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HE limiting, and afcertain-
ing the Books, of the facred
Canon, of the New Tefla-
ment among Cbriftians, and
the maintaining its Divine

sxasalbl Autority againft Unbelievers ;
hath engaged the pens, and imployed the
wits of fome of the greateft men, in al
afgles, from the firft Rife of Cbrzﬁm?zity it
elf.

Our Savtour and his Apofiles were no
fooner off the Stage, than Forgeries of all
kinds, -broke 1n with irrefiftible force, Gof-
pels, Epiftles, Aéts, Revelations, Liturgies
without number; publithed in the names,

and under the fclgned Autority of fﬁfm
Corift, and his Apoftles, abounded in the

Chriftian Church; and as fome of thefe
were as early in time, as any of the writ-
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[ 4]
ings in our prefent Canon, fo we find 7,
they were received promifcuoufly with

them, and held in equal Credit and Ve-
neration.

In 2 word, they were made ule of by
the immediate {ucceflors of the Apoftles,

and many of them read in the Public
Affemblies of Chriftians, as Canonical Scrip-

fure, without the leaft mark of Duiftinition,
in poinf of Autority : {o that the Queftion
hath long been, and flill is ; whether
thefe Scriptures (fome of which are now
extant, and in high > Efteem with learned
men) have not as good a Right, to be ad-
mitted into the Camon, as {ome of the
Books now there; and the rather, as it

does not appear *, when, or by whom
thefe were feparately colle¢ted, or by

what New Teflimony they obtained, the Dif~
tinétion they at prefent bear, in the Gafho-

1 Vid. Dodwells Diflert. on Ireneus, 1. Set. 38, 30.
Toland’s Amyntor, p. zo. ClarFs Refleét. on Amyn. p. 277.
Mill. Prolegom. S. 133, 9.

2 Vid. A. B. Wake's Preliminary Dilcoarfe to his Englifb
Tranfl. of Apoflol. Fathers, ¢b. 10. Whiffow's Prim. Chrifti-

anity, &5c. Fomes’s Method of fettling the Canon, Dodwell,
Toland, Mill. &c.

3 *Tis pretended by {ome, that our prefent Canon was eftab-
lithed by the Council, or rather Provincial Synod of Laodicea
Conven'd about the year 360, confifting of 32 Bithops; tho’
‘tis much doubted, whether there ever was any fuch Sy#od at
o1, but if there ever vras, how could thefe few, at that dif-
tance of time, and among {uch a variety of books, determine,
vrhich were the true writings of the Apoffles ; and what auto-
rity had this flender Synsd to determine in a matter of {o great
confequence for the whole Czathslic church ?

l1c
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It Church 3 the Autority of them having
been difputed, from their firft Publication
and appearance in the world; and more
efpecially zhe Gofpel, intitled, according to
Mathew, which is the fubje&t of the en-
fuing Difcourfe. |

This Gofpel (I find) hath been not only
difputed, but abfolutely rejected by great
numbers of Chriftians ; {omme of whom
were of the Primitive Clafs, even the Na-
zarens, or firft coaverts to Ghrifliamity, who
'tis believed ufed a different Gofpel to 1t ; or
one very much interpolated and enlarged ;
which in oppofition to Ours, they conftant-
ly affirmed, to be the only True Gofpel, of
St. Mathew the Apoftle. ~

Which Rejection (a5 is faid) of the Firf
Chriftians, hath raifed great Sufpicion, of
the Genuinefs of our prefent Gofpel, and
caufed many Inquiries concerning it; and
the very little that hath been offered for
its fupport, in a late Twelve-penny Pampbler,
intitled, A Third Pafloral Letter to the
People of the Two Great Cities of London
and Weftminfter ; pretending to be wrote
by a Perfon, who hath afpired to great
Dignity in the Church, and to contain
clear Eviction, of the Truth and Autority of
all the Sacred Writings of the New Teffa-
ment, hath very much contributed to that
fufpicion, and in great meafure occafioned
the following Di/ffertation and Inguiry.

In
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In which as the Arguments, and Evi-
dence, of the antient and modern Oppof-
ers of this Gofpel, are freely reprefented,
{o whatever 1s taken out of the Fathers,
and Ecclefiaftical Hiftorians, 1in relation to
it, 1s fairly cited; I have dealt equally in
that refpect, as became one, who aims fin-
cerely at the Truth, and therefore fhall not
need, to make Apologies for the Under-
raking ; 1t being apparently every man’s
duty, to do all he can, for the dilcovery
of the Truth, which mu{’c neceffarily ad-
vance the intereft of True Religion and
Pirtue. "

Neverthelefs I am aware, fome will
think 1t, not very becoming a Private
Perfon, to difturb the world, either
with his own, or others doubts, tending to
leffen the Credif, of any one Book of the
prefent Canon, fo many ages paft Eflablifb-

¢ed, and for the moft part Acquiefced in;
and more efpeciaily of that very Baaé

which ftands the fi#ff in order of time,
as well as Place, and in the opinion of the
moft, 1s, as it were, the Bafis, and Qutwork
of the whole Gofpel-fiflory.

But 25 I am not alone in Inquiries of
(nis nature, the ableft Divines, and the
greateft Friends 1o Chriffzar.ty, having bu-
ned themfelves on the fame {ubject before
me ; {fo let fuch Objeétors confider, that
Sruty elwaye gains ground, and is the more

luftrated

(5
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Hluftrated by {fuch Inquiries, and therefore
is to be purfued at all Events; efpecially,
fuch Truths 4s concern mens Eternal Salva-
tion; and that nothing can be more foolifh,
or prefumptuous, than to confine The Word
of God, to juit fuch a number of Books ;
or to Lean wholly on Auterity in facred
things, how Old or eftablifhed foever; and
farther alfo, that fhould the Heretical
Arguments (here purely colleGted for the
fake of better inftruction) prevail, even to
render Mathew’s Gofpel fill more fufpeéted
by fome than it.is; yet Refigion can be in
no danger, The Wilkof God being fufficient-
ly comprifed, in the other Canonical Books,
both of the O/ and New Teffament; or
if perhaps all thefe fhall not be thought
{ufficient, yet there are ftill more Gofpels
behind, waiting without, praying for ad-
mittance into the /anitified Number.

But here ’tis not to be omitted, that
there have been fome Chriflians, who not
perfeitly {atsfy’d, with Father * Irenzuss
Reafons, that there can be neither more,
nor lefs, than Four Gofpels; have found
fault with, and rais’d fcruples, 'even from
the ftated number, of our prefent Gofpels,
it felf; alledging that in the main, they
contain little more, than a four-fold re-

. Becaufe there be four regions only in the world, with

four principal winds, therefore there can be but four gofpels.
Aly. Heref. 1. 3. ¢ 11.

lation
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dation of the fame fa&s, of the fame one
Divine Perfon, of which they imagine the
Holy Ghoft, could never be the Author; for
who will{ay, the Holy Ghoff, could ever be
the Di&ator, of Superflusty and Repetstion; or
that if he had infpired the Writer ({uppolfe)
of any one Gofpel, {fuch Gofpel alone, thould
not have been {ufficient to all the purpofes
of Ewvangelical Revelation?

