVIIIL.

From thefe accounts, delwered down
to us by the ancient Fathers, the only 1n-
ference we can draw with certamty 1S, e

that, of all the Evangelifts, St. MAT-

THEW, in their opinion [¢], wrote firft;
St. MARK, next; then St. LUKE, and

laft of all St. Jorn : though perhaps the

Gofpels themfelves, carcfully exammed

[g] ’Iairw, mgf-l:ur éyegrf?m seudpy 79 xmpuypals, pired N
S 8 T B g Sy aridy Xg:re, Urzler @arter AdyD- % auToy
&m 50 yzaQer inbeir. JOANNES autem, qui. prius fine feripto vers
Fam a’zprfa&ug[d, toft triginta fex a CHRISTY afeenfionz anos,

foffremus cmnium creditur ad feri 6erzdm de ﬁ'em‘ﬁ e, Hlﬂ Eccl.
Iib. 1. C. 45-

[ 2] IrEx. contra Haref. [ib. iii. c. 1. & 3. Eprpnan. Har.

it §12. HIEROMM Cat, Scapt. Eccl voce Joax. MiLL.
Prnlegom n. 131. ed. Kusrzr. -

[¢] Evsse. Hif. Eccl, lib. vi. c. 23,
: | - may
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~may afford us reafon to doubt the exactnefs
of this order.

"WitH regard to the Times, in which
the Gofpels are faid to have been publifh-
ed, and which differ {o widely from each
other, it may be {fufficient to obferve at
Pr&,{'ent, that the .cz'r:czmg/iar_fzces of things,
and the neceffities of the Church, feem to
plead in favour of the earlicft, rather than
of the /areff dates. For we can hardly
- {uppofe, fhat the Church thould be left, for
fo many years as thefe dates imply, with-
out any authentic account in writing of
facts fo highly important not only to its
edification, but alfo to its very bemg [7].
And if we may depend on the teftimony of
Eusesius, we find in reality it was not.
For he exprefsly affures us [s], on the credit
of antiquity, that 8t. Jonn, at the requeft of
the faithful, perufed and rat¥fied the three
firft Gofpels; and afterwards added his own,
as a proper Supplement to them. Whence it
is evident, that thofe Gofpels muft not only

[#] Vide CrErtcy Differtationem tertiam Harmon, Evangel,
fubjunctam.

L;] Hift, Eccl. lib. 111, ¢, 24.° | |
, B 4 have
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have been publifhed, but alfo received and

acknowledged by the world, long before
the c/ofe of the jirft century [s].

SECT. IIL

ALIL that has been hitherto advanced,
we have taken on the authority of the an-
cient Fathers; and they, ’tis to be feared,

took it upon truft. The oldeft of them
colleCted the reports of their own times,
and fet them down for certain truths; and

cfe who followed, adopted their accounts,
with implicit reverence, 'Thus, traditions
of every fort, true or falfe, pafifed on from
hand to hdnd without examination, until
it was almoft too late to examine them to
any purpofe.

TueRre being, then, but little depend-
ance to be laid on thefe exfernal proofs, let

[#}'This is further confirmed by the frequent ‘a/uffons to
thefe Gofpels, and the many guotations from them, which are
10 be found in the apoffolical Fathers, Barvasas, CLEMENT,
and Herwas; who are all fuppofed to haze written about the

end of the firlt century. See Laroner’s Credibility &e.
vol. 1L, Beok 1. ch, 14,

Us
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us now fee whether any thing can be in-
ferred from the zternel confiru@ion of the
Gofpels themfelves, either far or.ggainft

the preceding articles.

WreN the fi7f Evangelit had penned
his Gofpel, 1t is natural to conclude that it
was foon publithed and difperfed abroad
among the various affemblies of Chriftians;
who would be eager to obtain a #rx2 and
genuine account of the words and actions
~of the Founder of their Religion, that is,
of thofe things, in which they had been
inftructed ; and upon which their faith was
founded.

Hence then we may further conclude,
that the fecond Evangelift was perfeétly ac-

quainted with the writings of the £/ : and
that the zbird, when he wrote, perufed the

Gofpels of the other #w0; which he might
apply, in part, to his own ufe, making what
additions he thought proper. This we of-
fer at prefent only by way of fuppofition :

~ hereafter it may appear to have been. real
fa&.

BuT to clear our way to the proof of
this fac, it will be neceflary to determine,

atnong |
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among other things, which of thefe facred
Hiftorians is in reality to be accounted the
firff; which the fecond; and which the
¢bird: for much depends upon this queftion.
WHEN the Apoftles, after their Mafter’s
deceafe, hegan to open and difcharge their
commiflion ; it is well known, that, appre-
hending the Gentdles to have no concern in
the Chriflier Covenant, they preached the
Gofpel to the Jews only [#], Under this
miftaken apprehenfion, they continued at
leaft {or the {pace of feven years; and cons
fequently, during zhar time, confined their
labours altogether to the limits of the Holy
Land [«]. Nay, they confined them 1n ge-
neral to a much narrower compafs. For

[2] AGs Xi. Ig.

[x] Dr. Cave (Liw. of the Ap. art, St PeT. § 11, P 44.)
concludes from a paflage in CLEMENs AvEx, Strom. lib. vi.
that the Apoftles preached to none but the Feavs in and about
Fudea, for tavelve years after our Saviour’s afcenfion — and
that in confequence of his fpecial command, ‘The paflage re-

ferred 10 15 this—'Ez>» pry oF Tig Ea?.:{:p ] IE’F;;;?L pﬁﬂ:rn;’::cﬂ, X. TR

Ifeny Jew feall repert, and believe the Gofpel, Le foall be par-
domzdy ut after twelve years go ye intg all the avorld, that none
my pretend they fame not Beard,  vid. Graw. Spicileg. FPair.
fec. 1. p. 6. Arorroxius relates a traditon to the fame pur-
pofe. Evser. it Eccl. hib. vic 18,

they
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they feem to be all this while intirely taken
np in forming and fettling the Church at
Fernfulem [y]; ~which, confidering the
weight of oppqﬁng difficulties, required
indeed the contant exertion of hen' joint
labours.

From thence they went out occafional-
ly, one or more as it was thought requifite,
to confirm the Churches that were planted
by otbers in various parts of the country.
For the Churches eftablithed at a diftance
from ferafalem, in the feveral diftriéts of
the Holy Land and the countries adjoining,
were originally founded, not by the #poffles,
but by thofe infpired Chriftian Converts,
who wefe difpetfed abroad on account of
the perfecution carried on By Savr [z]
under the direction of the Sanbedrim. Thele
men laid the foundation; directed therein

by {upernatural influence, and aided by ex-

[ »] It was of infinite confequence, that a Chrifian Church
thould be eftablithed at Feru/alem, the p]ace where Chriftianity

was firft prea_ched otherwile the Gofpel would have been im-

mediately rejefted 1n more diffant places, as a mere forgery —
unable to-maintain its ground among thofe perfons, who were

beft qualified to judge of 1ts merits,
[~] Adls viil, 4 — 13. 40.

’

@raordinéry
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traordinary powers. - But whatever . their
powers and abilities were, yet the docrines
they preached feem ftill to have wanted
the concurring aid of apoffolical teftimony
to advance them into Gofpel-Truths. Such
a teftimony therefore they obtained. For

two of the Apoftles are exprefsly faid to

have borne witnefs to th'e truth of what had

been preached in the region of Samaria [2]:
por is there any room to doubt, but that

others of them did the fame in other places.
BuT neverthelefs, all that the *ApoPdes
either preached or confirmed, in thefe fhort
excurfions, could only be the general Heads

of Chriftianity; and not that perfect Syﬁem
of Religion, which their Mafter had deli-

vered to them. Such compleat inftrution
they could not impart in {o fhort a time:
and if they had, how liable would it have

been, as it depended upon memory, to be
foon forgotten! To guard therefore againit

[a] AQs vifl. 14, &c.“ Now when the Apofiles, which were
¢ at Ferufalem, heard that Samaria had received the word of
« Gop, they fent unto them PeTER and Jonn” &c.—*¢ And
« they, when they had #¢ffiffes and preached the Word of the
« Lorp, reurned to Ferufelm, and preached the Gofpel n

< many villages of the Samaritant.” ¥ 25,

. the



Se&. II. #he Four Gosrrrs. 1%

many inconveniences which inevitably. at-
tend oral Tradition, and to fix thefe Charches
ona ftable footing, it was evidently necef=
fary, that fome one or other of the Apoftles
thould deliver to them a writfen narrative
of their Mafter’s life and do&rine; which
might remain with them as an infallible
flandard of what they were to beligve and
practife. SN
As the Fewsfb-Converts in Fudea frood in
need of fuch an account, fo we find that
they were accordingly fupplied with it. For
it is the unanimous opinion of antiquity,
¢¢ that St. MATTHEW wrote his Gofpel
« for the fervice of the Fews in Paleffine [Zv]‘;
“ with a view to confirm thofe who be-
« lieved, and to convert, if poflible, thofe
« who believed not.” The ftruGure “and
genius of his Gofpel countenance and cor=

.

[5]70%: weuros ﬁ Yvéyganlas 73 3 T wor} Tehehly, Usteor Ob
"Amasoroy Ingg Xplrg, Murﬂm"ar, xodwrdres LT Tois 20 [udaice
ps wiswizacs, 2. 7. A Primum feilicet Evangelium Jeriptum effé @
MartTHEO, privs guidem Publicano, poftea wero Apoftols JEsv
+ CHr1STI, gui illud, Hebraico fermone conferiptum, Fudeis ad f-
dem converfis publicavit, Origen. apud Evses. Hift. Eecl.
dib. vi. . 25. Vide etiam Hisronym: Com. in MaTTy.

Proem, & TiteoruzLACT, Proem. Com. in MATTH.

roborate



i OBSERVATIONS o5 Sef. Il

roborate this opinion: For he bégins with
the genealogy of CuRrisT. from ABRA:
HAM [c]—refers often to _‘}fé'fzaf].b' cuftorns—
relates the moft of our Saviour’s difcourfes
againft fews/b errours and fuperftitions[d]-
quotes the greateft number of paffages from
the Fewifb Sciiptures — anfwers the moft
confiderable Fewifh obje@ions — and fre-

quently makes ufe of the terms and phrafes
of . Feaw:fb Theology. |

[¢] St. MaTTHEW, in conformity with the Fewif Cultom,
records the genealogy of Carist according to his Jgal de-
{cent; and brings it down from Asranam; through Davip,

16 thew his title to the kingdom of Jfrae!s Vid. Carysos.,
Hom. I. in MaTTH.

[4] Ch. xxiii. 1—33. Here St. MaTTHEW fpeaks #
the Fews perfonally, and reproves their fuperftitions, as our
Saviour did, with 2 view to corre? them, And St. LUk,

who had to do with foreign Fexes, follows the fame method,
xi. 42—52. Bt St. Marx, xii. 38—4o. viil. 15, vii. g—17.
fpeaks only of the Fews; and their various fuperftitions ; -and
feems to do it with a view to diffingui/b them from the Chriffians,
who were commonly, tho’ uhjufily, looked upon as 2 fe&t of
the Fews, and comprehended under that denomination in the
imserial edifts. By fhewing in this manner that the Chriftians
condemned all Fewifa fuperflitions and faltious tenets, St.

Marx might hope to procure for them a more favourable treat-
ment from the Rezar fiate,

THESE
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- TuesE marks of its being primarily in-
tended for the benefit of the Fews[e],

ftand, as it were, on the furface of his Gof-
pel ; and are obvious to every Reader, that

is tolerably acquainted with the orlgxp_al.,_.

But, if we look a little deeper, we fhall
find that it abounds with ozber characters,
ftrongly expreffive of the fame defign. To
introduce you to the knowledge of thefe
charalters, it will be neceflary to obferve,
THAT, IN PENNING THEIR GOSPELS,
THE SACRED FISTORIANS HAD A CON-

STANT REGARD | f}], As WELL TO THE
CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE PERSONS, FOR
WHOSE USE THEY WROTE; AS TO THE
SEVERAIL PARTICULARS OF CHRIST's
LIFE, WHICH THEY WERE THEN WRIT-

[e] Among other inftruttions delivered by our Saviour to
his Apoftles, St. MatruEew records the following—* Go not
<¢ intg the way of the Gentiles, and into any city of the Sama-
“ yitans enter ye not.”’ ch. x. 5. 'Whether 25 be any proof

or intimation that he wrote his Gofpel for the fake of the e,

and before the converfion of the Gentifes, let others determine.

No fuch words however are to be found elther in St. Marg's
or Bt. LUKE s Gofpel.

[F] VIdE.WETS‘TEN. de Interpret, Nov. Teft. Regul. ;!,.
tom. 1i. p. 878-~882,

INGH
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ING [ g).- It was Tuis that regulated the
conduc of theéir narration—that frequently
determined them in their choice of mates<
fials—and, when théy had chofen, induced
them either to contract or enlargé, ds they
judged expedient. In fhort, it was THIs
that modified théir Hiftoties, and gave them
their different cobourihgs.

Now, if the Gofpels weré thus model=
léd, as I apprehend thejr were, to the ftate;
temper, and difpofition of the times; in
which they were written; thén are we fur=
nithed with certain CRITERIA, by- which
we may judge of their refpective dates:
For thofe times, whofe tranfactions accord
tvith the turn of the difcourfes related in

thie Gofpel- Hiffories, are, in all probability,
the wery times when the Gospers were
written. - N |
Ir we bring St. MATT HEW’S to this
teft, and examine it by the foregoing prin=

[2]11f the Evangelifts had regarded only the particulars of
Curist’s Life, they would doubtlefs have mentioned as many
as they could of his Difcourfes and Miracles. But, notwath-
fianding they had fuch a variety of materials to make a choice
from; vet the three firft of them chicfly.infift on the vety fatie
articles. -

' ClPle}
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“ciple, it will manifeftly appear to have been
penned at a time, when the Church was
labouring under a heavy perfecution. For
it contains many obvious references to fuch
a ftate; and many dexterous applications
both to the injurious, and to the injured,
party.

As to the injured and perfecuted Chrifi-

zans, the Evangellf’c mforms them — that
their afflictions were no more than they
had been taught to exped, -and had pro-
mifed to bear’ when they embraced, the
Gofpel [4] - that, however unreafonable
their fufferings might be, confidered as the
effects of the malice of their enemies, they
were yet ufeful and profitable to them-
felves, confidered as trials of their faith and
fidelity [z'—that, though they were griev-
ous to be borne at prefent, yet they operat-
ed powerfully to their future joy [£]—that
a pufillanimous defertion of the Faith would
be {o far from bettering their ftate and con-
dition, that it would infallibly expofe them
to greater calamities, and cut them off from

[£} Ch. %, 21, 22. 34~36. ch, xv: 24 l
[] Ch. v. 11. ¢h, xxiv, 9-—-13

[#) Ch,v. 4. 10~—12. '
B C the
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the hopes of Heaven [/] = that they were |
not, however, forbidden to ufe the lawful
means of prefervation; but even enjoined
to put them in practice, whenever they

could do 1t with innocence [7] — that the
" due obfervance of the Chriftian precepts
was an excellent method to appeafe the
wrath and fury of their enemies, and what
therefore they were obliged, in point of
prudence as well as duty, carefully to mind
and attend to-[#] — that, if it fhould be
their fate to fuffer marty?dom at laft for
their Religion, it was infinitely better to
ccatinue faithful to their important truft,
than by any bafe compliance to incur Az
difpleafure, in whofe hands are the iffues
not only of #hs life, but alfo of #4ar which
is fo come [o].

Ox the other hand agam, to calm the
paffions of the enraged fews, and win them
over to the profeflion of the Golpel, he la-
bours to foften and abate their prejudices,

[/]Ch. x. 28, 32, 33, 39.
[=] Ch. x. 16, 1723,

[:z] Ch. v. 30. vil, 12 ,24-;-—37 ch. v. 13——20 '
(0] Ch. xvi. 25—27. ch. x. 28.

‘and
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and to engage them in the praltice of
imeeknefs and eharity [ p]. To this end, he
lays before them the dignity and amiable- "
nefs of a compaffionate, benevolent difpo-
fition [¢];—the natural good confequences
that are annexed to it here; and the di-=
ftinguifhed regard, which the Almighty
himfelf will pay to 1t hereafter [#]. 'Then
he reminds them of the repeated punith-
ments, which Gop had inflited on their
fore-fathers for their cruel and barbarous
treatment of his Prophets, and affures them
that a fhll more accumulated vengeance
was referved for themfelves, if they obfti-
nately perfifted in the ways of cruelty [s] :
For Gobp, though patient and long-fuffer-
ing, was fure at laft to vindicate his eledt,
and to punifh their oppreflors, unlefs they
repented, believed, and reformed, with the

dreadful rigour of a general deftruction [#].

[ #] Ch. 1x. 13:

(¢] Ch. v. 43—48. ch. xviii. 23—35. and is particularly
illuftrated in all our Saviour's Miracles.

(] Ch. v. ¢, 7, 9. ch. X. 40~—42. chaxviil. 23=—35. ch.
v. 21-—20, ch, Xxv. 31—40,

[s] Ch. xxiii. 27—~39. ch. X. 14, 15.

(£} Ch. xxiv. 2, &c.

C 2 THESE
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Trese and fuch like arguments St.
MarTaEW has inferted in the body of
his Gofpel, by way of comfort to the af-
fuGted Chriftians, and as a warning to thofe
who opprefled and injured them. But
thefe argumients evidently refer to a flate
of difirefs and perfecution: And therefore
the Church muift be fuppofed to labour
under {uch a ftate when the Evangelift ad-
vanced and urged them. Now the greateft
perfecution ever raifed againft the Church,
while it confifted only of Fewifh Converts,
was that, which was firft begun by the

Sankedrim, and afterwards continued and
conducted by Savr with implacable rage

and fury [#]. During thefe feverities,
which lafted in the whole about fix [x]

years, the members of the Chriftian Church
{tood in need of all the {upport, comfort,

[«] Eusestus calls it ““ the firft and moft grievous perfecu-
« ¢ion.” Hitt. Eccl. Iib. 1i. ¢. 1. and {o does St. Lukg, A&ls
Vi 1.

{x} Namely uli the third of Cavicuta, A.D. xxx1x. or xt.
when the Fewws were t0o much alarmed about their swwnaffairs

to give any further difturbance to the Chriflians. See Larp-
~xex's Credibil, vol. I B. L C.ii. § 12, ¢ Then had the
¢ Churches refi,” &c. Ads 1x.51.

and
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‘and affiftance, that could poffibly be admi-
niftered to them. But what comfort could
they poffibly receive, in their diftrefled fi-
tuation, comparable to that, which refult-
ed from the example of their {uffering
Mafter, and the promifes he had made to
his faithful followers ? This example
therefore, and thefe promifes, St. MAT-
THEW {eafonably laid before them, for
their imitation and encouragement. For
Now—towards the clofe of this dangerous
periad—it is moft likely that he wrote his
Gofpel ; and delivered it to. them, as the
anchor of their hope, to keep them fted-
faft in this violent tempett.

T'ais opinion is not only conformable
to the circumftances of the time, and the
tenor of the Gofpel, but 1s alfo fupported
by ancient teftimony. For Cosmas of
Alexandria, who wrote in the beginning of
the /ixth century, informs us{y], that a
perfecution being raifed on the death of
STEPuEN, which obliged St. MATTHEW
to depart from Fudea, the Believers entreat-

[ 7} Cosmmz Topographia Chriftiana, lib, v. p. 245, Ap‘.
B. Moxrtrauvce, Nov. Colle&t. PP, tom, 1i, Paris; 17¢6,

C 3 ed
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ed him to leave with them a writfen in-
itruction for the regulation of their lives ;—
with which requeft he complied, and com-
pofed his Gofpel.

Tue Anthor of the Imperfeld Work on
St. MaTTHEW, formerly fuppofed to be
St. CurysosToM, feems to intimate the
fame thing [z]1.

From hence it appears to have been a
common notion, that St. MATTHEW wrote
his Gofpel before the end of that firft per-
{ecution, which raged in Palefline after the
death of the Martyr STEPHEN. He muft
therefore have written early. And if he
wrote fo early as the year xxxviii, the
Jecond of CaLicuUL A, and the ffth trom
our Saviour’s afcenfion, then it is eafy to
fee why he did not continue his Hiftory
beyond that memorable event. Nor 15 it
lefs evident, why he affixed no marks or
dates to any of the tranfattions he has re-
corded. They were then recent, and too
well kncwn to ftand in need of fuch {pe-
cification. -

fz} Vide Ernditt Commentar. in Evang. MaTTHZE], in-
cerno Authere, Pr.::’sg::m, inter Opera C HRYSOST. ed. qul-

SECT.

mean,
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SECT. lL

WHEN the partition-wall was broken
down, and the Gentiles had admittance in-
to the Chrifian Church; as they were
anxious to fhare in the privileges of the
Gofpel, fo were they eager to learn the fe-
veral particulars of the Messtan’s life,
through whom thofe privilegés were con-
Ve_yed'to them. But, having no opportu-
nity of knowing CuRrisT perfonally, all
they could learn of him and his actions,
muft neceflarily be derived from the {cat-
tered informations of others. And though
we fhould fuppofe, that they purfued their
enquiries with care and diligence ; yet they
would be able at laft, after all their pains,
to gain but a flight and imperfet account
of the things which had been tranfated
by him. To Chriffians however, that is,
to themfelves now in their converfed ftate,

the knowledge of thefe things was of the
utmoft importance. But then, how was

{fuch knowledge to be obtained ! Hiftories, '
compiled from broken accounts and wnper-

C 4 Jelt



24 OpservaTIioNs oz Sef. IlL

feét Traditions, were not to be trufted to.
One Hiftory indeed, I mean St. MAT-
THEW’s [2), they might with fafety de-
pend upon as far as it went. But that
Hiftory, being coniefledly written for the
fake of the Fews, and confequently adapt-
ed to their peculiar circumftances, muft
neceffarily be defective in {everal particu-
lars, which nearly concerned the Genziles.
And therefore it feems to be highly expe-
dient, that fome infpired apoffolzcal perfon,
{fufficiently acquainted with all the tran{-
actions of our Saviour’s life, fhould deliver
fuch a regular and authentic account of
them, as might fatisfy the enquiries, and
fupply the wants of thele Heathen Con-
verts.

AccorDINGLY we are informed, that
St. Luxkze, a perfon in all refpects quah-
fied for the work, wrote his Gofpel with
this defign ; and delivered it to the Gentile

{2]It thould feem by what Eusesius fays (Hift. Eccl. lib,
v. c. 10.} that zuthentic Copies of St. MatTaEW’s Gofpel
were czrried by the Apoftles into the feveral countries, where

they went to preach at their general difperfion about the year

arLVe ,
Chriftians,
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Chriftians [4], that they might both fee
and be convinced of the truth of thofe
things, in which they had been inftructed
by their Teachers [¢].

WRriTING therefore to the Gentiles,
who were far remote from the feene of
action, and confequently ignorant of . Jew-
ith affairs, 1t was incumbent upon him, -in
order to accomplith what he had in view,
to trace the fubje@ quite up to its {ource,
and to proceed through the whole of our
Saviour's miniftry 1n a circumftantial and
methodical order. '

Hence it is—that he begins his Hifto-
ry with the birth of Joun the Baptift [47,
as introductory to that of CHRIsT — that,
in the courfe of it, he mentions feveral par-
ticulars [¢] omitted by St. MATTHEW —
and that he is {o careful in {pecifying times

and places| /'], together with other cir-

[6] Teiror Evalyéiniy icir 70 kT Asxey, 70 omd 78 NMawy Lo
vuuduos, Toic dm0 TS ey memornnora. Tertium Evangelium off
illud fecundum Lucam, a Pavvo landatum, & iy gratiam Gen-

tilim cenferiptum. Or1cEN. Com, in MaTTH. tom. i. p. zo3.
ed, Huer.

[c] Luke 1. 3, 4.

[d] Ch. 1. 5, &c.

[E] Ch 1. l—.ﬁ, &c,
[ /] Ch. iiL 1. 23, &¢.

I cumftances
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cumftances of fats that were highly con-
ducive to the information of ﬁréngers ;
tho' they needed not to be recited to the

Jews,  who could eafily {upply them from
their own knowledge. Hence alfo it is

that he fets before them the genealogy.

of CurisT according to his natural de-

icent [ ¢]—and carries it up as high as
ADpAaM, 1n order to thew that he was that

Seed of the Woman, who was promifed

for the Redemption of the whole World [4].
And by the like references to.the ftate of
tne Gentiles, 1t 1s eafy to account for his
other peculiarities 1)

[ 2] Ch.1l. 23 — 38.

[4] Thele circumflances, which an ingenious Harmonif}
thinks inexplicable on any other fuppofition than that of St.

TxE’s being the Firff Writer, appear now, I prefume, very
- confillent with the notion of his being the Second ~— and writ-
ing for the inftru@tion of the Gentiles.

{7] Tho’ St. Lexe wrote his Gofpel for the ufe of the Gen-
#:% Charches, yet we are to obferve that thofe Churches had
many members of Feu/s extraltion ; and therefore, in account-
inx $or his wzumer of writing, we muft attend to the Rate of
thofe belicvizg Feavs, as well as to that of the Gentile Converts.
It is for their feke — i. e, for the fake of the Feaws— that he
kos produced fo many Proplecies from the Old Teftament ; and
receated {0 many Arouments that had been urged before in fi-
mzarcafes by St. MarTdEwW. -

4 _ WiITH
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With regard to the general conftruétion
of his Gofpel, it feems to be formed very
nearly on the fame plan with that of OSt.
MaTTHEW; as, indeed, the reafon of
things required it thould. For if the {tate
and condition of the Genfile Converts was
fimilar to that of the Fewsb, (and it is
well known that the former fuffered the
fame things from their own countrymen,
as the latter did from the Yews [£]) then
it was neceflary that St. LuxE thould ad-
juft the points of his Hiftory, -as his Bro-
ther-Evangelit had done before, to the
circumftances of the perfons to whom he
wrote ; and fo modify his general inftru@-
ions as to make them applicable to thofe
particular times. And we find, in fact, that
he has fo done. For he abounds in appli-
cations fuitable to their condition; and di-
re(ts his arguments with great propriety
both to the fupport of the perfecuted
Chriftians [/ ], and to the converfion of their
obftinate and malicious Adverfaries [si7]—

- {A) 1 Thefl. ii. 14.
[1) Ch. vi. z0—~23. x1i. 4—12. 31, &c. xviil, 28=—10.
[#] Ch. vi. 24~26. x. 12, Xili. 1—~§. Xix, 47—,

oﬁf
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of whom the Fews refiding in the feveral
countries were fill the chief [#].

BuT as the rage and envy of the Fews
iprang now from another caufe than that
which had moved their indignation before,

(for now they perfecuted the Gentifes be-
cavfe they laid claim to the privileges of

the Golpel {0]) fo it was neceflary, that the
Evangelift thould attend to this particular

point, and prove their claim to be juft and
valid.

AGREEABLY thereunto he reminds the
Fews — that, though they were formerly
his chofen nation, and confequently enti-
tled to his peculiar favours; yet Gop had

f7] And hence it is that the fcope and turn of St. Luke’s ar-
guments are in many places fo very fimilar to thofe of St. MaT-
ruew. Both Evanpelifts had fimilar defigns. For if 1t was St.
MaTTHEW'S intention, among other things, to convert, if
poflible, the unbelieving Feaws who lived in Palkffine; or to
abate at leaft the fury and malice they bore to their Brethren
who had embraced the Gofpel: So 1t was one part of St
Luxe’s intention to convert, if poffible, the unkelieving Fex.s
who refided in diftant Countries ;3 or to abate at leaft the rage
and violence, which they exercifed towards the Gentiles, and
thofe of their szm Perfuafion, who had b:lieved, There being
then {uch an affinity in their defigns, no wonder there is fuch
fmilarity i their methed and argament.
[e] Ads xvil. s, 13.
often



Sect, III. the FouRr GqstLs. 29

often direted his Prophets to confer thofe
bleflings on Strangers and Heathens, of
which, by their ingratitude, the Fews had
rendered themfelves unworthy [ p] — that
this was the cafe with regard to the Gof-

pel, which, being ungratefully rejeted by
them, was therefore preached to the more

obedient Gentiles [g]— that the hatred and
violence which they exprefled on that ac-

count was both unreafonable and inhu-

man [7] — that Gop, when he came to
vindicate his Elect, would feverely punifh
them for the injurious attempts they made
on his people, and the aggravated provoca-
tions they had offered to himfelf [s] —and
therefore that it behoved them to look to
the confequences, and ftrive to avert, by
faith and penitence, the grievous judge-
ments that were coming upon them [£].

BuT fo prejudiced were the Fews againft
the Gentiles, and {o averfe to their admif-

fion into the Chriftian Church, that they

[ 2] Ch. wv. 25—27.
[¢] Ch. xx, g—16.

[#] Ch. xv. 11~32. fee DoppringE on the place.
[s1 Ch. xvin1, 7, 8.

[#] Chap, xiti. 1~5. xx1. 5, &¢. |
endea-
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endeavoured to degrade the charater of
thofe who afierted their claim, and quef-
tioned the authority by which it was fup-
ported [#]. 'They affirmed, that our Sa-
viour chofe no more than Twelve Apoftles,
to whom he committed the care of his Re-~
ligion—that they who undertook to preacli
to the Gentiles were confequently but De-
puties and infertor Minifters ; the truth of
whofe doltrines entirely depended on the
conformity they bore to what the others
taught — and therefore, that this grand,
fundamental do&rine of St. Pavr and
his Afiociates muft needs be falfe, fince it
wanted the feal of apoftolical authority.
To obviate thefe objettions, St. Luke
informs them, that the Lord appointed
Seventy others [x], befides the Twelve, who
were particularly called Apofiles, to convey
the knowledge of his Religion to the world;.
and not only fo, but invefted them with

the fame authority—charged them with the
fame inftru&ions—and endowed them with

[z} As xiil. 45 —53. “ Aml not an Apofile i fays St.
PauL (1 Cor.ix. 1.) to thefe who queftioned it; fee alfo G.r:!

1. ::.ﬂd ii. and the Commentators therson.
[x] x. 1—16. |
like
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like power of working miracles in proof
of their miffion, as he had done to their
brethren before: And confequently that

the Apoftles were not the {ole commiffion-
ed Preachers of the Gofpel, tho’ they wers
indeed the firft and principal.

AND as to the DocTRINE itfelf, it was
{o far, he aflures them, from wanting the
{fupport and evidence they fuppofed, that
it {tood on the higheft and beft-grounded

authority. For CurisT had plainly fore-
told them [ 4] that his Church would be
filled with the complying Gentiles, while
themfelves, who rejected his Gofpel, thould
judicially be rejected by him, and left to

perifh in their fins and impenitence : —
‘and that all this was evident, not only
from the account which himfelf now offer-

cd to the world, but alfo from the Gofpel
of St. MATTHEW [2], who was known

[ ¥1 Ch. xiii. 28—30. ch. xiv. 16—24.

fz] MaTTH. XX1. 43, ch. x1i, 18, 21, ch. xxiv. 14, Tt is
a great inftance of the wildom of Providence, that St. MaT-
Tagw, who wrote fo very early, fhould give fuch ftrong inti-
mations of the calling of the Gentiles; otherwife it might
have been thought a crafty fcheme, invented by the Apoftles,
in revenge for the 11l fuccels they met with among the Jews.

to
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to be an Apoitle, as well as an Evangelift:
and whofe Gofpel he had ftrongly recom-
mended to them — not by name indeed,
but by a better, and more common me-
thod — that of quoting and copying his
words [a].