The number of Gofpels (fay they) reflect
deficiency on each other ; more Go/pels than
one, inftead of witnefling for, 1mply De-
fe&ts in thofe that went before, for the
fupplying of which the latcer were necef-
farily publith’d ; for inftance, St. Luke wrote
his Gofpel only, becaufe many who had
Undertaken, Attempted, or Endeavour'd at,
the {ame thing before him; had not 4c-
guitted themfelves faithfully, or had not
been {ufficiently accurate therein ; this is
the {enfe moft interpreters put on the firft
words of St. Luke's Prowmium, and {fome
think he muft needs have had regard to
Mathews’s Geofpel (among others) which was
then extant, and could not but be known
to him.—But however that be, ’tis mani-
feft in Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, that the {ole”
Occafion of St. ‘fotn’s writing his Gofpel in
his very old Age, was purely to fupply the

! Eufeb. E. H. 1. 3. c. 24. Clem. Alex. apud eund, lib. 6.
c. 14. Ferem. Catal. viror. Illuft. in Foann. Epiphan. Harel.

2. Alog. N° 2.
defelts,
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defelts, which himfelf, and the.4fian.Bifbops
had obferv’d, in all ;the other .three e
This :the. Fathers generally acknowledge,
tho’ in {o doing ('tis apprehended).. they
immediately fubvert, the . Divine :Autority
of thofe Gofpels; which few in reading
thofe Fathers obferve, snot becaufe’ : of the
difficulty, - but -becaufe :men dare;not Jee,
nor dook .into .the grounds of their.own .
Belief, taken implicitly from their Teaghers;
as i evident in a famous:example we:have,
of a late. Right Rev. Bifbop of .our dwn
Church, who when an.inferior Przeff swould
have, perfuaded ‘him, . to ‘have publifhed a
“litele ibook for the corre&ion .of ‘fuch .er-
rors, -and pradtices, as had crept into the
Ghurch, fince -the firft {ettlement of:Chri/fti-
anity; anfwered him with great .emotion
in thefe words *. Sir, I dare not .examine,
1 ddre not examine, for if we fhould .examine,
and find that you are in .the Right, the
Church basthen been sn an Error, fo many hun-

dred years— A pretty confeflion this, of
a Pafter of a reformed Church. |

But ’tis -thought for -all that, the faid -
Bifbop’s Cale (miferable as it was) is not
fingtilar — from che very {flight defence,
the Pafloral Letter-writer has made, for
the Gofpel-biftory in -general, and its repured

I "Fhefe words are attefted by the Rev. Mr. Whifton under
his hand, as fpoken by Bithop Smalridee to himplelf. 7id.
Mem. of Dr, Clark’s Life, ». 197.

Authors
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Authors 1n particular: to judge him fincere;
a man muft conclude he had but a fu-
perficial knowlédge of the fubje& he un-
dertook, and that if he had dar’d to ex-
amine things deeply, and acquainted him-
felf more intimately, with the oppofition
fome Books of the New Teffament have
met with, and the arguments of Heretics
thereupon, he would have chofe, not to
have entred into the Difquifition at all,
rather than have left ir, upon fuch piti-
ful evidence, as muft needs increafe the
number of thofe Heretics. |
The Letter-writer, after having repeated
fome Heads, or Contents of his two former
letters, wherein he pretends * be has laid be-
fore us, the evidences of the Chriffian Re-
figion, as drawn from the accounts, the E-
vangelifts give us of our Saviour Chriff :——
He proceeds in this his third Letter to
thew, what in truth is the cafe *, — T haf
Infidelity can have no other poffible refuge
but in Infidelity ~ or downright difbelsef of
the Truth and Autorityof the Writings of the
New Teflament—~— To the End therefore, we
may be arm’d 2 all ponts, againft the af-
te;f}pz‘s qf Inﬁdelity and eVery appraacb 10
it :eema He hath judged 1t expedient (he {ays)
to Enter into that Matfer, 1. e. into the proof
of the Writings of the New Teftament,
more fully and diftinétly, 1 order to give
1 Pt Let. pag. 3. Edit. 1. 2 Ib. p. 5.
1S
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us @ clear View of the Evidences both of their
Truth and Autority. His Pofitions for which,
{fo far as they relate to the four Gofpels,
more particularly, are thefe. -

Firft *y e That thefe Gofpels contain, a
[faithful and true account, of the Birth, Life,
Death,, Refurrection, and Afcenfion of Fefus
Coriff. And, B

Secondly, That they have been faithfully
tranfmitted to the Chrifitans of fucceeding
Ages. — Thefe Heads alone are f{ufficient;
and which, if the Lefter-writer attends to,
and makes good, he will merit the ap--
plaufe of all Chriftendom.

His firft head is, — That the four Gof-
pels contain, a faithful and true accourt,
of the Birth, Life, Death, Refurretiion, 8c.
of Fefus Chrift..—Then follows *, — That
if we would be [atisfied of the truth of any-
Hiftory, thetwo things we chiefly inquire af-
ter are, the Knowledge the Writer bad of bis
Juvject, and the Charalier be bore in point-
of integrity ; — But when the Reader na-
turally expected, he fhould have fairly en-
tred nto fome fuch Inguiry, and have
proved firft, who the Authors of the . four
Gofpels were, and then have given fome
tolerable account of their Charaéters:— All
he fays to it 18 3, — That the greatelt Ene-
mies of Chriftiamty bave never denied, buf
tpat there was fuch a Perfon as Fefus of Na-

"Paft Let.p.g. 2 Ib.p.g. 3 1b.po.
| B2 zareth,
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vareth, who lived at the time the Gofpels
Jpeak of, and who muade choice of feveral
Perfons, to be bis Difciples (or Apoftles) fwo
of which were Evangelifts — Thefe (he fays)
left their Callings and Occupations,to attend and
recerve inftructions from fefus; they both
Jaw bim, and felt him, were daily conver-
Jant with bim, and the like. —— And befides
thefe Natural Qualifications (he calls them)
they were fupernaturally affifted alfo to give
an account of Chriff's Life and Attions.

I do not find, the Letfer-writer offers at
any other Evidence, for thefe hiftorical
facts, than the pretended Negative one,
drawn from the Enemies of Chriftianmity not
denying ’em, except that he has a citation
or two out of the Gofpels, tothew * ;. That
Chrift's Apoftles were all familiar with bim,
and faw all bis miracles from the Beginmng ;
which 15 falfe of Matherw, and does not
relate to Mark and Luke, two other of
the Evangelifis.