Ir this affertion fhould be thought to
ftand in need of proof, as in the opinion of
many I {uppofe it will, the following Col-
lations may ferve to confirm it, atthe fame
time that they illuftrate the obfervatmns
by which 1t was introduced.

EXAMPLE 1.
MATTH. iil. 3. Luke 1ii. 4—6.
Ouwyq Lowr]Gn & 1 Buvy Boawr]@ v 74
toipe “Eropdode thd  tpper “Eropdodle the
idev Kupis, Lfeing = odov Kugss, leics mais
ATE TG Tﬂ}@&; QUTS.  6rE TaC Td@&; QTS
e To Ae

[2] The Evangelifts often refer to paflages in the Ol 7¢ffe-
et without naming the books in which they are to be found.
And in like manner, feveral paffagesin the Ggfpels are recom-
mended with 2 high degree of refpett by the £poffelical Fa-
thers, withont the names of the Evangelifts.

In
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In this inflance, it is natural to expe
that both the Evangelifts thould perfeétly
agree, fince the whole is a quotation from
the Prophet Isarau [4]: But as this quo-
tation differs a little from the Greek Verfion
whence i1t was taken, it is not improbable,
that St. Lukg, in tranfcribing it, made the
{ame alteration that he obferved St. MaT=-
THEW had done before — and then took
in the remainder of the Prophecy to {hew
its accorhplifhment in theé admiffion of the
Gentiles into the Church of CurisT. For

it plainly appeared at the time he wrote,
that ¢ all fleth was to {ee the Salvation of

4 Gop,” and to partake of its ineftimable
bleﬁings;

BuT whatever objections may be made
to this Example, the following, doubtlefs,
comes full to the point.

EPXAMPLE 11.
MaTTH.1L,7—T10. LUKE 1L 7—9-
I‘e;wm@exn?m;, Ti5 ewy ‘ua@. ex:é‘mp, Tig
weé\ﬁfev v‘mu (Puyw ..meé‘afev UMY (puym
M T REAAETS agwg 5 P ‘ue?}twﬂs 0P8 3
. [4] Ch. xl. 3.
D Ha:;f- .
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MATTHEW.

Tomoafe v £LPT OV
@iy ¢ p&']wmccg.

Ra: uy é‘a;ms }\ﬁfyav
¢ cawtois, Tajepg exo-

'l\ > f |

y.agﬂ Aqe}zlu.
3 opir, ors duwe) o

Aot

> e s f 4
Oz C T MIwy T8TWY

Ey.-?gm Tiwva Te Abpa-

ap.
NeaD A A t 1%
Hoy 5 2 1 afsm
7 gr;" T p:&zv T 5?3:'3 &Y
2T Tay Bv aevdgrp
;z'q TOILY xwgmw m?\ov,

» 4 o ~ » ~
Crasimls )y K Eis wup
Bane).

ANXp agarm,

VER. 11, 12.
Ao u-
- » '!j"h I'] . 2 - F
Fd; Cy veais €5 FEI@"
y0icy [6‘] 5'-3 CTiGw pg

’egzo‘ug,u@- ; (cuewsgaf

vy
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Luxke.

Honoale sv xggwég
Zgigs T wélavoios”

Kai p agbqog‘e Aefet
Y EAUTIG, Ha.ré'egz £y 0~
Bp + "Abpgap. Asyw
7 J’.r.i'u, oTi 3:1.!;@3 0

¢ S F Mbew oI
eyeipes TEve 7O Abpg-

alu.

Ht?ﬂ

wga._,

:; c&fua
6 gr:w (3 J.vryewv’
~ ~ W
HELTO® wWoy 3y c?ivé\gav
* ~ \ %
U woisy mgmv LOLACY,
G?.zwr?s?) ;(gq Eig 'mg

BzMsD

VER. 16, 17.
‘Eye % Udet]s Ban]iw
UpLas.
sexe:) 0 f%ugé'-

'rega; ©8, 8 5% s:‘m ot

[c] St. MaTTHEW inferts «is pazasniar t0 remind the Jews

of the neceflity of Repentance :

the Gentiles acknoavledged it,

which accounts for the omif:on in the other Gofpel.

p
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MATTHEW: - Luke.
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, .ST.Luxke, in defcribing our Saviour’s

Temptations (iv. 1—17) had certainly his
eye on St. MATTHEW’S account of the
fame tranfaction (iv. 1—11). For he fol-

lows 1t in general very clofe ; tho’ he found
himfelf obliged to make fome particular

alterations in the order {¢] and phrafeclogy
of it.

THE

[4] The variation here is owing to the different forms in
which the Proverb was expreffed among different nations.
This may be applied to other articles.

[e] St. MaTTHEW recites the Temptations according to
the order in which they were employed : And in this order,

D 2 confidering
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Tue fame may be faid of the Cure of
the Leper, v. 12, &c. and various other ar-
ticles, as appears by comparing the follow-

ing paflages,

in St. Luke, with St. MaTTH.
Ch. v. 12—14, Ch. vin. z:— 4.
20—25. IX. 2 7.
37 —1338. g—17.
vi. I1I— &, Xil. 1— O.
27, 28, 32. V. 44, 467
41, 42. vil. 3— &,
vii, 00— g. viil, . §—10.%
32—135. X1. 16—14q.
vill,  5—IO. Xl  3—I3.
iX. 16, 17. X1v. Ig—21I.
18—20, xvi. 13—16.
22—27. 21, 24—26, 28.
A0, 41. xvil. 16, 17,

confider:ng the natural temper of the Fewwr, they appear to
rifz progreflively in drength one above another. On differexs
jf'.'.‘ﬂ}"z.‘.‘ thC}' might operate with a’fﬁrmt Joers: And therefore
St. Luke, 5 preferve the climax with regard to the Gentiles,
might judge it neceffary to mzke the tranfpofition we find he
has. Vid, WETsTER, i loc,

* The ploces marked with aflerifks, if read according to
{ome of the beit Mf, come nearer the parallel texts than they

are at prefent in the commen printed copies. See Mirr and
WETSTEIN, '

1X, 4},
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Luxe. MATTHEW:
1X. 47, 48. Xviil. 2, 5
Xl, Q—1I13. vil, 4—I1I.

15—27. Xil. 24—30.
24—20. 43—45.
2§—32. 39—42.
34 35, V. 22, 23.
XVilly' 1 5—30. XIX. 13—20.
31—33. XX: 17—1I0.

Xix. 29—33. XXl. I-= q.

XX, I 8. 23—27.
9—19. 3345
2 1—13. XXil. 16—32.

XXl 30—13. XX1v. 32—17¢.
.fec, &c. where the marks of their being
tranfcribed, the gne from the other, are
often apparent to the flighteft infpection,
and render it the more amazing, that the
learned DopweLL fhould prefume to ad-
vance (Diflt L. in IrEN. § 39.) that « the
«¢ later Evangeliﬁs had no knowledge of

¢« what the former ones had written be-

¢ fore them.”
BuTt to convince the Reader of this

truth, without the trouble of collating the

- Gofpels, T fhall lay before him two more
D3 Examples,
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Examples, not inferted in the preceding

{eries.

EXAMPLE IIL

MaTT. V1. 25—33.
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[ /] Our Savicur, in his parabolical Difcoarfes, often al-
lnded to things prefent; and therefore St. MaTTHEW, wntmg
to the Fewws, retains his mode of expreflion, and fays — Ep-

C?.n,zaj:

« Pehold, orlook on, the birds of the air.” Bat

the Gentiles were to make the reflexion for themfelves; apd
tenze St. Luxs, with great propriety; fubititutes the word —
Kulzrur.- szis — ¢ Confider” —in 1ts ftead.
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[ £]) Oarne o8 & 8opi®. St. Luxe exprefles by o, for
a reafon too obvious to be mentioned : However, the fame
reafon will explain many other phrafeological difierences of

the like nature,
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who believed that the pmfeﬁion of Rellglon

without the practice of a holy life would intitle them to falva-

tion, this was indeed a neceffary piece of addmonal cautmn
Bn.. the Gf:.-f:f.: hﬂd not fo learned CarisT.

EXAMPLE



Se&. UL the Four GospELs.

41

" EXAMPLE IV,

MATTHEW Xi.

Erea) Weaﬁox@&o_;.

Ko )bmxg;gégrﬁ T~
r¥s, ewey awni, Io-
gM gﬂ&s_dwaryefhuﬂs o~
f:{vvy & AXHE[E 35 Bremele.

Tudras Ay AET ST
;V; KOA0L TEAT 0| 304y AE-
ook xefepiCey’) % xw-
(Qos g, verpos Eytie
o) % wlayes Lalye-
Aidor’)’ .

Kus paxapios E5H 05
gy py oRavdaAioly ¥
£40i- |

Tiray ) wopdoops-
| %@Eaﬂa 0
Ty AEyely Tojs Gy Aoig
@t Twawg Ti efqA-
9E7_6 6ig T fe'g’g;.cuu Sgcé'o'a_a-:
o 5 weAapoy \ 0 cuvé-
pest CandlopSpon

yav,

LukE vi. 20,

| 22——28.

20 e 0 egyopp@, 1
;..MW wpuodona o 3

Kas Saonpibeis 6 Iy
TS5, emey ad iz, ITops0-
62:?);; a&’:{mryszm?s Twoy=
vy o €10¢)e :5 ﬁna;cm?s.. |

‘O TuDN0: dyoAE-
TEThy WA TETE)E s
Asw:eu‘i gmgaef@vﬂ, X~
Qo dxssai, vexéa‘l Eytim
oo’), wlayos Lalyeri=

ow).

K p’acmfg:ﬁg £S5V 0g
et (.c;; mevé‘mh:&f cy
EpL0se

"Amendov]wy 3 T dye
ey Toaws, 'Ig’gfaﬂa Aé-
VeI 'weﬁf; T¥6 CyA¥s wEL
jlwé'vw‘ ’_I‘f éfs),whﬁﬁa—
tecis T tonpor Sedoe-
o 5 KatAopuoy @ iy
pe Ca&d')‘é"c&uav 3

‘AN



42
MATTHEW.

A o Eidde
$0:3y Juggajmv Cy pc-
Axvaig l.tm rioig uy.@;::r-
Soovs 38, 6 18 o~
Aaxa, Qopdvies & wis
oNgig T Bczmg;aviefﬂ'v.

AnG T e
idety 3 weo?ﬁr&o; v,
}féym JFEF, C mEiorere-

’
o5y wpoDyTy-
Our@ y2p 51 w4

g ytogan ) 'log, eyw

nw ¥

LTOTEAAD T arye)u;v 722

78 (%, o3
xajasrdoace 7. cow (2

]
Tﬂ"eﬁ

,:55'

tumasdder (5.
"Aplw My a vy, GEn

eyiyen ) Co Jevnmis yuv-
iy HE:ZW Tudws 75
Bamicg: O
9 pmeﬁrsa@u cr 7y Pa-

o‘.n..:as aegum . f.m7 Y

"'II

LT ""U

OBSERVATIONS o2 Se&. III;

Luke.

"AMA TP EEEMAM@%
T &’vﬂgwav Co pochcte
¥0i5 ipaliong NpuQierue-
vov 3 i0%, 05 C¥ :pm?mu@
oo % Teudl g

vavjes, & mic Basidsiog

E8T Y.

'AMAa Ti gkeamaulels
ity 5 weoQD;;r&u s Vo
Aty w J‘u?r, N
pov wescpﬁrs.

Quros €5+ @'Eﬁ; g
75@5473‘3 Ic?a', ¢yt &0

0

st T aylerdy [.;8
@po 'aa'eaa-wﬂ's cg, 05
xalaordicice T 60ay 08
eumpontey (3.

Agym P Ui, pcifé’m
Cv v Teig YUvauR iy 7o -
Qrrys Twaws 78 Bz-
Aics $des tsw O A
‘Ll:;::gﬁrse@‘ cv 73 Becs-
Asics 75 Oex, peilay o
T3 €51

THE



Sect. III. the FouRrR GosPELSs. 43

Tue ufe I wonld make of ‘thefe Colla-
lations at prefent, 1s only to thew, that St,
Luke, quoting thus largely from St.
'MaTTHEW, muft neceflarily have written

after him. But how long he wrote after
“him, 1. e. after the year xxxvi11, remains
to.be deduced from other confiderations.

Now 1t isevident, in the firft place,
from his addrefling it, as he does, to the
veleving Gentiles, that St. Luxe wrote his
Gofpel fomething later than the year x1,
when St. PETER preached to CoRNE-
v1us [7]. For until #a¢ time the Gentiles
were univerfally fuppofed to have no title
to the Chriftian Covenant; and therefore

could not properly be the object of fuch
an addrefs, And after they were admitted
into the Church by fome, yet, confidering
their claim was oppofed by azders, it is
hardly to bes imagined, this Evangelift
would engage fo far in their favour, as to
draw up immediately fuch a work for their
ufe, before the controver(y was finally de-
termined. This then, if it had any weight
with him, muft caufe him to {ufpend his

[] Adts x, ‘ _
mntention
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intention of writing, till aftér'the celebrat-
ed Council at j‘erzﬁ:lem, Wthh was held
in the year XLIX. : *

By be tiis, or any thing elfe the rea-
fon, it is manifeft, however, from his Pre-
face, that be never f{et about the work till
{ome confiderable time after the Cary and

CoxvEeRrsion of the Gentiles. For mANY,
he aflures us (and thofe, it fhould {eem,
Heathen Converts) had written before him
on the fame fubje {£]. And if we reflect
how much time it would take them up—
- to acquire informatién — to colle& their
materials — to compofe their Hiftories —
and to difperfe them abroad ; ——we fhall be.
fcreed to ackniowlege, that St. LukE, who
fucceeded them, could fcarce begin to write

his Gofpel before the year fpecified above,

[4] The Life of CarisT was {o amazlngly wonderful, that .
tke Hrathens cocld not but be fenfibly affefted with the ac-

counts they heard of 1t from the firlt Preacher_é of the Gofpel.
Thefe accounts therefore they would naturally cpmn@if to
wring. Hence the origin of thofe Hiftories to which St

Luxe refers.  Hiftories well known, 1t fhould feem, to TxE-
cpuiLvus; bat Hiforles neverthelefs which he is cautioned
Lot to depend upon——becaufe they were inaccurate;_ if not fa-
Lolows. Euses. Fid Ecdd, Bib, 311, ¢, 24

BesipEes,
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BesipEes, from the time that the Gen-

tiles were admitted into the Church, he
was fo conftantly employed in the work
of the Miniftry, that hitherto he feems to
have had but little or no leifure for fuch
an undertaking: And therefore we muft
look out for a feafon of repofe, which
finght afford him a convenient opportunity
of performing it.

Now if we attend St. Paur in his
travels, (and St. Luke was his infeparable
companion [/]) we fhall find him, foon af-
ter this time, that is, about the end of the

year r11, paffing through Greece, or the
Region of Achaia; and then fettling at
Corinth, where he continued a year and fix
months [z}, In this time of relaxation
from journeyings and fatigue, he wrote his
Firft and Second Epiﬂ:les' to the Theffalo-
nians, and alfo that to the Galetians. And
while the Apoftle was engaged in thefe
works, 1t 1s not improbable, but St, LuxE
~was bufied in writing his Gofpel. The op-
portunity was favourable ; and his concern

[/} Iren. Itb. EL . 14.
[‘ml A&s xvii, 11,

for

(=]
L]
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for the Church would naturally prompt
him to lay hold of it.

TH1s may be reafonably fuppofed : But
we are not obliged to reft this point on a
mere fuppofition. It ftands confirmed by
no meaner teftimony than that of St. Je-
RoM ; who affirms, doubtlefs on the au-
thority of the Ancients, that ¢ St. LUKE
<¢ wrote his Volume of the Gofpel in the
«« Regions of Achata and Beotia [n]” ; —
plainly referring to #4:s journey of St. Pavy

through that part of Greece. And if it was
written at this time, under the care and In-
fpeftion of St. PauL, and delivered to the
Corinthians with his approbation, 1t was
not without peculiar propriety (efpecially
in writing to them ) that he afterwards fliles
St. Luke, its Auathor, ¢ the Brother,

[#] Lucas,—cujus laus in Evangelio, qui & ipfe difcipulus
Apoftoli PavuLt, in Acbaie Baotizque partibus volumen con.
didit, quedam altius repetens. Proem, in Comment. fuper Max-
TazuM. Grecor. Nazian. feems to intimate the fame,
tom. I. Ot xxv. p. 438. ed. Paris. 1630. Vide Grori1
Proleg. in Luc. Evangel. and Cave’s Lives of the Apaftles,

p. 181. Art. St. Luke, § 4. LARDERs Supplement &c. vol. .
chap, viil. p. 208, &c.

¢¢ whofe



Se&. 1. zbe Four GospPELs. 47

« whofe praife is 1n the Gofpel,” 2 Cor.
viil. 18. |0}
- AND as he was now concerned to re-
commend the Author, fo had he taken oc-,
cafion defore to recommend his Gofpel to
them; or rather to awaken them to an at-
tentive per'ufal of it. For, finding it necef-
{ary to reprove the Cormthians with regard
to their behaviour at the Lord’s Supper, he
labours to. convince them of the heinouf-

nefs of their conduét, by fhewing its un-
fuitablenefs to the nature and end of that

{folemn inftitution. But when he comes to
explain the inftitution itfelf, tho’ he ac-
quired the knowledge of it by immediate
Revelatlon, yet, it is very remarkable, that
he expreiTee himfelf 1n the words of St.
Luxke:

Luxke xxii. 19, 20. 1 CoR.xi. 23— 2¢.

K Ay Eie?av, "EAcbey &'ﬂav, Lok
Lyapsicas  hase, xapsiras sxiace, %

ROZ EOWNEY CWTOC, Ad- Qe Aai@e?e, @5?575 e

. ~ F ) \ "u.- ~ - I | \ ~
vy TEw e5 w (6- TEn pg t5i w (ous,

kl,

fo] See the Commentators on the p]ace
* Similar to St. MaTT. Xxvi. 26.

e
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intending, it fhould feem, by this quota-
tion, to make them fenfible, that, though
they might plead the frailty of their me-
mory in excufe of their forgetfulnefs of
what Aimfelf had delivered on this fubje&
by word of mouth ; they were, neverthe-
lefs, extremely culpable in not attending
to the information of the Gefpe/ they had
then in their hands; which, if duly rea
garded, would have effeftually reftrained
them from fuch infamous proceedings.

[ #] St. Luks, refernng to Carist’s real body, then to be
oficred up, fays &3Jeor; St. Pavi, referring to s facrasmen-
tal body, or the bread, ufes the word #25usrer : And both with
fingular propriety. ‘

Ir
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Ir this be allowéd, and St. Pavy had
ﬁ&'&‘aﬂy an eye to St. Lukz, in the paf-
fage here cited, we have then a pretty clear
proof that his Gofpel was written before
the Firft Eplf’de to.the Cormthians — that
i§, before the year Lvir; and thence con-
clude, that we cannot be far diftant from
the truth in fixing the date of its firft pub-

lication to the year £i11; the thirteenth of
CLAUDIUS:

SECT. IV.

A8 the Gofpel met with fo much op-
pofition; "it became the duty of the firft
Evangelifts; in order to facilitate its way
in the world, to decommodate their ac-
counts to the temper of the times, and re-
move thé impediménts that obftructed its
progrefs; In confequence of this, they were
unavoidably led, in the courfe of their nar-
ration, not only to confirm the truth of the
do¢trine they meant to eftablith,—but alfo
to confute the cavils, — correct the -opi-
nions, —and reform the practices, of thofe
who oppofed it. Hence their Hiftorigs be-

E came
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* came, in the detail, more complex and va-
rious than we have reafon to think _they
wounld ptherwife have been ; — containing
references to cuftoms and tenets, which,
but for the particular difpofition of the
times, would in all probability have had
no place in them,
- But when the Chriftian Religion had
gained ground, and the controverfics that
difturbed it were tolerably fettled, it is in
no wife unnatural to fuppofe, that fome of
its moft faithful and ferious Profeflors
might with to fee the Gofpel exhibited in
a more fimple form: and, without any
particular confideration to few or Gentile,
delivered in a manner {uitable to the con-
dition of the world at large. |
AGREEABLY to this f{uppofition, we
are told, that the Chriftian Converts at
Rome requefted St. MARK, with great ear-
nefinefs, to write fuch a Hiftory for their
ufe and inftru&ion [¢]. I fay fuch a Hifto-
[¢]) Tosro § t=frapdn vals 2 angoatay v Tigpe Blgn::lz::
(Vs :inz, @J'Ty’&, o3 un 7] srewalb (xaidg ixar apreas axon,
l-.r.r 3t vy ayaale se iy enjuynalle E‘;B‘zaxuhm Tagzxhs;aios
3 cavrcizig Masxcy, & 1o Evalyihior §4cilas, axdrulor Gyra Titey
NTEZTIal, G5 @ X S& yeadis st Tig Gid Ays @agddiis
cng
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ry. For the Gofpel he wrote at theéir re-

queft is evidently a fimple and compendi«
ous narrative [r], divefted of almoft all pe-
culiarities, and accommodated to general
ufe. In compiling this narrative, he had
but little more to do, it {eems, than to
abridge the Gofpels which lay before him—
varying fome expreffions, and inferting
{fome additions, as occafion required. That
St. Mark followed this plah, no one can

doubt, who compares his Gofpel with
thofe of the two former Evangelifts. He

ons avrols x&lahtibor HduoRanias, py weaTeedy T2 dlretvi ) -
spydoacics ¥ ardezy %y TavTH aitivs Juidlas Th¢ 7E Arytubiy ¥
Mdexor Edalyenis yea@iic. Tantus autem pictatis fulgor emicuit
in mentibus eorums.qui (Rome ) Perrom avdierant, ut parum
haberent fewel audiffe, nec conlenti effent caleftis werbi dofvinais
vivid woce, nullis traditan ﬁ'} ptis, accepsffe; fed Marcua,
PETRI comitem, cujus jam extat Evangelium, multis precibus ora-
venty ut dofrinee illius, quam anditu acceperant, feriptum aliquem
commentarium apud fe relinqueret.  Nec prius defliterunt, quain

bominem expugnaffént 3 quomads canfa fuerunt cur foriberetny Evan-

gelium, quod Marcr dicitur. CrLEM. AvEx. apud Evses. Hifl.
Eccl. L 1. c. 13. )

1

- [r] Marcus difcipulus & interpres Perrr, juxta quod Pe-
TRUM referentem audierat, ‘rogatus Rome a fratribus breve
fcripfit Evangelium, Higronvm. Catal. Script. Ecclef. voce

Marc. Propter hoc & compendiofam &, prézcurrentem an-
punciationem fecit. [REN, lib. 111, ¢. 1.

E 2 copies
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copies largely from both : and takes either
the one or the other almoft perpetually for
his guide. The order indeed is his own,
and 1s very clofe and well connefted. In

his acccunt of fa&s he 1s alfo clear, exa&,
and critical ; angi the more {o perhaps, as

he wrote it for the perufal of a learned and
critical people. For he {feems to proceed
with great caution, and to be folicitous that
his Gofpel fhould ftand clear of all objet-

ions. Buf fo confider it more particularly,
Tue Exordium 1s fomewhat fingular.

For whilft the former Evangelifts defcribe
our Saviour as ¢ the Son of Man,” St.
Marxk ftiles him in exprefs terms ¢ the
¢« Son of Gobp [s] :—A title the moft like-
ly, as being the moft auguft, to engage the
attention and obedience of the Romans,
thofe Lords of the Earth, to the Religion
that was promulged by him. In defcribing
this Religion, St. MARk has brought to-
gether fo many of our Saviour’s Difcourfes
and Miracles, as might ferve to exhibit a
general view of his charalter; and fhew
the world, at the fame time, what kind of

[s; Ch. 1,1,
| principleg



Selt. IV. the Four GosPELS. X

principles they were concerned to embrace,
and what courfe of lfe they were bound
to lead, who profefled themfelves his Fol-
lowers and Difciples. This fully anfwered
the end of his defign. Butas the things he
records to this purpofe are chiefly taken
. from lthe other Evangelifts, {o 1t is to be
obferved that they are often exprefled in
their very words; which confirms the ac-
count we have before given of him. How

much he is indebted to St. MATTHEW,

will appear in {fome-meafure from the fol-
lowing Collations ;

EXAMPLE L
MARK iv. 1—¢9, MATTH. Xill. I —Q.
"Hefalo Oidao ety 7o "Exalylo wo-

69‘" 1‘%‘ 3@’)&&0&'&»' 75 C’uv- €9‘\ % S'i?tam:'czw % Czw-

- I W T

VWAL, weﬁg awny tyNG  nyfnoay woos ey oy Mok
WONVG, G5E awml Ep~ WOM0L, W5E AT EiE T
Cavla eis  whoiovy wal-  whoiay epubav]a xaldndx:
76 cv 75 Jehaory' % %
areis 0 oyAGs woes Tl was 0 axAGh I T ai
S'cé')tmb'av J7 % Yilg s Vict Aoy 615 R

Kl toidackey aorse = Kk ehahyeey aumic
& oDolorcis moRd, B & GRCaNGIS,

oy

% eNeyi, Agy G, 105,
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h’ -+

MARK.
1d%, ¢inbey o arei-
oLy ) mrk?gm'

K EQ,uﬂa o TR

m’::gm, '\ [tJ ) ema'-: .

@gey: 7 téﬁv, % 'q.?xga T
wieva ¥ %, segwé' [zz] 15
ueréQayey av.

"AAA "5 ETEGEY 7
B WENLOE, OFE CEL
ay: vy woaralw, %
&biws tfaverens, "2g
1 o e LB~ i

A "j cvaleihay] Gr,
cravpaliory, %, Mg
f“; exev il av, e-npgvdn.

Ka: aAdo eresey sic
Ta§ anaias % eveCy-
% Q-

\ \
% EG&E'EGU

¢ v

cav w axayiu,

’ g 2 3\

ESVizaY AU,
» Mo

Cv¥ EIWHE"

OBsERVATIONS o2 Se&.1V.

MATTHEW.

18, e § aeie
T '
E&JV G EleEﬂ"
Ke oY TE
y \ ey N ¥
m‘esem QUTIY, d (o ETFETE

g ¥ 0, € Abe 74

N\

) %
nereQuyey avre.

" AAhas 'j ETETEY O
T2 WERWIN, OmE Guk
cye ylw oMLY, 1.(_.,
Lbewg ezmeram, 2\195
7 pn exay Bed@e yug

NAIS '5 azm?sfhaﬂ@v,
cmupa?m?‘n, X, Ao B

\¥

] ey pila, efne;vﬂﬂ

AN 3 ETETEY O
va; anayue € aveoy-
oy ok aevfosy % % aE-

TV o oAU T Ot

(1St M ARK, tho he copies the words of St. MaTTHEW,
yet puts them in the fingular number in conformity to St.

Luxe viil. &, &c.

{2] TS £;25% is wanting in fome of the beft MfT. vid. MiLr.
& WeTsTEN. in loc. which renders the two E*Janﬂehﬁs fhll
Inore conformable to ear.h other.

K
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MARK. MATTHEW.
Kco? AN ’s’ﬂ'aa'ev. eic " AM: j‘ CETey ETE

T Yl T xaNw. v T ol v werlw yy
53:53 me?rav dyoloaivor-  £0K08 Kapwa,

To, A, awGavoilo, % e
N ’ \ A t <A v e
pEly O T0IaK0Noty ¥ Y 0 [ $xalovy 0 %)
ebinonles € & sndlay]x].  eLnmavia, ¢ ) Topanor]o.
Ka! ;Aeysv awTig, O ‘O

EYy GTA dRSer; RS~  EXW GTR AR, ord-
* s p
ETS, ET,
@ . it
AND fo again in the explanation of this
Parable, ver. 15—20, he had evidently his
eye all alongon St. MATTHEW, ver. 19—
29, till he comes to the conclufion, ver. 21,
22, 2§ ; where he makes a tranfition to the

Gofpel of St. LukE, ch: viil. 16—18.

EXAMPLE I,

MAaRrK xiv. 26—46. MATTHEW Xxvi.
30—50.
Kt opwicavjes €&~ Kat vpviocar]es €=
Moy eig 7 6g@ T &~ indov eis m 0@ T
A CAakay.

| [x] St. Marg here inverts the words of St. MaTTHEW,
ip order to form the c/imax; which is one initance, among
many others, of the great regard he had to his language.

E 4 Ko
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MARK,

K }‘;E;v&: QU ic 0

’I?;a'é'"g, o7t wayes Cr..cw-
zAicTiceade Cv Epuei Cy
TH YT TQOTY" 0TS YE-
7@?7&', Hmréfm 7

wolpe, 1 NgrNepwi-
c_ﬁ'aja'ej To weaggﬂa[ 7]

‘ANz 1 7 eyeply-
Ve UE, wEALW | Upds
eis T Dahidaiay.

0 3 HET&@“ edy
m;rg'_é', K_cz; £
ﬁ'c:fﬂsg Cmvé‘ah:cf}ﬁwy—

3 2 b F
Ty QAN 8 Eyw.

Kex Aeyet 2t 0 Iy
c5¢; Ap&a Aty Cm,
oTs G‘?}P&Ef.uf Cy 7Y VUR[S
TaUTY, WM 4 Ois [z]

’Mﬂae; (p.uvra'a::, TU;
a'mevro'p 22

[ _)"] Some Mil. &dd ™G l:'m;urg m this place,

OBsErvAaTIONS on Sefl. 1V,

MATTHEW.

ieg 7 7 P A e
Tore Neyey awgis o

Iﬁ}a'gg,ﬂéﬂsgtfﬁ.gg@cw-
3@&:09‘#&'%9’5 & £ CY

TH YUK)E TRUTY" yeregm':?
P, Helefo T wadpa,

w@pcbala s 'm:pvqr;.

Mera 3 o eyeplives
1E, 'é'eaufé@ vpas g ™
TaMAaiay.

’Aﬂagyge;g '-3 o Ile-
2@ émey avra, Ei €
wéﬂsg Cxavé\d;hsog'ﬁfavﬂ
cv (0, eyw goemale Cmv-
3sch:o9wopm.

"EQy aurd o Inrés
’APM ?ugy{a (o1, 074 cy
'mzfry 7] 'z;ux']i, TV &=
J\Ex']a@: Quaricasy 'rg/g
mmgwa'y Z2

loj

1t 15 in St

MatTaew. vide MiLL. & WETSTBH
[x] As the Fzaws, in the enumeration of the times of the
: mght, tonk nadce only uf cue cock-cmwmg, which compre-

hendcd
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MARK. MATTHEW.
'0 9 S wlioss el Aelet ] 6 IMerp@,
pidey, 'Eay pe dey Ky 32;@ pe Cuw ook

Cwomoloavéy (o, & pq  Sobavery, & ui oe dor-
. . .