Now the Birth, Life, Death, Refurrettion,
and Afcenfion of Fefus, as publifhed by the
Ewangelsffs, including in them a great va-
riety of falls, vaftly tranicending all hu-
man Powers; Jnfidels had juit reafon to
expect, the Letfer-writer {hould have been
more than ordinary particular, in his proofs
concerning them; efpecially, as he under-
to0k to enter into the matter fo fully and

P P.R. Letter, 2. 10.

diftinétly,
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diftinétly, as thereby to lay before us & clesr:
view of all their Evidence ; whereas having
failed abfolutely in- fo- doing, and in great
meafure departed too, from his own. Pofic-
tion; he has given occafion to Infidels to-
blafpheme our” Holy Canon'more than evep’y
and to become more obdurate in their dif-
belief of it; /6 dangerous is 1t to trifle:in
our undertakings with facred things,

And then, as to the antient Enemies of
Chriftianty, whom the Letter-writer in this;
and * another place, ldys great firefs ofiy-
as having never dented the Gofpel-falts, it
may with much better Grace be affirmed!
they never believed them; for if they did;
why were they any longer Enemies ty
Chriftianity? The Golpels teftify, and the
Event of things too plainly proves, that:
the Divine Yefus lived and died without Ho-
nour in bis own country. What Pagan Aw-
thors at, or near his own timeé, wrote of
him, cannot now be fo perfectly known,
but may be pretty well gueffed at, by the
primitive Zealots deftroying all their Writ-
ings, and making it their Merit {o to do:

" Notwithftanding, Infidels will be apt to
put the Letter-writer in Mind, that there is
“not a fingle Gofpe/ in our prefent Canon
but which hath been wrote againft, and
denied, not only by zbe Enemies of Chriffi-
anity, but by Chriftians too, whofe Writings

I Paft. Let. - 14 ke
IKCWIIC
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likewife have been- all: for that Reafon de-.
ftroyed. . N

'Tis very certain (I am forry to fay i)
there 1s no mention of any fuch perfon as-
Chriff by name, in any one profane Au-
thor, whether Few or Pagan, at or near
Chriff's own time, as the Letter-writer, .
without any ground is pleafed to * Af-
firm.

For as to Tacitus, Suetonius and Pliny,
cotemporaries under Trajan, thefe all liv-
ing in the fecond Century, atan immenfe dif-
tance from Palefizne, could know nothing
of the Gofpel-h:ftory, but from  common
Report, and what they fay either of Chriff
or his followers, 1s {o little for their Credit, -
that the Letfer-writer had much better
omitted, all mention of thele Authors.

So that (I fay) what we have befides
thefe, either of Fews or Genfiles relating
to Chriff’s Perfon, are either known Forge-
ries, or they are found only, in the Chri-
ftian Pric oils or Fathers who cite them  as
- they pleaic; and where neverthelels we
often find, even by the confeflion of thofe
Fathers themfelves how both %¥ews and
Gentifes acwially denied  Ghryff's - divine
Birth, Life, Miracles, Refurreciion, &c. Res
proaciung aho Chriftzans for their Creduli-
ty in tnat refpedt, and Ridiculing them ex-
ceedingly, for Magnifying bis Perfon in thg

©2at Let g 16,
exceflive
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exceflive manner they were wont to do.s—
Not that - the Heathens themfelves knew
ought concerning Him; no, not that any
fuch perfon as Fefus ever exifted, what
they faid being arguments, Ad - bominen
~only, without Entring into the Reality of
thofe facs which Chrifizans themfelves re-
ported of him. L |

It is impoffible, indeed, -in the nature
of the thing, would the Letter-writer be
{o .ingenuous to.own 1t, that the Enemies of
Chriftianity, the Heathen-world efpecially,
thould know any thing of Our Savieur but
what muft needs have come, from his own
followers; {o obfcure a Perfon as he '1s.on
all fides confefled to have been, confider-
ing too, the little time he fet up for a
Preacher, and 1n that ume did all he could,
“to conceal himfelf from Public notice, for-
- biding commonly his Dzfczples, and others
to make him known, and wandring for
~that end himfelf, up and down in By-places,
and converfing to the End of his life, with
the meaneft fort of People, {carce ever ap-
pearing in the great City of ferufalem, 1
think, but-twice after he became @ Preacl-
er, viz. at that Paflover in which he died,

and once before. . -
And then as to what is related of him
in the Gofpels, and other Books of the
New Teflament, thefe ’tis known were
wrote fo late, and lay afterwards fo long
- conceal’d
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conceal’d in the Arcvives-of the Churches,
and Desks of Private Perfons, to whom they
were particularly dire&ed, That they came
nof to fight (fays the learned * Dodwell) t1/
the Reign of the Emperor Trajan, or perbaps
that -of Adrian, which, -according to the
vulgar fra, was near one ‘hundred and
thirty years after Chriff, and then they
were to be found only, in the hands of Ec-
clefiaflics, who preferved them carefully
from the Heathens, till the third or fourth
Century.

Now 1f the Letter-writer is apprifed of
2ll this, as he muft needs be, and that all
the Writings both of Heathens, ‘fews, and
even of primitive Chrifirans, which any
way glanced at our prefent Chriftiamity,
have been atually deftroyed ; can any
thing appear more difingenuous, than
to draw arguments for the Verity of the
Gofpel-facls from their filence? Has the
Letter-awrifer noway to {upport the Gofpel,
but by {fuch mean arts, -as muft necefa-
rily fhock the faith of Belrevers, and expofe
our Holy Religion to the infults of -thofe,
who being its cruel enemies know all that
is above faid to be true? There can be no-
thing more ridiculous, nor yet dangerous,
than to Rifque the Truth of our facred
Writings, upon the {ole negative Evidence
of the Heathens not refuting them: when

I Differt, 1. in Ireneum. S. 38.
WwW¢
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when we cannot Diffemble, they came fo
late into their Hands, that all Tradition
concerning the Perfon of fefus, was at
an End, even among the ‘fews themielves,
except thofe of his own Se&, and the
Gentiles, ’tis certain never had any Perfonal
Knowledge at all of him. -

But to have done with the Enemies of
Chriftiamity, let us now {ee what Evidence
the Letter-writer will draw from its Friends,
or what he himfelf will pleafe to argue
farther, in Behalf of Our Sacred Writings,
and the Authors of. them ; as alfo, what
Anfwer Heretics and Infidels may poflibly
make, or rather have often made, to moft
of his Realoning, |

And firff (fays he) * What we find par--
ticularly declared by One (Apoftle) might be
truly faid by all of them, viz. * « That they
““ declared only what they had Heard, what
« they had Seen with their own Eyes, and
«« their Hands had Handled” : — The Things
They Recorded, as Said and Done by Cbrg/f |
(fays this Dealer in Letters) They Heard:
from bis own Mouth, and Saw with their
own Eyes, and did not deliver them upon the .
Report of others, and more to the fame Ef-
fe&&. The like of which 1 believe was
never yet, {o haftily, and needlefly Aflerted -
before Infidels ; it being certainly True,
that the Evangelical Apoftles, have with

I Paft. Let.  10. 21 Febni 1,
C good
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good Reafon, Related many things of
their Mafter, which they neither Heard,
nor Saw, diretly Said, or Done by Him;
and which indeed could not otherwife
happen, unlefs we thall fuppofe them,
faftened to his Side, even as Ribs, never
to depart from him.