Cs oivmgu;;a-o;.am. o~ opmaopen  Opoiw; A
abTag A o, wailes EA~  Kg wavje o pabrad
Voy. TGy

- Kat Eexa@ efg X, Tors ’é'e;geD wer aw-
piov, g w 3vapm Doy~ tov o Iness eig p;wefav
vy, % Aeyopuoy Telrnuaer” 5
Aeler wois palplass andf,  Aclesmis pabylaiz, Kab-
Kabicale oo, cws wpor-  ioele ewns, o & ek
supa, Gy 'a'gaa'ﬁgwym CitEie

Ko apghepbare T K ﬁlgég&mbwv "r

% W >3

Terpor % 7 TexaGoy % Hérpey, % 785 duo Yss
Todwks ps sawrs: %  Zebedass,

hended the third watch; {o St. MATTHEW, to give them 3
clear mformauon that PeTer would deny his Mafter sbrice
befnre Three in the morning, needed only to fay, that he would
do it * before the cock crew.” But the Romms, reckonmg
bya double crowing of the cock — the firft of which was about
Midnight, and the fecond at Three — ftood in need of a more
parucular defignation : And therefore St. MARK, to denote
the fame hour to them, was obliged to fay — < before the cock
f" crow favice.” — Juvenal ules exaltly the fame phrafe, to

{pecify the fame hour ;
~ “ Quod tamen ad cantum gall1 facit ipfe sgcunby,
% Proximus ante diem caupo 1Cigt,” = Sat, ix. 107.

S nobalo
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'OBSERVATIONS on Se&.IV.

MATTHEW.,
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JLOVELY.
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yhumg £5H 3 vaxn 72
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€ oenlopeive pel eps.

~ Ket wpoeAbay wcpoy,

/

ETECY o T LOTWTFOF

e, wposdoyoSy@r.

Kai Aéywy, Ierep
©Ey € Juyejoy &g, wap=
NeTw a7 eusE m wo-
'r'rfg;au 187 wAlw 8Y,
W Epw Serw, ar @;
ov.

Kat ?gst ﬁ'ggg T;;g
pmﬂﬂcﬁf € Loiones av-
8¢ ualddorag, 2 %, Aefes

waldidas s ovn i a usds TW l']erezo, Ovres Gk

piay wogs Y2nyspioas ;
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MARK.

)

Oule ¢ic 'za'eteamé'u.
"\ ~ / ¢
o whEup '@'EOQU‘MOV, N
9 aﬁeg aoFevys.

- Kai wahy dmreafuy
'zzrgaa‘uugcﬂa, o 700 Ao-
VOV EITT @Y,

Kai Cavspeas -
pEV aa:r:;g wa{h;u wetfel)-
davlas eay P o 6P~
Qm?tlua'i WTWY :c:ﬂuCa-

PUYGHLENDEy Ko Ta Ao

St. Mark omits our Sa-
viour’s third Pr:zjﬂ', as being
the fame with the foraer; and
only mentions histhird Return,

3\ /
W, TPATV,

) Eexs:)
75 Agfye; oW TG Kald-

3575 7 AT ?g,

Tavects [d] ;
amexs, Mo 1 Geg
105, @9’8943\:393 o b}Eg 5
avlpans i TaS YEAp9s
T apapuicy.

L
o A7

59

MATTHEW.
brle cis wepgruw. w
4w wga'@uyov, ;
N a‘é‘eg o evig,

ITeiAw e ddlrepy amr-
By TEOTYoF et 5, Ag-
Yoy, Hﬂfreg 1g, .7 A

Kot &My dpicaes
aﬁra?g warw walfldo-
@s Goay P avray o
Ecpgm}sf&a} Bsgxen,agf;as-

Kai ades aurse, di-
eAwy e, :ireaa'?;JZ:z-

l\ Y A

T0 Ci 're/w, oL THY

/\oyau €7 Y

TI;TE :ezsj ﬁreﬁ‘g re?;
‘u,arﬂ'qmg LT, :5 A&y
aumg, Kczgéfwﬂe y T
T % dveraysete E
08, nylie of wegr € ¢
yos & avfpwrns APEIE
09,) ei5 xeipas apngi-

AV,

[a] SoI venture to point the fentence —and to read inter-
rogatively — ¢ Do you f#ii/l fleep, and take your reft 7 This
makes the fenfe perfect, and confiftent with what follows.

'Eyii-
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7575?5 as Qe
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Oi 7 exibadow e
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%, CHOGTITRY QUTOYs

OBSERVATIONS o Se&. IV,

MATTHEW.
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05 wylikey o @A
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!

AND {o on tHrough the courfe of this
Chapter.

»

For more inftances of the famie kind,
the Reader i1s referred to the following

Table :
MaRrx.
Ch. i 3= 8. Ch.

16—20.

40—44..

1. 14—17.

2 3—23,

VI, I— =,
35—5T.

v, 1—=217,&c.,

¥ill, I~——10.
27-—20.

_ —39-

iX, I-—-12,

X: 1=-10.

| 32—-34—45:

Xt. 27733

Xil. 13-~27.

X, I— Q.

1 4—12.

MATTHEW.

111, 1—=0, I,
1V, 18—=22,
vill, 2— 4.
IX. Q=—TI2.
Xil. Y= 3.
Xill: g4— 58,
X1V, 15-27,32¢
XV I—=20,&C.

32—39:
Xvi. 13—10.
2028,
Xvils 1—12.
XIX. 1—15.

Xx:17-19-28,
XXl 29—=27.
XXil, 10==32.°
I— Q.
15—36.

X1V, I

XXI1V.
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MARK. - MATTHEW.
Ch. xwv. 1—25. XXV1.. 4=—20;
Xv. I—20. XXVI11.1,2,11,31.
_4-7r _6:[-
xvi. 1I— 8. ¥xvill, I— 8.

Hzence then it appears, that St, Mark
perufed the Gofpel of St. MaTTHEW,
and had it before him when he wrote his
own. This, indeed, is a point generally
acknowledged; but we are now to prove—
what will not perhaps be {o eafily grant-
ed—that he copied likewife from St.LuxE.
To this end we fhall, as before, compare a

few of the parallel places, and leave the
Reader to judge for himfelf,

EXAMPLE L

Margi.2i—28.  LUKEiv. 31—37.

- 1} » 2 -~

Kes sigrepébor’) eis Kok zarixfer eig Ko~
e \
Kamsprasp wegvasp WeAY & Ik

%Jjg;w; aizs [5], %Ev o

[#] As the cities in the Holy Land wete pretty well known
by the Perans, St Marx fays only Capernaum: But the Gre-
ciars, haviag lite or no connexion with r2a¢ country, required
2 more particular information ; and therefore St. Luke adds

=i 39 Tamazias — “acity of Galilee.”
4 705
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MARK.
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LukeE.

THEY AUTSE CF Ti; Tab<
G,

Ko %E&ﬂ'ﬁﬁa'a‘aﬁa it
A I ——
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OBSERVATIONS o7 Se&. IV:

Luke.
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WOV 'ZS 'E'gfxﬂéeg *
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LUKE V. 20-~26.
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MARK.

E A Y ! .
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dgoy 10y xpglbajoy [¢]
(%, 2, umarye eis 7 ooy
(v
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[c] St. Mark changes the xAuidier of LUKE nto x;nfg:ﬂm,
as being a word more familiar to the Remans. vid. Crcer, de

. Di?in'ﬂt- iin 63-
MarT1aL, xil, 32.

Senec. LEpift, xvii.

CaTuLr., x. 22,

0 AZNL
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Sett. IV. the Four GospPELS. rds

Tuese inftances are certainly too many
to be thought accidental, and much too
clofe and uniform to be accounted for upon
any other principle, than that of the one’s
tranfcribing from the other [4]. Nor are
thefe the only inftances: The following
Table will exhibit more; tho’ not all of
them perhaps equally ftriking:

St. MARK. St. LUKE.
Ch. i 7,8. Ch. iii. 16
o, it, 29—28. Vi, 1— .
i, 1— s. 6—10.

[4) They who argue from the Apofiles’ firft difcourfes being;
biftorical, that the falls related by them were celivered in the

fams, or nearly.the fame avords to their different hearers — and
that thofe hearers took them down in writing — which writ-

ings were handed about among believers, and became the
fource of thefe fimilarities, plainly argue againft the evidence
of Scripture, {Compare 4&sii. 22—3g. with 425111, 12—26.
X. 34— 43. and 4&s xil, 16—41. with 4&s xvii, 22—31.
¥xvi, 2—29.) and at the fame time place the Gofpels of St.
Marx and St, LukEe upon a very precarious footing. I doubt
not but many difcourfes were taken down when they were firft
-preached, as thele Gentlemen fuppofe. Noris it improbable,
that the Gofpel according to the XTI Apoffls, or,as it is other-
wifc called, according to the Hebrews, was compofed, in part
at leaft, from {uch narrations. But the genuine Gofpels fland
upon auotiery and much Jetser, foundatiop,

- F a4 v 21, |



72 OBSERVATIONS oz Se&t. IV
MARK:-_» LUKE.

Ch.  iv.21--23,25. Ch, viil, 16—18;

v. I—Io. 26~-39.
vi, 7—II. X, I~ §.
Viil. 27—31. 18-"22«.~
34—38. 1X. 1. 2327

1¥. 37—40- 43, 50.
Xil. I—I2. XX. Q==IQ.
36—4o. 45—47-

xiv. 13—10. Xxil. 8—13,

BuT here it may be _aﬂ{edl ~— If either of’
them muft be fuppofed to have copied from
the other — * Why might not St. Luke
¢ have made thefe tranfcripts from ‘the
«« Gofpel of St. MARK, rather than St.
** Mark from the Gofpel of St. LukE "

In anfwer to this, it may be obferved,

1. TuaT St. LukE has been always
confidered as an original Writer; which is
by no means the cafe of St. MaRk. For
he 1s plainly an Epltomlf’c and delivers no
fats throughout his whole Gofpel (a ﬁngle

Miracle only excepted [e]) but what’ are

recorded
[¢] Viz, the cure of the b%»d man at Beth /.?m'a, ch. vii.
as—2b. F‘-f* the cure of the deaf” and dumb man, vii, 22 —26,

is
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recorded by one or other of the two former
Byangelifts, He is often indeed very cir-
cumftantial in his narration ; and adds ma-
ny things for the fake of the Romans [ 77,
to enable them the better to underftand
his accounts. :And when you have allow-
ed him 'this, you will find little, or no-
thing more, that can properly be called his
own.

is comprehended in St. MaTTHEW’s general account, ch. Xy
29, 30. And’the Parable of the Seed, iv. 26—2g. feems to
be taken-from -MaTr. 1l 24, &c. but variedalittle in the
gircﬁ_mﬁances., | | i

[£] As a Roman might not know, how wild and uninhabit-
ed the Defarts of Arabia were, in which CurisT was tempted,
he adds, ch, 1. 13. * and was with the wild beafts.” In.ch. |
vii, 2. he cxplams: the- meaning of -the: WOrd — dz ﬂfd or com-

mon —-as it is-ufed among the Jews ; and in 3 3,4, gives an
account of the Jewifh cuftoms. And ch. xv. 21, having men.

tioned S1mown  the Cyremian, as the perfon they compelled to
bear'the crofs, he adds—that he was “-the father of Apexan-
“ per -and Rurus” — becaufe both thefe perfons refided at
Rome, and were known to the Roman Chriftians, .See Rom,
xvi. 13. And perhaps the young man, mentioned ch. xiv.
5 1, §2, Was a Reman ; whofe curiofity m1ght lead him to know

the cawfe of the tumult; and, being &: ﬁranger, mlght be the,
{ooner fufpeted, and therefore apprehended. He had perhaps
qften told the ftory at Rome; and the Evangelift thought pro-

?f:r to cunﬁm ite  In this llght 1t makes a good argument..

BesIiDES,



54 OBSERVATIONS on Se&. IV,

BesiDEs, if is apparent,

2. TraT St. MARK makes quick and
frequent tranfitions from one Evangelift to
the other; and blends their accounts, I
mean their words, in fuch a manner as is
utterly inexplicable upon any other foot-

ing, than by fuppofing he had both thefe
Gofpels before him.  Qf this the Reader

will find a {pecimen purpofely inferted in
ExampiLe Il p. 66, 67. and again in
ExampLE IV. p. 67—70. And if he
ftands in need of further confirmation, hg
may compare St. MARK, ch. xil. 13—27.
with MATTH. xx1i. 16— 32. and LUkE
xx. 20— 38 ; where he will find, if T am
not miftaken, asample a proof of f{uch a
commixture of phrafes and fentences, as
can well be defited.

IT is, moreover, worthy of our notice, -

3. TuaT St. LuKE agrees much oftener
with St. MATTHEW, than he does with
St. MARK, in places commean to bozh; yea,
and 1n places too, where' the former is very
concife, and the latter very difufe, in his
narration ; which, confidering the copiouf-
nefs and exuberance of St. LukEg’s fiyle,

could
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could hardly have been the cafe, had he not
written before St, Mark | g], and left tq
him only the province of enlarging on what
he had delivered.
App to this,

[ £] But this, it will perhaps be objected, is to contradict the
accounts of the ancient Fathers, who all affert that St. Luke
wrote later than St. Mark; and the place he holds m the
‘manufcript copies of the New Teftament is a proot that their
affertion is well founded. But the Ancients are not {o unani-
mous in this point, as fome are willing to beheve. For Cre-
MENS ALEXANDRINUS, a writer of the fecond century, reciting
a tradition relative to the order and difpofition of the Gofpels,
which he had received from Prefbyters of more ancient times,
fays, ¢ that the Gofpels which contain the Gencalogies were firft
«¢ Written.“-w—fm‘gny&]éagq:ﬁm E’lpysv T Ex]mr 'yE?.{m# Ta @%Exﬁﬂap Tﬁ:
'ﬂ(.vm?smfyizq-ﬂpud Euses. Hift. EFC]. 1ib. \t’i. C. 4. Sq thﬂ':t,
according to the moff ancient account, St. LukEe wrote, as I
have here fuppofed, before St. Mark. And with refpeét to
" the place he 1 obferved to hold in manufcript copies, little ot
nothing can be inferred from thence, .For by #bar rule.we
fhould conclude the AcTs to be written later than the Gofpel
Uf St. Jonn, Not that the cammon order of the Golf] pels 1s al-
ways obferved in M. vid. WersTEwn. Proleg. n. ge. p. 56.
& ad fin. MatTa. Butthough we allow that it generally is,
yet ’tis greatly to be fufpeQed, that the Gofpel of St. Marx
ot at firlt the precedence of St. Luxe’s, jult in the fame way,
and for the fame reafon, that St, PavuL’s Epiftle to the Romans
czme to be placed tefore the others that were prior to it in
point of time—that is, from a regard to the perfons to whom
it was written. vide TreoruyiacT. Argum, Epitt. ad Roa,

4. THE
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4. The conclufion that arifes from the
date of his Gofpel. For tho’ the date of it
be fomewhat uncertain, yet, upon every
+ fuppofition, it comes down lower than St;
Luke’s, and affords us thereby fufficient
reafon for attributing all the fore-mention-
ed fimilarities to St. MARK’s infpetion of
that prior Gofpel. In {fupport of this de-
ducion, we have nothing to do but to fix
the date; And the date may be fettled by
the following obfervations.

TuaT the Chriftian Religion had made
2 confiderable progrefs in the world before
St. MARK wrote his Gofpel, is evident
from his own words, For then, he tells
us, the Apoftles had gone forth, and
«« preached every where[5]"—i.e. through-.
out the whole Roman Empire, and even
among the barbarous nations. A circum-
ftance that muft needs extend the date of
its publication far beyond the time that
THEOPHYLACT mentions, or the Greek
{fub{criptions place 1t at.