To give an Inftance or two in the Gofpel
which 1s intended the Subjet of Our pre-
fent Inquiry, and of which we take it for
Granted, the Apoftle Mathew was the Au-
thor. — What he Relates there of Mary’s
Firginity, of ber Delivery, and the Death
of Chrift e Three Myfleries (fays * Igna-
tius) Wrought in the Silence of God, and
kept Secret even from the Devil, eumem Thefe
furely could not proceed from the Apoftle’s
own Knowledge. — The Account the 4-
pofile Likewile gives of fefus's Baptifin,
His Temptation in the Wildernefs, On the
Pinnacle of the Temple, and the Mountain,
cnd the Difcourfe which paffed in thofe Places,
between Him and the Devil ; Of Fefus's
Iong Sermon on the Mount, The Miracles per-
formed on the Leper and Centurion's Servant,
and on the Sea, 1n laying the Tempeft, Of his
Cafting out Devils of Tawo Men, and Suffer-
ing them to Depart into the Herd of Swine,
with feveral other Miracles and Fa&s im-
mediately following che fa:d Sermon, and
Comprifed in his Eighth, and part of his

* In.Epift. ad Ephel. §S. 19.
Ninth



[ 19 ] |
Ninth Chapters; - all thefe are Recorded
evidently from Hear-fay, The Apofile was
prefent to None of them Himfelf, They
were all Done before his Call to the Apoitle-
thip, for -he was not with Jfefus from the
Beginming as the Letter-writer heedlefly
afferts, if any Credit is to be given to the
Series of the Apofile’'s own Hiftory: — And
tho’ fome Harmonifts are {o Bold, as to Ac-
cufe the Infpired Apoftle, o {fome Negli-
gence in that refpect; yet, 'tis hard if they
- will not-allow him to know the precife
Time, of his own meft happy Inftitution
to the Office of an Apoftle ; befides, that
'tis expected from the Piety of the Lefter-
ariter, that he will not Join with them in
a Reproach fo thameful, tho’ provoked
to't in his own Defence. ; |

And that 7Fefus inform’d Mathew after-
wards, of all thefe Particulars with his
own Mouth, The Letter-writer will not take
upon him to make good, either out of Scrzp-
ture, or other Autority to be depended on,
efpecially, as the Humble fefiss {eems plain-
ly to have had no Defign, either that the
Apoftles, or any one elfe, fhould Record
any thing of his Life and Aions.

But, befides thofe abovementioned, there
are {everal other Fadls, related in Mathew,
even after his Call to the Apoftlefbip, to
which He was in no wife Privy; as par-
ticularly Chrift's Transfiguration on the Mount,

C2 His
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His Arraignment, andthe Proceedings thereon
before the Chief Priefts and Pilate, with
the feveral Fa&s, attending his Refurreétion,
all which he muft Record from the Re-
port of others: Therefore the Letter-writer
feems a little Rafh in making this a Topic
of Defence.— That the Apofiles Recorded
Nothing but what they Saw with their own
Eyes, Nothing upon the Report of Others,

when ’tis fo evident, to Look no farther,

'That One half of the Gofpe! we are Treat-
ing of, 138 Built upon Tradition only.

Thus far concerning One ot the Evan-
gelifts only, who was of the Number of
the Twelve Apoftles, of whom more fully
hereafter.— Of the other, I fhall Say no-
thing farther in this Place, Than that all
Know, his Gofpel was very near his own
Time, afcrib’d to another Perfon, and that
the * Proéme hath been thought by fome,
to be a mere (Platomic) Interpolation, or
Addition to the Original Gofpel.

As to Mart and Luke, the other Two
Ezvangeliffs, and their particular Gofpels. —
The Letter-writer {ays firft >, That it is
Affirmid by Some of the Antients, They were
Two of the Seventy Difciples, but durft not
Name thofe Aufients, becaufe he Knew,

T Dubitatum din multumque fuit, hodieque adhuc a qui-

culdsm Dubitatur ufove ad Verl. 6.— Epifcop. Oper. Theol.
-, 228. Coi. 2.
> Paft. Let. 2. 11

he
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he had none to name, before the * Third
Century, whofe Tradition is of no confe-
fequence. — Papias Bifhop of Hierapolis
(the moft Antient of all the Fathers) fays
of Mark exprelly >, That be wrote from
bis own Memory what he bad Heard of Peter,
for be bad neither Heard nor followed Chrift
himfelf. — And St. Luke in the Exordium

of his own Gofpel intimates; That be wrote
not what be bimfelf was an Eye-witnefs of,

but what ke Underfiood from Others who
were.—— 1 hele are {ufficient Teftimonies,
that neither Mark nor Luke were of the
Number of the Seventy Difczples, as the
Letter-writer, from Evidence he dares not
Name, would Infinuate; as alfo that they
were Traditionary Writers.

What he Affirms next of thefe Evange-
s, is 3, That they were both Fellow-la-
bourers (he calls them) of S¢. Paul and St.
Peter, which he does upon no other Ground,
than for that he finds the Names of One
Mark and One Luke in St. Paul’s Epiftles,
and alfo -of Mark in One of St. Peter’s :
But thefe Names being ordinary, the Quef-
tion ftill remains, Firft, whether the Gofk
pels were indeed compofed by Perfonsbear-
ing thofe refpective Names, which (fay
Heretics) the Titles by no Means Afcer-

T Origen. contra Marcion. p. 8. Vid. etiam Epiphan. p. 428,
& 433. but this laft Father {peaks onlv of Lufe.

2 Apud Eufeb. E. H. /i6. 3. ¢. 39.  3+Paft. Let. p. 11.
tain ;
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tain; and, Secondly, if fo, whether they
were the Identical Perfons mentioned by
tofe Apoftles, about which the Letter-
writer knows * Divines differ, and which
therefore he ought not to have Concealed
from his Inquifitive Reader.

After this, the Gentleman proceeds to
give fome Account, and to Eftablifh the
Canonical Autority of their Two Gofpels,

which he Endeavours at by Raking into
the Fathers, and proving by fome few Ci-
tations from them, not that Thole Go/pels
were compoled by zmmediate Infpiration,
which i1t was his Bufinefs to do:— But,

Firft, That Mark wrote down bis Gofpel, as

it was Preack’d by Peter ; and, Secondly,
That . Luke compofed his out of the Sermons
of Paul. Of which Falts, tho” we are at

no manner of * Certainty; yet the Leffer-

Y Grotius, Cotelerius, Dr. Cave, Du Pin, Echard, &c. De-
ny this of Mar# the Evangeli#, whom they fuppole a different
Perfon from him mentioned by St. Paw). —— And Erafmus,
Calpin, and sthers, Deny the fame Thing of Luke.

* Some fay, Mark Wrote at the Requeft of the Romans in
Greek, what Peter hod Preach'd to them at Rome in Latin,
which 1s abfurd, and that Peter faw his Gofpel, correfted and
cDproved ir. Others fay, Mark wrote of his own Me-
:mory, what he had Heard Peter Preach, but that Peter never
13w it Others, that Mark wrote his Gofpel in Egypt,
which is woft likelv, as he wrote in Greed ; and that neither
P::er nor He ever were at Romg. —— Whilft the moft Judi-
cious, both Antient and Modern, fay, Mar#'s Golpel 1s but
2 Licentions Epitome of Mathew's, as indeed 1t appears to be.

As 1o Lute, He Him{elf tells us, That he wrote what he Re-
csived from thole, wko from the Beginning, were Eye-Witneffes
-~ t2¢ JVsrd, which canaot be Underftood of Pax/. Anonym.

writer
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writer Concludes with the fame Affuranéé;
as if he had given us, the moft convin=
cing Proofs, of all he contends for, —
Thus (fays he) Stands the Evidence of the
Truth of the Gofpel-Hiftory, with regard to
the exait Knowledge the Writers bad of their
Subject ; tho’ 1 cannot but Obferve too,
how foon he has chang’d his Note. — Juft =
now he would have it Believ’d, Mark and
Luke were of the Infpir'd Difciples of Fe-
Sfus, Workers of Miracles, and to have wrote
of their own Knowledge and Experzence: But
now he is Content, if you will but admit
‘em to be the Pedifequi of Peter and Paul,
and to have Deriv’d their Knowledge from
them. He has indeed the Enemy at all
Advantage. —— Mark and Luke, it {eems,
were either In/pir'd themfelves, or They
were Taught by thofe that were, and This
1s His Way of defending the Divine Au-
tority of the New Teflament.

Then, Laftly, As to the Charalter and
Condition of their Perfons, the Letter-
writer Speaking generally of all the fup-
poled Authors of the New Teflament,
fays, ¥ —— Tbéy were [o far from being Art-
ful and Defigning Men, ~— That they were
Reproached by the Enemies of Chriflianity,
for being Rude and Mean, Simple and 1li-
terate ; and fo far were They. from having

any Worldly Views, that Perfecution, Af-

t Pat. Let. p. 13. B
fliction,
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fhiton, and Reproach conflantly attended

them.

Now, Firft, That the Writers of the
New Teftament were Rude and Mean, Sim-
ple and Iliiterate, which the Letter-writer,
with moft Divines, Affets to Acknowledge ;
This, One would think, 1s fo far from be-
ing part of their Commendation, as ’tis
commonly made, that Infidels, 1 am afraid
will ftick to 1t, that ’tis the greateft Ob-
je&ion poflible to their being Authors, and
therefore, if they were indeed Rude and
Mean, Simple and llliterate, the Reproach
will be found to be but too well Grounded.

But after all, where is the Neceflity, of
Divulging again and again, the Weakneffes
and fncompetencies, of the firlt Dolfors of
Chriftiamty? Or where the Prety, or At-
tachment {hewn to Our Excellent Refzgz0m,
to be thus continually Afperfing its Found-
ers, ——2and fixing to their Perfons the bafe
Charalters of Fools and Beggars¢ Is not
This to Expofe it defervedly to the Scorn
of Unbelievers,——and to the very fame
Home-Objetion, Chriftians ufually make
to Makometifm, viz. That it bad None but
an Hiiterate Blockbead for 1ts Author?

Then, Secondly, That the Apoftles had no
Iorldly Views, tho ’uis & Truth we are
all Satisty’d 1n, yet it cannot be Inferr’d, as
the Letter-awriter injurioudly puts 1t, from
their  being conflantly Perfecuted and Re-

proach'd,
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proackd, but -the contrary, Shame and
Punifbment frequently attending a’ too eager
Purfuit after the #orld, never a Contempt
of it.~—But neither does the Letfer-writer
know - the Apofiles were altually Reproach'd
and - Perfecuted, after they had left their

own Country; and it {eems to me, an Ug-
ly RefleGtion upon their Manners, and the

Doéirines they publifh’d, to fay they were *,
— For (as St. Peter {ays) If they were Fol-
lowers- of that which was Good, who could
Harm them ¢

But my Defign not being to Trace the
Gentleman, Step by- Step, throughout his
loofe Defence, of the whaole Canon of the
New Teftament, and with which too, This
Treatife hath no Concern ; 1 thall Confine
the Inquiry to, and Seek no farther, than
the Firf# Book of that Canon.—And This,
to -Demonfltrate 'in a Single Inftance only,
taken from the Gofpels, which with the
Letter-writer, it-feems, are the leaft * 4s/~
putable Part of the New Teflament : — That
to Eftablith the faid Canon againft the Ca-
vils of Infidels and Heretics, 1s not a Tafk
fo eafy as the Lerter-writer's Oftentatious,
Carelefs Way of Treating the Subjeét,
bears before it. . -

But before I Enter upon fuch Inguiry,
I cannot but take Notice, that the Leffer-
writer Extra@s his Proofs, for the Injpi-
ration of the New Teftament, not from: the

2 1 Pep. i, 13, 3 Paft. Let. 5.7.
D ~ Propriety
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Propriety and Excellency of the Subject
Matter of its {everal Books, and from the
evident Marks and Signs, they themfelves
happily Afford, of their own Divimty ;
but moft an End, out of the Lathers, mmms
Whereas, there is nothing more ridicu-
lous, than to fly for Help to the Fatbers,
and Cite them forfooth, as good Evidence,
for The Word of God againft Infidels: —~For
befides that, Infidels will Obje& to the T¢f~
timpny of thofe Fathers, as Party-Bigofs
every Man of them, and, as they Con-
cetve, Modellers of that Religion, they are
brought to Vindicate: So all know' that
are ever {o little Acquainted with their
Wiritings, That they are not to be Credit-
ed 1n the Relation, Scarce .of any One
fingle matter of Fa&, for the many Neg-

ligences, Impertinencies, and Falfthoods, that
are found in them; Eat up as they were

too, with the grofleft Superftitions, and
carry’d away with every Notion, which
Coincided with thofe Superftitions.