THAT this Gofpel was written at Rame,
for the ufe of the Chriftians there, many

[£] Ch. xv1, 2o,

of
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of the Ancients pofitively affert [7]: And:
there are feveral #nternal charalers to be
found in it, which plainly countenance and
confirm their affertion.~—S0 far the current
of T'radition runs in one channel; but here
it divides, and carries us different ways.
. Ir we credit the accounts of CLEMENS
and PAarias, and fuppofe this Gofpel to
have been compofed at the requeft of the
Roman Converts, as an abftra&.of what St.
PETER had preachéd among them [£];
then we fhall be forced to conclude.it was
written about the year Lvi—a little Jater
‘than the reputed time of that Apofile’s ar-
rival at Rome [/]. |

-BuT fince it is almofk demonﬁrably evi-
dent, that St, PETeR had not been at Rome

[/] See notes [¢] [~] above, P. 50, 51. and ATHANASII
Synopf. S. Script. p. 155. Hieronym. Com: in- Marc.
Procem,

[#] Evuses. Hift. Eccl. 1ib. ii. c. 1. libs iil. ¢, 39. & lib.
Vi, L. 14 -

[/] LacTantivus, in his book De Mortibus Perfecut. cap, M.
brings him to Rome in the beginning of NEro's reign, about
the year Lv ; and is certainly much nearer the truth than Ev-
. seB1us, who (Hift, Eccl, Iib. ii. ¢, 14.) reprefents him preach-
tag there in the reign of CLavup1vus.

111
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in the year Lviir {m]i we muft neceffarily

drop this part of the ftory, and attend only
to the motions of St. MARK:

Now it appears from undoubted autho=
fnity, that he always accompanied {ome or

other of the Apoftles in their journies. The
Ancients agree i1 making him the familiar
Companion of St. PETER ; who, in 1 PET,
v. 13. {peaks of a MARK, and calls him
< his Son”. This Mark they fuppofed

to be the Evangelift, and the fame perfon

‘with him Who is meritioned by that name

{#] 1t 1s obfervable; fays Dr: WaiTsy, Pref.. to the Epft.
to the Romans, that among all the falutations which St, PavL
{ends to thofe of Rome, he hath notone direfted to St. PeTed ;
sor doth he give us any hint that St. Peter then had ever
" been at Rome, or planted any Church there ; which, as it malzes
it highly probable he had not then been there at all, fo doth
it make it certain that St. Paur, knew not of his being there
when this Epiifle was inditéd—in the year of our Lord L111.
And again, in his note on thefe words—¢* I am ready to preach
« the Gofpel to you that are at Rome alfo, ch. 1. 15.—he adds,
« Tt feems highly probable, that St. PETER wds not yet come
“ t0 Rere, much lefs had fettled his See there; forif {o, why
¢ fhould St. Pavy be {o defirous, {o often purpofing, to come
¢ to them, thar ke might impart fome fpiritual gift to them; to
“¢ the end they might be eftablifbed, ¥ 11. unlefs St. PETER was
¢ either anfufficient fory or very negligent in; that work,” Sea

alfo Cave’s Life of St. PETER, § xi. p. 42

n
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in the twelfth of the AcTs :—from whence
we may eafily account for the ihtimécy‘
and connexion he maintained Wlth St. Pp-
TER [#].

ButT he fometimes likewife accompa=

nied Sf. PJ},UL ; and particdlarly in his
firft travels among the Gersitiles [a]. After-
wards indeed he {eparated from hims buf

we find him again with St. PAuL in Rome
at the time of his firft inprifonment. For

in his Epiftle to Pairemon, direted from:
thence in the year Lx111, he reckons him,

ver. 24, among his Fellow-Labourers.
When, and upon what account, he came

there, we know not; but it appears from

{#) VicTor. Pref. in Marc. in Caten, Patr.

[e] Baryanas and Saur—took with'th'ﬂm Jorw, whofe
¢ {urname was Marxk,” 485 xii. 25, GroT1US, in his Prolen«
ad Marcr Ev;.ngel {uppofes that the Marx here mennoned
was a different perfon from Mark the Evangelift; but the
reafons he urges are, I think, of fo little force, that we may fill
fafely conclude with Werstein — ¢ Nihil vetat, quo minus
‘ fimpliciter cum Vicrors & TrreornyLACTO hunc eundem
“ Marcunm intellignrﬁus, quoties illius nomen in A&tis &
“ Epiftolis reperimus.” Proleg, in Marc. Evang, See Lazp-
NER's Supplement &c. vol.I. c.vii, p.155-—160. LicHTFOOTs

Works, vol. I p. 336. fol. Micuaenis’s Introd. Ledt. § xci.
p. 220.

Colyff.
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Colgf]. iv. 10, that he departed {oon after sewet
and probably never returned. ' For in the
year ixvl, towards the clofe of his laft
confinement, we find the Apoftle exprefl-
ing his earneft defire to fee him, as one that
was ufeful to him and his Miniftry [$].

Ir St. MARK then wrote his Gofpel;
as the Ancients unanimoufly affirm, at
Rome ;. the foregoing limitations will una-
voidably conftrain us to date its publication
about the end of the yearLx11, or the be-
ginning of LXIII; the ninth of the Emperor
Nero [g)s A time when the Church
ftcod in need of every relig:iqus confolation;
to fupport itfelf under the afflitive weight
of a dreadfully cruel perfecution [#].

[r this be adrmtted, it will be eafy to
account for his tranfcribing fo much, as

[ #] 2 Tim.iv. 11.

[7] St. Jerome indeed reports, Procem. in ‘Magre. that he
died the year before, viz. the e:ghth of Nero. Bat herein he-
3s little to be credited, fince it is evident from IrEx g us, lib.
fii. . 1. that be far outlived thar Pemd See CJWE s L:fr.f.i of

the £p. p. 150. Mark, § 4.

{r] About this time began the firft general perfecution ;
when the Chriftians at Rome were treated by the Emperor with
z]l the inftances of {corn and-cruelty, Evses. Hift. Ecdl.
iib. i, ¢, 2. C. Corxe TactT. Annal, Jib. xv. .
Ww¢eE
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we {yppofe -him to have done, from the
Gofpel .of St. Luke. For he could not
fail of being well acquainted with that
Gofpel; fincethe Author of it then lived
at. Rome, and labourcd with him in the
ferviee of Chriftianity [s]. And probably
one great reafon of St. Pauvr’s withing
afterwards to fee him, as a perfon ufeful

10 the Roman Church [£], might arife from
-the confideration of the fpecxa‘ influence,

which he experienced §t. MaRrk had gained
~over them, by the favour he had done
them, in penning this Gofpel for 1heu‘
fervice and ule. |
-WHAT has been fid 13 fufficient, we
hope, ta illuftrate the defign, and afcer-
tain the dates; of thefe three Gofpels.
But in clearing thefe points we have opened
the way to feveral conclufions of no mean
importance : two of which we thall now
proceed to draw out to theif full extent.

From the Collatlons here made, it
plainly appears,

I:] Philem. ver. 24. (4] 2 Tim. i 11
a G 1. Taar
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1. TuaT the Evangelifts not only per-
ufed, but allfo tranfcribed, each others
Writings ; and confequently, that the ar-
gument commonly urged in {fupport of the
credibility of the Gofpel-Hiftory, * and
founded on the contrary opinion, is at.laft
founded on a common miitake. For thus
they reafon [#]. ¢ The facred Hiftorians
< agree in their accounts, and yet knew
““nothing of each others Writings; they':di&
<« not therefore write in concert, and forge
¢« thefe accounts, but were feverally:guided
«¢ by the real exiftence of the fats related.”
True indeed it is, that they neither forged
thelr accounts, nor wrote in concert; for
they wrote at different times, in different
places, and with different views : yet, fo
far is it from being true, that the later
Evangelifts never confulted what the for-
mer had written before them, that the
very reverfe has, I prefume, been already
demonftrated. They perufed, recommend-

ed, and copied each other. And 'happy

[#]Pr=f. NiceT = ad Symb. Evang. in Caten. Patr. Grzc.

in- Matth, vide etiam I-Tammw & CLericr Pief, 2d An-
-7iotationes, &c.

it
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it is, as will hereafter appear, for the caufe
of Chriftianity, that they really did {o.
-+ BuT how, then, came they not to avoid
-the many contraditions obfervable among
them? Thefe are only /feeming contradic-
tions; and vanifh moft of them, on a
clofe comparifon of- the feveral paflzages :
and were we fufficiently acquainted with
the circumftances of the facts; thé views of
the Relators; the turns of their expreffi-
ons, and the method they ufed in their
computations; the reft would . doubtlefs
‘immediately difappear; and the feveral
‘Gofpels: would perfe@ly correfpond. with
‘each other. - .
. '.FROM the - fame Collations, we may
likewife infer, |
2. Tuar St. MATTHEW'S Gofpel, if
not originally written in Greek, was yet
very early tranflated into that Language ;
and that the prefent Verfion, if we muft
néeds have it to be a Verfion, is of equal
authority with the Gree£ Text of the other
Golpels ; that 15, of authority truly divine.
St. MArk and St. Luxe adopted it as
fuch : and what weight can the furmifes

-G 2 of

»
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of fome credulous Fathers carry in oppofi~
tion to their infallible judgment ?

BuT it 15 now time to go on with our
defign, and examine the contents of the
. remaining Gofpel, viz. that of St. Jonn,

SECT. V.

NO fooner was the Chriftian Church
eftablifhed, but 1ts do&rines were obfcured,
debafed, and corrupted by errors and he-
refies of various kinds.—~The firft Heretics,
who.{et up their own opinions againft the
truths delivered to them, aflumed the ge-
neral Name of Gmoffics, 1. e. ¢ knowing
Men”; and made extraordinary pretenfions
to {uperior light and knowledge [x] This
falfe fcience appeared early in the days of
the Apoftles; and is probably that of
which St. Pavr fpeaks, when he warns
TiMoTHY to “avold profane and vain
< babblings, and oppofitions. of ScCIENCE

[+] Adverfantar Traditioni, dicentes fe non {olum Prefby-
teris, fed etiam Apoftolis exiflentes fapientiores, finceram
invenifle veriatem,  Irex. cont. Haref, Lib, 1. . 2.

«« falfely
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«¢ falfely fo called ; which {fome profefling,
¢ have erred concerning the Faith [4].”
OF all the heretical notions founded on
Philofophy and vaz Learning, none made
1 quicker progrefs in the world, or were
nore injurious to the truths of the Gofpel,
han thofe originally embraced by the Ni-.
wlaitans, and afterwards propagated by
Esion and CerinTHUs. Thefe notions,
therefore, the¢ Governors of the Church
were obliged in duty to refute and extir-
pate. They prevailed moft in Afua [2].
And accordingly we find, that the Afian
Bithops defired St. Jorn, who had been
the beloved Difciple of CurisT, and
as it were his bofom-friend, to draw up
a confutation of them [a], that, in com-
pliance with their requeft, he wrote his
Gofpel, in which he endeavoured to ex-
tirpate the errors that had been propagated

[y] 1 Tim. vi. 20,21, [2] Epipnan. Haref, 28, (4]
Joanxes—fcripfit Evangelium, rogatus ab Afiz Epifcopis,
adverfos Cerintrum aliofque Hareticos, et maxime tunc
Ebionitarum dogma confurgens, qui aflerunt Ciir1sTUM ante
Mariam non fuiffe—Hieronys. Cat. Script. Eccl, in voce
Joannes. Vide etiam ejufdem autoris Comment. in MaTTH,

Proem. ‘
o G 3 by
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by CeriNTHUS, and long before his time
by the Nicolaitans, a {fe& of thofe who are
falfely called Guoffies [4].

WE are therefore to confider his Gofpel,
not merely as an hiftorical narrative, but
alfoas a polemrc tra®t, defigned to confute
the errors of CERINTHUS, and ather He-
retics of the fame ftamp [¢]. The me-

{5] Haae fidem annuncians Joanyes Domini difcipulus,
volens per Evangehi annunciatiorem auferre eum, qui 2 Ce-

rixTao infeminatus erat hominibus, Errorem, et multo
prins 2b his qui dicuntur Nicolaitz, qui funt vulfio ejus quz
f:lfo 1CUUEDIEiIlntu1' {tientiz, &c. Irsx. Lib. jii. c. 11,
[c]\lr Laxre (Prolegom. in Joaw.) Dr. LARMER (Suppl.

to Cred, Vol. 1.) and feveral others ﬂrenuouﬂy contend, that it
could never be the intention of the Evangelift to confute thefe
Heretics, becanfe they did not appear in the world, till fome-
dme af?er the publication of this Gofpel. But 1t 15 evident
from Irexzus (Lib. il c. 3.) that CeriNTHUS was cotem-
posary with St. Joux-—and from Eripaanius (Hzr. 28.) that
ke began <ery eardy to fow tares in the Church. The Nico-

Initans are menticoed Rev. fi. 6. and 15. Nor is there any room

to donbt but the Gnoffics corrupted the Chrifhan Faith, almoft
as fror as St. PavuL eftablithed 1t. 1 Tim. vi, 20,21. And
25 this was the cafe, it certamly became the concern of' the
Evangelift, fo to order the ceconomy of his Gofpe] as to
render it an antidote to the fatal poifon of thefe prevalﬁng He-
refies. And fince it is univerfally allowed, that they may alf
ke contuted by it, dees it not plainly follow, that it was pur-

Eo*’cly written with a view to confute them ?

4 R th?d:r

i
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thod he employed for this purpofe was, to
fet forth at large the Difcourfes of CHRIST
which difproved their notions, and to-re-

count the Miracles which confirmed thofe
Difcourfes. And how conclufive this

method of argumentation was, appéars
from the conduct of his opponents ; who

had no other way of eluding its force, than
by totally rejeting his Gofpel [d].

In order therefore to underftand the
fcheme and difpofition of this Gofpel, we -

muit firft examine the tenets of CEriIN-

THUS, in oppofition to which we {uppofe
it to have been purpofely written.

Now the opinions attributed to CERIN-
THUS are chiefly thefe,

[4) The Ebionites, Cerf::z‘!r:':;ﬂ.r, and other Heretics of the
like caft, received only the Gofpel of St. MarTacw, and

and that not in its purity, as appears from the following tefti-
monies. Eblonzi ¢o folo, qued eft fecundum MarTTHEUM, -

Bvangelio utuntur. Irew. Lib. 1. ¢, 26. et Lib. iii. c. 11,

InEvangelio (fcil. MaTTs.) quo utuntor Nazareiet Ebicnitee.
Hieron. Com. MaTT. c. xii. com. 13. Per Nazarenos in-
telligendi {funt Hezretici, ifto nomine {efe appellantes, de qui-
bus Epiphanius Her. 2¢. agit, qui ut in dogmatibus cum Eb;-
enitis confpirarynt, ita et uno Evangelio ufi funt, Gras.

{picileg, Patr. fecul, 1. p. 13. :
| G4 Hz
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Hz believed,.

1. THAT the moft hi gh Gop was entirely
unknown before theappearance of CHRIST;
and dwelt-in a remote Heaven, called

MAzeupa with the chief Spirits or Lons e
2. TraT this {upreme Gop firft gene-
rated an on‘“-beﬂottenSon, MONOI'ENHZ,
who sgain begat the Word, AOTOE, which
was inferior to the Firft-born[ f1].
3. TuAT CurisT wasaftill lower Zo,
tho’ far fuperior to fome others [g]. |
4. TeaT toere were two high Zors,
diftin& from CHRIST ; one called ZQH or
the Life, and the other@0zor the Light [4].
§. THAT from the Zsns again proceed-
ed inferior orders of Spirits ; and partiCu-

fe] Ircy, adverfus Hzrnfes, I_lb 1. Cap. 1. in pnnc:p et
paffim 2liti. For what i fzid there of the F’nifnrm:am Is equally
trae of the C fmzd:am{, who maintaned the fa._me principles
before them. g i

[£] Icitivm quidem effe Monogonen, Logon autc;ﬁ Yergqi
Elinm { uﬁaemu Irew, L5, 1. cap. 11,

[£] Alterum vero de fupenﬂnhus CﬂRISTUJ Irex. ubj
f; s | , |

(5] Se... Gror. Proem. Com. in Joaxn. and Mrcmams

e, on the New Tefament. § ci, p. 248, Eng, Ed.