The External, or Written Word of God,
can have no other fure Telt, than that of
s own Intrinfic Excellency as 1t ftands ap-
parently conform to the Drvine Nature, and
to the Nature and Reafon of Things, i. e.
It muft neceflarily Prove itfelt, — and not
be made to {ubfift, on the Credif of any Set
of Men whatfoever : — But leaft of all on
their Credit,  The Major Part of whom,
were they alive, would for thenr Heri’lﬁes,

tnelr
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" their Knavery, and Inexcufable Ignorance
and Credulity, be the Shame and ‘Blot of
their own Profeflion. — But to Return to
my Inquiry.

In purfuance of which I fhali fhew with
all Freedom (for the Sake of Inveftigating
the Truth) what Herefics and Anti-ferip-

turolifts, generally Urge againft the Autor:-

ty of Our Firft Gofpel ; which for the
Reader’s clearer Underftanding, I {hall Con-

fider under the particular Heads follow-
ing. And, |

Firft, 1 will thew the Great Uncertainty
(they thmk) we are under, as to the True
Author of this Gofpel; Secondly, I fhall
fhew the Occafion of its being wrote;
Thirdly, The Time when; Fourthly, I

{hall Inquire in what Language this fame
ch e/ was wrote ; And, Laftly, I thall Treat-

of its Genumefs and Autority, and- the
Grounds upon which Hereses have always
Rejected ir, and Number'd it among Apo-
cryphal Wrmngs And,

Firft, That the Apoﬂle Mathew compof-
ed a Gofpel for the Ufe of the Nazarens,
or firft Converts of his own Counrry, is
on all Hands, as well by Herefzcal as Or-
thodox Chriftians Admitted *; buc whether
the Gofpel we now have, bearing his Name,
be the fame which he wrote, with or with-
out Interpolations, or Retrenchments,is with

I Vid. 8im. Crit. Hift. N. T. Partl c. 1. Sand. B. H.
p. 5. Edit. ult.

D2 Heretics,

1
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Heretics, the Great and Difficult CLefhon
ftill remaining to be Solvid.

It feems 1ndeed pretty evident, That the
Perfon who Affix’d the Title to this.Go/f-
pel, whoever he was, itended it fthould be
Underftood to be, The Gofpel by Mathew
the Apoftle, 1. e. Not as Pen'd by the Apo/-
tle’s own Hand, but by fome other Perfon,.
from his Mouth or Teaching. — This, as
moft Think, is the true Import of the
Greek Title which we follow.

Accordingly thofe Se@s of Chriffians,
who condemn this Gofpel as Spurious, al-
ways deny’d, That the Title was any real
Help to the Difcor ery of the True Author
or Compofer.

The Greek Iitles to This, and the other
Gofpels (for they are all the fame) Run
thus, viz. * — The Gufpel according to Ma-
thew, — According to Mark &e. 1. e. plain-
ty (fay the Heretics) according to their
Teaching or Preaching, and by no Con-
{tru¢tion that they were themfelves the
Hriters. For then, why fhould they not
be Intted. — The Golpel wrote or com-
pofed by Mathew the Apofile in the fame
diftinét Manner as The Epzifiles are Intit-
led, — The Epifile of Paul the Apoftle to
the Romans, &c. Befides, as there is but

1 Thele Title: were Added, Ex Solo Teflinronio Hominum
{fays Father Sizsz ) and therefore will not Prove the Golpels
were Compoled v+ thole, whofe Names they Bear, 1nregard

there was an Infinl'e Nember of Forg'd Books, carrying the
Namcs of the Apeitdes.  Crit. Hift. N. T. Part 1. ¢ 2.

One
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One and the fame Form to the Titles of
all the Four Gofpels; ’tis Urg'd that they
muft needs have been Aflix'd, by fome
foreign Hand *, as St. Chryfoflome exprefly
Aflures they were, and that, long after the
faid Gofpels were Wrote, and Colleéted ;
and therefore Herefics infift, ’tis likely the
Party who affix’d them, only Guefs'd at
the Matter, or he might fet the Tz¢les pur-
pofely to deceive, there being nothing

more common (fay they) in the Early Days.
of Chriffzanity, than to lend Forgeries A-:
broad under the moft {pecious Titlks, which
neverthelefs when they came to be Ex-
amin’'d, Bewray’d themfelves, having No-
thing in them worthy thofe Holy Perfons,
whofe Names they bore, and as ’tis certain
thefe Titles were put all at the fame Time,.
They could not proceed from the Authors
themielves; for asthe Holy Authors never 2
us'd to give Titles to their own Works;
fo ‘Thefe are fuppos’d to have liv’d and
wrote, at great Diftance of Time and
Place, from each other, and therefore could
not Confpire, to ufe the fame Form of
Words, had they Inclinations fo to do, a
Form too, as fome have thought, in its
Prime Intention Equivocal, pretending to
Indicate the Authors Names, and yet not
daring to do it in exprefs Words.

I Hom. 1. in Epift. ad Roman.

2 Non eft Scriptorum Confuctudo, Ut ante Initium Li.

brorum titulos ponant. Maldonat. Com. ¢. 1. Marh. Vid. etiam
Lrellium in cap. 1. Math.
Where
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Where Mathew the Apoftle 1s méntioned
in this Gofpel, which (I think) 1s but * twice,
He is in both Places mentioned incidentally
in the Third Perfon, but fay the Impugners
of this Gofpel, if the Evangeliff had been
the Apoftle, He would have Spoke of
himfelf with fome Note of Diftinétion, and
in the Firft Perfon, not in the Third,—
Except he did it covertly, and with In-
tention to Conceal himfelf, for which no
Reafon can be affign’d; and ’tis very likely
(fill'd as the Apoftle was with the Divine
Wifdom, and Writing to the Fews) That
he would never have appropriated to him-
felf, that Term of Reproach neither ?, call-
ing himfelf a Publican, contrary to the
Natural Policy of all Authors, who have

any Defire their Works fhould be Credited.
As the Gofpel itfelf Affords no Light
in this Matter, {o the Good Fatbers (whole

Teftimony to Oblige the Lefter-writer we
{hall continue to ufe) Thefe. Help very lit-
tle to Clear it up, all they fay being Found-
ed on no other ? Evidence, than their own.
Credulity.  Ireneus, who flourifh’d not ull
rowards the Conclufion of the Second Cen-

" Ch.ix. g. X 3.

2 The Nzme as well as Office of a Prélican was had in the
ztmoft Deteftation among ail the Fews, fo that 2 Book wrote
by zny under thit Charatter would never be touch’d by them,

3 See Father §i752 on this Head, who with the Reft of his

Charch, Refolves all into Tradition, without which join’d to
the Autsrity of the Church (fay they) we can have no Af-

{erince, Thar any of the Evangelifis were the Authors of
searreseetive Goacs Critl Hift e 2,

turys
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tury, being the firft Writer, ‘who adveti-
tur'd to Cite Mathew the .Apoftle as Author
of this Gofpe/ by Name.~—Indeed there
is no other point of Hiftory (fays the Ad-
verfary) more in difpute, than who fhould
be the Author of Our prefent Gofpel.