I larly
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larly oné DEMIuRGUS, who created this
vifible World out of eternal matter [7],

6. TuaT this DEMIURGUS Was igno-
rant of the fupreme Gop, and much lower
than the Zons which were wholly invifi-
ble [4].

7. THAT he was however the peculiar
Gop and Prote@or of the Ifraelites, and
fent MosEes to them, whofe laws and in=<
junétions. were to be of conftant and perpe-‘

tual obllgatlon /1.

{7] DEMIVRGUS perficiebat fabricationem conditionis, i. e.

creationis. IREw. Lib. iii. cap. 11,

~ [#) Cerintrus in Afia, nor a primo Do faltum effe
mundum, docuit, fed a virtute quadam valde feparata, et
diftante ab ea principaﬁtate; que eft fuper univerfa, et igno-
rante eum qui eft fuper omnia Deum, Irex. Lib. 1. cap.
25. & alibl, A virtute aliqua valde deorfum fubjeda, et ab.
icifla ab eorum communicatione, qua funt invifibilia et inno-
minabilia,  Lib, iii, cap. 11,

[/] Ex Do per varias emanationes cfie angelos (vel ange-
lum DEMivrcum opificem) qui hune condiderint mundum ; &
" quorum numero angelorum fuciit quoque D e us, 1lle Judzorum,
qui veterem inflituic ceconomiam, ViTringa apud Bupnrun,
Eccl, Apoft. Cap. v. § 5. De Ceriuthianis equidem talia tra-
duntur, ex quibuscolligas, haud procul cos a picadapoftolorum
diftiplina abfuiffe, quod fcilicet neceffitatem legis Mofaicze
ftatuennt, Piurinlﬁquc Inftituta Mofaica retinuerint. BUDDEL
Eccl. Ap. Cap. iil. § 1. Mosagn, Inftin, Hit. Chrtian,
Antig. feft. 1. p, il cap. v. § 10,

8. THAT
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8. THAT Jesus was.a mere Man, the
real Spn of Josepuand Mary [m].

9. THAT the £on, CHRIST, defcended
upon him 1n the form of a Dove when he
was baptized ; revealed to him the un-

known Father, and lmpowered him to
work Miracles [#].

10. THAT the £on, Light, entered into

Jorn the Baptift, in the fame manner as
CrRIsT entered into Jesus; and there-

fore that Joun was, in fome refpe&s,ltoq
be preferred to our Saviour [o].

[m] Jzsoas antem fubjecit (CerinTrus,) non ex virgine’
natom; (impoffibile enim hoc el vifum eft) foiffe 2utem eum
Joserr et Marix filium, fimiliter ac reliqui omnes homines,

et plos potnrﬁ'e juftitii, et prudenna et fapientia ab ﬂmnrhus.
Irex. Lib. i. cap. 23.

" [#] Poft baptifmum defcendiffe in eom, ab ea Principalitate
quz eft fuper omnia, CurisToM, figura columba, et tanc an-
nunciafle incognitam Patrem, et virtutes perfeciffe. IReN. ubs
fupra, | )

- fo] Erant et qui Joannis Baptifte feltatores quam Jes v
dici mallent, fays Grorius in Joan. He 2adds indeed ad
Jakterfugiendam cricem—<¢ in order to avoid the fhame of the
“ crofs ;7 which might be the cafe with fome: and yet others,
efpecially thofe who adopted the maxims and practices of the

Efferss, might do it from an opinion of the Bapt:ft’s fuperior
banthty. vid. Irex, L. il c. 2.

11. Taat
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11. TuaT when Jesus had propagated
the knowledge of Gob, - and came to fufs.
fer, CurysT left him, and fled into the
Pleroma, or upper-moft Heaven. And
confequently - that Jesus only f{uffered,
whilft CHRIST, beirig a fpiritual Aon, re-
mained impaffible [ p]. ,

12. THAT Jesus CarisT fhould reign
on Earth for the fpace of a thoufand years;
and that his Difciples fhould live in carnal
delights, and all kmds of fenfual enjoy-
ments [}, -

[#] In fine autem revolaffe iterum Cyristuwm de Jusv,, et
Jesum paifum eﬂ'e, et refurrexiffe - CurisTuM autem 1mpaf

fibilem perfeveriffe, exiftentem fpiritalem. Iren. Lib. i. c.
zg. et lib, iii. ¢. 11. p. 217. Ed. Grab,
[g) "A0d § KignbO—niyur, 451 ol o e
70 Broineioy 78 Xpigt" 1 wah E{;ﬂﬁtfpdﬁ;; o ﬁﬁ‘nr:ﬂg 9 IEPHE%?;};E
THY CaIXe TIOMTSUOREYN duAeem, x, Ex,ﬂgégt ﬁwégxmr Tais yeaPais
25 Ost, apbudy yihodlzstias v yapy fogric ey mAagy Myer
windar. Sed et CERINTHUS—affirmans poff refurreflionen reg-
R CHRISTI in ferris f iturum, ac rurfus homines - Iﬁerqﬁ;{ymu
a’fgﬂu'a.r mp:d:tafzﬁm ct w]aptar: corporis, obnoxios ﬁre——addlt-
que boftis ille divinarum feripturarum mille annorum fpatium in
nuptialibus feftis ivanfalum ivi quo facilius imperitos bomines de-

cipiat. Buses. Hift, Eccl Lib, 1ii,c. 28, AUGUSTm de
Herel, ¢, vi,

SO‘ME_
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Somt of the Cerinthian && denied alfo
the Refurre@ion of the Dead ;—and many
of them maintained, -that JESUS CHRIST
was not yet tifen [7]:

Ir we enter the Gofpel with thefe arti-
cles, we fhall foon perceive how conducive
they are to the explanation of it. Not
only particular paffages will derive from
them great light; but the whole will ap-

pear to be a compleat work—regular, clear,
and conclufive.

IT may proper]} be divided into THREE
parts.

Tuc Firft comprehends the DocTriNES
to be maintained; which are contrary to
thofe of Cerinthus, 1. 1—18.

THE Second contains the' Proofs of thefe
Do&rines, delivered in an hiftorical man-
ner, i. 1g—XX. 2Q.

Tue Third is a Conclufion or Appendix,
oiving fome account of the Perfon of the
Writer, and of the view he had in penning
this Gofpel, xx. j0. to the end.

[r] Durix’s Hift. of the Church, Vol. If. Eng. E,d. 121n0.
p- 31.—Cave’s Lives of the Apoft. p. 124. St. Jonn, § 1.

THE
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Tre Dotrines laid down in the firft
Part, as contra-pofitions to -the. tenets of
CERINTHUS, may be reducéd to the fol-
lowing heads ; where the Evangelift afferts

1. THAT CHRIST is the Logos or Word
of Gonb. .

2. THAT the Lagos and Mmoge;'ze.r are
not diftinét b.elpgs, but one and the fame
perfon, 1. 14. | .

3. THAT CHRIST or the Logos is not
an inferior Zlon, but Gop, 1. 1.

4. TuAT he perfeétly knew the fupreme
Gop, bemg always with him in the Plk-

roma, 1. 18.

¢. THAT he is not to be dlﬁmgul[hed
from the DEMIURGUS, for he is the
Creator of the whole World, i. 3, 10.

6. Tuat L 7fe and Lzght are not particu-
lar and feparate Spirits, but the fame with
the Logos and Cur1sT, i. 4, 7—9. 17. And
therefore that CﬁRIST, the Logos, Lfe,
Light, the aﬂgy-éegaz‘z‘m, are not dlf’rm&
Zons, but one and the fame divine perfon [.r]

[s] Unuset idem oftenditur Logos et Monogenes; et Zoe
et Phos, et foter et Curistuys filins Det, et hic idem incarna-
tus pro nobis, Iren, Lib. i, ¢, i § zo.

7. THAT
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. THAT no particular Zoz entered into
Joun the Baptift by the. name of Light,
to communicate to him a fuperior Know<
ledge of the divine Will, 1. 8 ; but that hs
wids a mere man, and, tho’ infpired; much
inferior to Jesus, being only the Fore-
riinner of him, 1.6, 8, 1s. |

3. TuaT the fupreme Gob was not efi-
tirely unknown before the time of CHRIsT;
for men had received fuch -lights on- this
head, under the various difpenfations thro’
which they paffed, that it was their own
fault, if they remained ignorant, i. 9, 10:

9. THAT the Fews were not the pecu-
liar people of an inferior Gop, fuch as the
DeMmivurcus; but of CurisT himfelf,
the only-begotten Son of Gop, 1. 11.
10 TuAT in the fulnefs of time the
Son of Gob took upon him human nature,
and became Man, 1. 14.

11. TuAT he abolithed the Law of
Moses, which was only - the fhadow of
good things to come, and in its ftead in-
troduced the fubftance, or the very things
fignified by 1it, i. 17.

AND
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- AND laftly;
. 12. THAT the _‘fffw has .no more right

in this -divine perfon, and the privileges
conferrcd thro’ hlm, than_the Gentile- HE

for whoever believes in-him,becomes thered
by a'Child of Gob, and-is entitled by
that adoption to a glorious 1nhcr1tance, 1.
_12, 13

* TrEsE ‘propofitions ‘being fettled; . the
'Evangehﬁ proceeds to the proofs of themn’;
which he delivers in the way of Hiftory,

as being ‘all exprefled or ‘plainly implied in
‘the Difcourfesand Tranfa&ions of our Sa-
viour. Let us therefore purfue the thread
of the Hiftory, in order to difcover .what
‘proofs arife from the feveral . tranfa@ions
and {peeches of CurisT, recorded by this
'Evangehf’c And, ~ -
1. Joun the Baptift himfelf confeﬁ'e% to
the Few:fb Priefts, that he is much wferor
“to Jesus~—refers his own Difciples to him,
“who acknowledge him to be the MEssian,

“and are confirmed in this Faith by a Mi-
“tacle, 1. 19—11. 11,

{+] OricEw. Philogal. c. i p. 17. Ed. Srencer.

2. AFTER
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2. AFTER this Jesus conduéts himfelf
at Ferufalem, as the Lord of - the Temple,
ii, 12—2 5.—reveals himfelf to Nicopzs
‘MUs, as the only-begoiten Son of Gop—y
fhews the defign of his coming into the
world—and the neceflity of believing in
him, iii. 1-—21.

Trex follows an add1t1onal Tefhmony
of Joun the Baptift to the fuperiority: of
CurisT, and the excellency of his ordi-
nances, ii. 22—30.

Jesus vifits the Samar am—declares
himfelf to be the CurisT—and foretells
the abolition of the Levitical Wor{hl_p, 1V.
-.1—42

‘Then, by a fecond Miracle, he demon-=
ftrates his divine miffion in his own coun-
try, where it was moft difputed, iv. 43—
54-

As a farther proof of the future abroga-
tion of the Ceremonial Law, Jesus works
a Miracle on the Sabbath, and vindicates
his conduét—declares himfelf to be the
Son of Gop, and exhibits various evidences
of his mifhcn, v. 1—47.

THEN,
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"TuseN, to thew that he was the End of
the Law, he fibflitutes himfelf -in*the’
room’ of the Légal Sacrifices; and com-
riiands the f)édpl'c, ‘'who were ufed to feaft
on forné of thofe' Sacrifices, to esz his qu[/:
and drink ‘his Blhod. And to convincé them
that he was ttuly the Bread of Life, he
ihiractiloufly feeds above five thoufand of
them with five barley loaves, vi. 1-=71.
 Tur Peoplé being difpofed by this Mi=
racle to make him a King; Jests diclaims
4ll ‘tempotdl * views—urges farther ' the
Proofs of his divine miffion,—and prom1fes

the afliftance of the I—Ioly Spirit to all true
Behevers, vit, f—351.

Hr declarés Kimfelf tobe the nght of
the World—reproves the Feivs for rejeting

him—promifes Immortality to-his Follow=
ers—and fpeaks 'of his own éxiftence as
prior tolthdt of Abrabam, viii. 12—359.
"I proof ‘of His being the Light of -the
world, he reftorés a blind man to fight—
and iirarns thé:]éilv‘s of that judicial Dark-
#efs, ander Wthh they were foon to be

fealed wp, for Pervertmg {o bafely thofe
H . means
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means of knowledge that were gracioufly
offered to them, ix. 1—41I.

AFTER this he reprefents himfelf as
the Door of the Sheepfold; and tells the
Pharifees, who called themfelves the Shep-
herds of the people, that they ¢ who en-

<« tered not by the door into the Sheepfold,
¢ but climbed up {fome other way,” what-.

ever charalter they might aflume, were
in reality no better than thieves and rob-
bers. A reflexion which the Chriftians of
thofe days could hardly avoid applying to
CerINTHUS and other Herefiarchs. Then
follows a defcription of a good Shepherd
arnd an Hireling, which may be looked up-
on as a kind of tefi, w'hereby- to judge of

the different conduc of the Apoftles and
Heretics, &c. x. 1—42.

Jesus performs a fignal Miracle in the
prefence of a large number of people;
which was attended with this peculiar cir-

cumftance,—that it was wrought after an
exprefs invocation of Gop, that he would

apply it to'the confirmation of what -our
‘Saviour had taught, xi. I<—44. Obferve

particularly ver. 41, 42.
"THEN
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THEN follows a brief account of the
different effets which this Miracle pro-
duced on the minds of the Jews :(—fo dif-
ferent, that though .it won upon many of

the People, it exajj?mzted moft "of the
Priefls; xi. 45—57." Xil, I==1Ti
CHRisT rides in triumph to }‘emﬁlem;
and "1s proclaimed King of Ifrael. The
Greeks, who may be confidered as the firft-
fruits of the Gentiles, apply to him, and
are-admitted. He addrefles them in terms
{uitable to the occafion-—and his Do&rine
15 confirmed by a Voice from Heaven, xii.
12—30.:° |
SoME intimation being now given, that <
the Gentiles were to be admitted into the
Chriftian Church,  Jesus inftitutes the
Law of Hofpitality [#], and delivers to
H 2 ~ his

(%} Wafhing the Feet was commonly, ii the Eqﬂem coun-
tries, the firft kindnefs thewn to a Traveller, who was to be

hofpitably received : Gen. xviii. 4. Xix. 2. xliil, 24. whence
it-came to be ufed for hofpitality in general, 1 Tim. v. 10.
When our Saviour therefore walhed the feet of his Difciples,
and taught them to condefcend in like manner to their inferi-

ors, it amounted to the fame thing, as if he had inflituted and
eitablithed the law of hofpitality among all his future Follow-

€18,
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his Difciples a2 new Commandment, that
they fhould love one another as Brethren,
without diftinGion, and as Membérs of
the fame Church, xi. I—35. |
TueN he informs them, in-a long Difa
courfe, thata perpetual and intimate union
with him, their Head, is indifpenfably ne-
ceffary to falvation ;—and that, after his
departure, he would fend down the Holy
Spirit,. who fhould guide them into all
truth, and enable them to fulfil his come
mandments, xiv. I-—I§. Xvi. 33.
ArTER this, Jesus recommends his
Difciples, &c. to the Father, in a pathetic
and memorable Prayer; and at the fame time
teftifies, that none of his Apoftles was loft,

but Jupas IscarioT, Xvil. 1—26. As
this Prayer was favourably heard, and the

Apofiles were afterwards endowed with
extraordinary powers, it afforded an argu-

ers. Now as Strangers are the Obje@s of this Law, and not
Perfons who live in the fame Community, it was indeed, in the
firiteft fenfe, 2 nEw Commandment to #bem, who thought it
their Duty ¢ to avoid thofe of another nation;” Afls x. 28.
See MicHaeL1s’s Introd. Let. § citi. p. 254; to whom I am
indebted for this, -and many other obfervations on the prefent
{ubject,

ment
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ment, agdinft CEriNTHUS, of the divine
Authority of the Doctrines they taught.

THEN follows a particular account of
our Saviour’s Paffion, adapted to prove
that he did not dic as a mere Man, xviii. 1.
XIX: 42,

- Axp alfo of h1s Refurretion, in oppo--
ﬁtmn, to thofe, who denied that he was
rifen, XX. I—29.

- 'THE firft part of the Appendix contains

a declaration of the end which the Evan-
gehﬁ had in view, when he penned this
account : namely, that his Readers mlght
be convinced thereby, that ¢« Jesus is
¢ the CHRIST, the Son of Gop*”;—and
confequently that the notions and tenets of

CerINTHUS were altogether falfe and he-
retical.

THE fecond part relates to himfelf, and
feems to have been added as a confutation
of the opinion, which fome entertained,
that St. JouN wasnot to die. An opinion
-~ that ‘might have weakened his authority,

‘had he {uftered it to pafs unrefuted.

* Choxx. 31, . [x] Chyxxi. 23.
H 3 THE
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THE only thing that remains is to fettle
the Date of this Gofpef,iwﬁich, according
to the unanimous fuffrage of the Ancients,
was written the laft of all the Four ~tho’
at what time cannot be- determined: from
their ftrangely various and contradiGory
Accounts. Let us therefore confult the
Gofpel itfelf, and -fee what infermation
may be collected from thence.

Now the Gofpel contains one or two
particulars, which plainly intimate that
it was not written till after the Death. of
St. PETER. For had he been then living,
Stv Joun would have undoubtedly fuppref-
{fed his name, as the other Evangelifts had
done, in the account of his affault on the
High-Prieft’s fervant, for fear of expofing
him to the refentment of the Fews. But he

inferts it at full length—¢ SiMoN PETER
< drew a fword”, &c.[y]: And this in-
fertion of it i1s a prefumptive proof that
he was now dead.

- Bu there is no neceffity that we fhould
reft this point here. . The fame thing may

[ 7] Ch. xviil, 10, 26
be
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be’ inferred “from the follio;iring Paffage.
-« When thou waft young,” fays our
Saviour to PETER, ¢ thou girddedit
« thyfelf and walkedft “whither thou
¢ wouldeft ; but when thou fhalt be old,
< thou fhalt ftretch forth thy hands, and
«¢ another fhall gird thee, and carry thee
¢ whither thou wouldeft not,” <« This,”
St. Joun rémarks, ¢ our Saviour {pake,
« fignifying by ‘what death”—viz. Cruci-
fixion—s¢< he thould glorify Gop [2].” An
interpretation he would have hardly affixed
to {uch amblguous words, had it not been

already afcertained by the completlon of
the Prophecy.

- Ir thefe Arguments be of any wei_ght,
then it follows,

- Tuart St. Joun did not write his Gof-
pel before the year /. xty- -eight : for 1 in that

year, we are told, St. PETER was mar-

tyred at Rome {a] ;—and therefore, -
{z] Ch. xx1. 18, 19, Compare this with Ch, xii. 33.
and xviil, 32. -
(2] Euses. Hift, Eccl. Lib, 1. ¢. 25, Lacrant. de
Mort, Perfecat. c. 2.

H 4 ~ ThaAT
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TeaT TrEonuYLACT. dates this Gofr

Pel a little too early, When he afﬁrms it
to have been written in /£ x@r— Ve.
" Trose Writers, who, on the other
hand, brmg down the date of it far below
the Deftruétion of 7erzgﬁr;1£m [4), fegm, to
place it much too late. For the Evange-
lift himfelf fpeaks of that city as ftill fub-
ﬁfﬁng (EE‘TI Ot ¢V TOIg Ieea&'e)ufpa:g) ch.v. 2
[c] at the time he wrote. But Feru-
_{blem, we know, was taken and defcroyed
in the Year rxx: and by that ¢ircum-
ftance, in conjunction with the foregoing
remarks, we are neceﬁ“anl,y confined to the
Year of our Lord Lx1x, the very year {pe-
cified by N1iczrroRrvys, as the moft likely
time for the publication of this Gofpel.

Ir it be {uppofed, that the true reading
in this Place, is either "Eqy, according to
the Complufenfian Edition ;—or "Hy, ac-
cording to the Syriac Verfion, and fome of
the Fathers ;—or elfe, that the Evangelift

[} Izex. Lib. ni. c. 1. Eripuan, Hzref, 11, Cury-
sosT. Serm. de S. Joan. Apoft. Tom. vi. Ed. Lut. Panf.
an. 1624. Muivrr! Prolegom. Ne.{81. p. 604.

{c] See WaiTHY on the Place. Basmc An xcvilr. N°,
12. Laxp. Proleg. ip Joax. Lib, ii. ¢, ii. No, 11.

made
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made ufe of the prefent inftead of the pre-
ter. tenfe. [4],. in order the better to enli-
ven the fcene,, and engage the attention of
his Reader ;—then, indeed, -for any thinig
that appears_to. thecontrary in_ the Text,
we may bring ‘the date as.low as we
pleafe. But this would be, in one cafe,
prefumptuoufly to 'defpife; the - authority’
of the beft and moft ancieit Manu-
{eripts ; .and, in ‘the other, 'to alter with-
out. reafon the plain fenfe and ‘meaning of
theH:iﬁ.orian. We muft therefore adhere
to the foregoing conclufion, and join with
thofe Fathers, who afcnbe to this Gofpel
the earlier date.
Tuis date, deduced from internal marks,
we may now. fix upon with the greater
‘confidence, as it appears ‘to be confirmed
by a happy acceflion of external proofs. If
the two Epiftles of St. CLEMENT, pub-
lithed by WeTsTEIN at the end of hisNew
Teftament, be genuine, (and he has pro-
duced. very ftrong Arguments [¢] to prove

[@] Jongs on the Canon of the New Teftament, Vol. iii,
ps 141,
[¢€] Prolegom, ad duas Epiftolas St CLEMENTIs Romani, p.
59 ’
them

o
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them fuch) then it is evident from the
exprefs quotations [ /] contained in them,
that St. Jorn penned his Gofpel, not only
before the Death of that apoftolical Bifhop,
but even before his Abdication. For thefe
Epiftles bear the nature of Eptfcopal charg-
es, and and aré particularly -addrefled to
‘the Teachers of 'Religion ;s which  mani-
feftly implies, that St. CLEMENT prefided
over the {ee of Rome at the time he wrote
‘them. But he quitted that fee, according
to the computation of the moft approved
Chronologers, about the Year rxxxiir.
From whence it follows, that the Gofpel,
{o often quoted by him, muft neceflarily
have been extant before that time.

We have now feen at what times, and
with what views, the Gofpels were writ-
ten: And if we attend alittle to the views
and intentions the Writers had, we may

eafily and rationally account for their
Number.

St. MATTHEW wrote his Gofpel for
the ufe of the Churches in Pafefline, then

[£1Epi§6,8,13.  Ep.ii. §1s.

compofed
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compofed of Fewyh Converts; and adapt-
ed it. to. the condition of the times, and
the nature of their circum{tances. |

WuEN the Gentiles were admitted into
the Chriftian Church, St. Lukg, as the
exigences of their ftate required, ftrength-
ened their faith by another Gofpel, accom-
modated to their {pecial ufe.

. 3AND when the invidious dlﬂm&wn be-

" tween Fews and Genriles had well nigh

ceafed, - St. MaRrk, wilely 'reje&ing the
many peculiarities of thefe two Gofpels,
compacted a third out of their moft im-
portant Contents, for the benefit and in-
ftruction of Chriftians.at large,

- AnD afterwards, when the Church was
infefted by Hereticks, St. Joun undertook
to confute their errors from the Life and \
Converfatton of CHR1sT : which produc-
ed the laft of thefe Gofpels; and afforded
the Author an excellent opportunity of re-
lating feveral remarkable things which had
been before omitted by his Predecefors.
Thefe, in all probability, were the reafons
which induced the Evangelifts to write—

o
And
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And hence it 1s that we have Four Gof.
pels: allof them compoled, as Eusesivus

obferves| g], on fpecial and urgent occafions.

Now, thefe Gofpels are by no means to
be looked upon as {fo many detached pieces,
compofed by perfons totally ignorant of
each other’s Intention ; but rather .as one
complete, entire fyftem of Divinity, fup-
ported by the ftrongeft proofs that the
fubjec is capable of, and defended againft
all the objetions: which either fews or

Gentiles, or even its more dangerous here~
fical Profeflors, could make to the truth
and certainty of it. If we read them in
th= order they are here placed, we f{hall find
them improving one upon another, and yet
all con{piring to the fame end—to a per-
fe& reprefentation of revealed Religion.
Each of the Authors confulted the Wri-
tings of his Predeceflors; and either by
addition of fats—explanation of terms—
or confirmation of do&rine, contributed
fometking to the common ftock, and the

[g] Ous »; twdralas; iml g ?g::%?r iIADEy xaTiym AyG-. Luss
quidem nectfftate quadam ad feribendum impulfps fuiffe perbibent.
Hift. Eccl. L 11, €. 24,

4 general
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general inftruction of Chriftians [4]. - They
likewife quoted each others words, and
thereby recommended each others Hifto=
ries. A circumitance of great advantage,
whatever fome may think of it, to the
fervice of the Chriftian caufe. For by this
means they became not only mutual Vouche
ers for the truth of thefe genuine Gofpels,
but at the fame time joint-oppofers of all
thofe fpurious ones, that were impioufly
obtruded on the world. |
It is well known, that the firft. Con-
verts to Chriﬁiax;ity, defirous of preferving
the remembrance of the things tranfacted
by our Saviour, colleted together all the
reports they could hear concerning him,
and digefted them into Hiftories, which
they called Gospers. Among thefe there
were Two of principal. Note—the one
ftiled ¢ the Gofpel according to the . He-
¢ brews”—and the other “according to the

« Egyptians” (7). Both thefe Gofpels ap-

4] Vide Curysost. Hom, prim. in MarTH. {ub initio.
{i] Tueoruvract. Praf. Com. in Luc. MiLL. Prolegom.

No, 8. Oriced. in Prem. Lucs. Hierosys. Com.
in MaTTH, Procem, |

pear
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pear, by the fragments fill extant (%], to
have been full fraught with ridiculous fto-
ries—imperfe® relations—and falfe doc-~
trines; and yet pretended to the moft fa«
cred authority, as being compiled from
accounts, delivered by thofe ¢ who were
«« Eye-Witnefles and Minifters of the
¢« Word [/}”. Accordingly, they were held
in the higheft veneration among thefe Peo-

ple to whom they are afcribed [m): and
Heretics of various denominations {oon be-

gan to appeal to them ; as they did indeed
to other monuments of the like “kind,
which favoured their pernicious Doérines
{nl. |

In this ftate of things, when fo many
Gofpels appeared in the World, all claim-

ing an equal authority, how were the #rue
ones to be diftinguifhed from the fa/fe 2

Will you fay that the abfurdities contained
in fome of them, were alone f{ufficient to

[£] Grae. Spicileg. Patr. Tom. I. Se&. 1. p. 25.--31, et

P- 35-—37-
[/} Lukei. 2. TaeoenyL. in locum,

(#] Evsen. Hift. Eccl. Lib, iil. ¢, 23. Lib. 11, ¢ 17,
MivL. Prolegom. No, 38-.-52,
[7] Mizv. Prolegom. No. 53,

OvVCrl-
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overthrow their credit ! with sudscious men
indeed they might. But what if the gene-
rality took things upon truft, and feldom
or never exercifed their judgment? and
yet if this was not the cafe, it is hard to
conceive, how feveral articles could gain.
belief, which, neverthelefs, paffed current
among the primitive Chriftians.
- SincEe then there was but little likeli-
" .;hood that they fhould diftinguith and de--
f{'_"ﬁ‘:rmine rightly for themfelves, it was in-
'--"":.-f ‘cumbent on the Evangelifts to do it for
R . them : and they-did it indeed eﬁ'e&ua]ly
~ Tor they apprized the world, that there
were many fpurious Golpels abroad : But,
as they deemed them worthy of no regard,
{fo they wifely took no farther notice of
them.  The #rue ones however they care-
fully dire@ed their Difciples to, and re-
commended them to their perufal in a
peculiar manger. St. Luxe, by his quo-
tatxons, remrea his Readers to the Gofpel
of St. MaTTHEW. St. MARK, by the
fame method, referred again both to St.

MaTTHeEw's ‘and .St. Luxe's. Thefe

three
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three Gofpels were approved by St. Jorx -
[2],and appointed to be read in the Church-
es. And afterwards; when he wrote hig
own, it was ufhered into the world with
the knowledge, approbation, and perhaps
teftimony [ 2] of all the Afiatic Bifhops. -
Trus the true Gofpels were notﬁohl-y
diftinguifhed from the falfe, but the prior.
ones continually received additional light,
firength, and confirmation from thofe that
followed ;—till at length the whole Evan-
gelical Hiftory was finally clofed, and the:
Evangelical Canon eftablithed upon the
firmeft ground, by the moft venerable
authority [¢g]. For it is evident that St.
Joux altually clofed the Hiftory of
CurisT, when he added his own to the
Three other Gofpels. And left Chriftians

{hould be deceived by vain pretences tomore

[a-l Ter < =0 1:’:'}*4@5?7&?! "p:':r (Eﬁaﬁvmfnn) BN WayTAS n?n
£1: muTC (Inmnn) 3‘:::?:..11;:..::-:1, b.-a?zfzn.m iz Qaciy; u?&rﬂam
 avsel; dmpasrvgeasie. Prelatis jam in ommism . iffinfque ado
Joasx1 muitiom fupradi&is tribus Evangdliis, approbaviffe ea

YoaxnEs ef <eratatem feriptorum Juo teflimenio e nfirmafie dzr:fm‘
Ecsge. Hifl, Eccl. Lib. i, c. 24.

[ 2] Vid. GroT. Annot. ad Joan. xxi. 24. et xx. 30.
[¢] Vide M1rn1 Prolegom. Numb. 193, 194.

perfet
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perfe@ accounts than what are here to be
met with, he wifely guarded them from
receiving any other Gofpels, even tho’ they
{hould chance to contain fome rea/ Falls,
not mentioned By him, or his brother Evan-
gelifts, ¢ There are many other things,
“ fays he; which JEsus did; the which if

« they {hould be written every one, I fup-

<« pofe that even the World itlelf could not
«« contain the Books that would be written

< [r]:” thatis, there would be no end of
writing.. But tho’ ¢ there are many other
¢« Things that Jesus did in the prefence of
< his Difciples, which are not written
< in this Book” of the four Evangelifts,
which is here compleated; yet thefe
things that are now written are {ufficient to
anfwer the Purpofe intended—viz, ¢ that
¢¢ you might fee reafon to believe that Je-
«gys 1s the CurisT, the Son of Gop,
«« and that, believing, you might have
«« Life thro’ his Name [s]”.

THEREFORE look no farther.

[r] Ch. xxi. 2z,
[+] Ch. xx. 30, 31.
I Tur
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- Tuis Rule the Apoflolical Fathers reli-

gioully obferved. For they always refer
to the genuine Gofpels, and never, that I
know of, to apocryphal or Jpurious ones,

FINTIS.
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A SCHEME of the Times, Places, and
Occafions of writing the Gospevs, ac-
cording to the foregoing Account.

GosPELS. Prace, A. D.

St. MAT THEW'S, ‘ferufalem, ab', xxxvi11,
For the ufe of the ‘fewifh Converts.

St. Luxe’s, Corinth, about Liii,
For the ufe of the Gentile Converts.

St. MARK’s, Rome,  about rxir,
For the ufe of Chriffians at large,

St. Joun’s, Ephbefus, about LxIx.
To confute the Cerinthian and other Here-
| fes.