'As is Evident further (continues the Ad-
verfary) by the many other different Titles
and Names. it bore in the very firft Age of
Chriftianity.m—This Gofpel now Attributed
to Mathew, being prefum’d to be the fame,
with that formerly intitled, According to
the Hebrews: 1t 15 the fame too, Divines
Agree, with that which was fome time
Afcrib'd, 2o the Twelve Apofiles in general.
And at other times to fome One Apgffle in
particular.—As to Bartholomew, to Fames,
to Peter, and laft of all to Mathew; it has
at other times been 1mputed to {ingle He-
retics, as the Authors of 1it, {fuch as Cerin-
thus, Tation, &c. And again to whole
Se&s, fuch as the Nazarens, the Ebionites,
the Encratites, and the like,-—All which
different Denominations {ufficiently Evince,
that the Antients were utterly at a Lofs, to
whom to Afcribe this Gofpel. — Adeo Tinpoffi-
bile ¢ft (fays a learned * Hiftorian) de eo
certr aliquid definire.

v Sand. E. H. p. 5. Where allo the Author learnedly thews,
That our prefent Gofpel of Mathew, is not only different to
That Antiently intitled Aecording ts the Hebrews,——But to
that alfo Intitled Arcording 10 Mathew, Us'd by the Antients.

——Alind Antiquis fuiffe _Eovangelium Mathei ab es, quo

bedie Utimur.
Neverthelefs,
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Neverthelefs, This great uncertainty,
with refpe&t to the Author, 1s no where
Urg’d fingly by the Adverfary, that I know,
as a reaion, why this Gofpe/ thou'd be ac-
tually excluded the Canon, fince ’tis certain
many Books are now there, whofe Authors
are as little Known, and confequently of
whofe Divine Autority the Church could
never have perfec Aflurance; becaufe to be
Afflur’d thereof She ought firft to have e-
vident Proofs, not only of the Author, but
that He was Influenc’'d by the Holy Sprrit.

For Example, * Holy Church has been

always in doubt, who compos’d the Epr/fle
fo the Hebrews, that of Fames, the Second
of Peter, the Second and Third of fobn, the
Epifile of fude, and the Buook of Revelat:-

o%s; Not to mention the Gofpel we are now
Treating of, Nor the Scruples fhe has,
with regard to feveral Books of the O/d
Teftament, which however fhe thinks fit to
retain, in her Catalogue of the Sacred
Wiitings ; making therefore an evident
diftinétion, between Bocks properly only
* Camomical, and properly Divine.

As the Author of Mathew's Gofpel 1is
thought very uncertain, the Occafion of its

! Eafeb. E. H. lib. 3. ¢. 3 & 2s.

2 The Diftin&ion of Sacred Books into Cansnical, and
Apcrypbal, was firft Invented by Heretics, to which the
Church after fome time was oblig’d to Yeild.——Each Party
Efpoufing thofe Scriptures as Camsnical, in which their pecu-
liar Tenets were to be found, the reft they Term'd Apacry-
shai, or Deutro-Canonical, {uffering them to be Read not on-

lv at Hime, but in Public Affemblits. _
being
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being Wrote is no lefs'fo; which is iy /e~
cond Head of Inquiry. All we can gather:
(fay 1ts Adverfaries) from ‘among Hiftorians
concerning This, -is from “Eufebius, ‘who,

they think, gives but-a {curvy Account of.
this matter; for as'’tis very. remarkable,.

that Our: Saviour wrote "Nothing hlmfelf :
nor left any Directions for Writing to his
Difeiples; No, not after “his Refurrection;
{o according’ to Ezyéﬁzm, Neither the
Twelve Apoftles, nor Seventy Difciples, were
much Inclin'd to Write Books; He fays: Ma—l
thew and: fohn only, have lﬁﬂ us any writ-
ten Memorrs. (or Hlﬂoncal ‘Golpels) and
further, that. even thefe Two, were compell'd
to Write what they did, (by their Auditors,
he means) Matbew in particular by the He-
brews, awhen be:was upon the Point, of -Set-.
ting out-on: bis Tmfuels to Prmcb the Gq/}el :
10 r/:e Gentiles. &

y which: This Father would unhapplly
mﬁnuate, That neither.Mathew, nor-“fobn

Wrote of. their own" InclinatiOn, or Free
Motion. of the Holy Ghoft; but that they
were Oblig’d . thereto by their own Difii-
ples againtt their Will; ‘which hath given:
Occafion to Lzbertines, to {ay; Thefe Difc:~

ples had the Propagation of Chriffianity

more at Heart, and confequently had more

of the Huly G’/Jqﬂ in them, than their
Teachers, |

1 E. H, lib. 3. ¢ 24.
E The
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The Time when This Gofpel was wrote
too, which is the next Head of Inquiry,
is a Point, of as great Difficulty to be
{ettled, as any other: Heretics fay, We can
bring but One of all the Ansients, who
hath Affign’d any Zime at all for it, and
that is Ireneus, who, by the way, is not ve-
ry Explicit; all he fays to it is *, That Ma-
thew Publyf’d his Gofpel when Peter and
Paul were at Rome, which' the ‘moft ac-
curate Chronologers Place in the Year ? 64,
at {ooneft. — For then (fay they) The Per-
fecution under Nero began at Rane, {fome
time in which Thofe T%Jo-ﬂpfy?]es are fup-
pos’d to have fuffer'd together : == Byt fome
thinking This Account of Iremeus, fome-
what of the lateft; pretend to'collet from
Eufebius’s Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, That Ma-
thew Wrote in the Year 41. -But -Eufebius
fays no more, Than * that Mathew having
firft Preaclid to-the Hebrews, and being a-
bout to Go and Preach to the Géjittles, wrote
his Gofpel, &c. — Nevertheléfs,. They who
would oppofe Eufebius to Ireneus, Con-
jeCture, That this fame Going,:" or Depar-
ture of Mathew from: Ferufalem, muit:-needs
have happen'd in the Year 41, Or Hight

¥ Jrer. adv. Haref. lib. 3. . 1. |

-2 Vid. Dz PinE. H. Nol. L. ¢. 5. Who is particular to

this Point. Platina fays, Peter and Pazl {ufferd, Auno
Disn:. w0, or thirty {even Years after the Crucifixion, the fame:
Year in which Ferufalem was taken and demolifh'd. Eachard
{ays, this Perfecution began in 65. Rom. Hift. Nero's Reign.

3 Eapb. E.H. lib, 3. c. 24, Vid. Mill. Prolegom. 2. 7.
N°. 61. - ' |

Years
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Years after the Afcenfion ; Their only Ground
for which is, That it was the fame:Yéar,
in which the Apoftles were Illuminatéd, and
made to know, That the Ggfpe/ wasto-be:
Preach’d to the Gentiles, but I am atham’d

to lay gny Strefs upon a Conjecture, fo very
precarious. '

Let Us fuppofe. for Argument Sake
That Eufebius hath -Affign’d a3 Tzie- jbr
the Writing this Gofpel, but different. to
That of Irenzus; yet how fhould. we
help Clofing with Ireneus ( though: a
Simple Man) and contend, that he muft
nceds have been better Acquainted with
this Matter of Fa&, than Eufebius, who
livd near Two Hundred Years after him,
and Three Hundred after the Fa@& in Con-

troverfy: Befides, that “tis an unanfwerable
Objection, to any Autority of FEufebius,
That he could have no Intelligence of
this Matter, but from Ireneus only; No
other Ecclefiaftical Writer, that we Know
of, having fix’d any Time, for the Writing
this Gofpe/,——1 may add too, Thatall the
Roman Gatholic Divines, -are for the Account
given by Ireneus; but fome. Proteftants
have Scrupled of mere Superftition; ~— ¢ As
« Imagiping it inconfifftent with Divine
“ Providence to permit,- that the Churches
“ for. fo long a fpace of - Time, as this
« of Thirty. Years or . more, fhould:be

“ leﬂ: deﬂltme of “an_-Authentic ‘Hiftory,
1 E 2 “ of
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“ of the Miracles, and Do&rines of Chrift:
“ And; forafmuch as God always'A&s (fay
“ they) by Natral -Means, fo they con-
“ ceive, no Memory {uflicient, to retain
¢« fuch a Number of Faéls, Sermom,—Dac—
« trines, Promifes, Propbecies; and curfory
«« Sayings of Chrift, {o long a Time, with-
« out great Omiffion; neither dare they

« prefume, upon fo long a Neglect of the

« Apoflles, and Governours of the Church,
“ to commit the Hiftory of fefus to Writ-
« ing, which at the'fame Time 1s to fup-
« pofe them, very defective in their Zeal
« for Chriftianmity, or elle Ignorant of the
« moft likely means to promote it.”

But what are Thefe mere Arguments. of
Convenience only to a ftubborn Matter of
Fa&, and which (fay the Roman Divines)
Proz‘cﬁzzm‘s do not See, bear with ftronger
Emphafis againft the Condu@ of Fefus
Chrift hlmfelf than of his Apoftles, who
(as is faid) left them no Direttions to
Write, and what 1s moft admirable, wrote
nothing himfelf ; tho’ he muft needs for-
{ee (fay Liberfines) ‘'That fuch Omiffion
would be attended with bad Confequen-
ces; for they prefume a Go/pel compofed
by the Divine Fefus, muft have anticipat-
ed all Seéts, and confequently all Hatred
and Perfecution among Chriflians, which
hath reduc’d them to fuch narrow Bounds

in the World ; and Pagans then - fhould
have
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have had no Occafion to fay *, e We will
not Believe Fefus's Gofpel, becaufe it was not
awrofe by Fefus bimfelf. But tothe point.—

Eufeorus having (as 1s faid) no other
Father or Hiftorian from whom he could
take his Account of Mathew's Time of
Wiriting, but from Irenzus only; there is
no Queftion (had he Affign’d any Time)
but that he would have concorr’d with
him: For it appears he was very con-
verfant with Jrenzus’s Writings, and often
Copy’d his Words from him, as particu-
larly, he does this Account of Mathew's ™
Time of Writing in his * Ecclefiaflical
Hiftory, and which "tis likely he acquiefc’d
in; for elfe why did he not Cenfure it there,
or Contradi& it rather, in his Chronicon,
where he 1s wholly Silent.

It Appears then, according to Father
Ireneus (a Witnels after the Letter-writer’s
own Heart) That St. Mathew’s Gofpel, the
Firlt of the Four, was not Wrote till at
leaft Sixty Four, or Sixty Five Years after
Our Saviour’s Nativity, and above Thirty
Years after his Cructfixion; notwithftand-
ing, the Letter-writer exprefly maintains 3,
That not only This, but all the other Gofpels
were Wrote and Publif’d too, wbhile the
Maters were frefb in Memory, and while
many Perfons were Living, who wanted not

Y Nolunt Evangelio, Credere, Quia non ab ipfo Fefu illa
conferipta funt. Aug. Retraft. lib. 2. c. 16.

2 Lib, 5. ¢ 8. 3 Paft. Let. p. 14. o
Inclination,
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Inclination, fo detec? the Evangelifts, if they
could bave been convitted of Falfbood ; and
tho’ he knows too, That One of the Gof-
pels (even that according:to ‘fobu) was
not compos'd, till near Seventy Years after
Our Saviour’s Deceafe, and an Hundred
Years after his Nafrvity ;5 and further-alfo,
that the Sacred Writings of the New Te/f-
tament could not be * obtained by the Hea-

thens, but thro’ Force and Stealth, for a-
bove Two Hundred ¥ears longer.,

Byt I come now, Fourthly, to Inguire
111 what Language This fame Gofpel, Intit-
led, According to Mathew, was originally
compil’d.

To this, Papias (the Antient Bithop of
Hierapolis) fays 2, That Mathew Wrote bis
Gofpel 111 Hebrew, — And * Ireneus after
him, That Mathew delivered to the Hebrews
the Hiftory of the Gofpel, Wrote n ther
oien Language, {o * Origen, {o * Eufeoius,
{o alfo ¢ Ferom; and {o in general, all the
Fathers to a Man, all agreeing to the
fame Tradition.

* Thofe Chriftians who delivered up their Gofpels to the
H:athens, tho' they did it under the utmoft Threats of Tor-
ments and Death; yet, were thereafter Branded with the In-
rzmous Name of Zraditsres, 1. e. Givers up, or Betrayers of
the Myfteries, and for which they did fevere Penance, and were
made Incapable of the Priefthosd.

> Apud Ezfes. E. H. 1 3. c. 30.

Y Acv. Herefo 1 3. ¢ 1,

* Apud E2fc5. E. H. L 6. ¢ 23.

* 1o 1 3. 24,

“ ferum. Proem. in Com. Math,

Not-
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Notwithftanding which, -fome’ 2odern
Crifics of great Autority, Namely; Eraf-
mus, Cardinal Cajetan, -OFEciolampadius,
Flaccius Ilyricus, Galvin, Voffius, &c. a-
mong Foreigners; and Or. Lightfoo?, Dr.
Whithy, the Reverend Mr. fones, and o-
thers of Our own Nation, " (not regarding
the Fathers) have Oppos'd . the aforemen-
tioned Tradition, Endeavouring to prove
on the Foot of Crirics and learned Obfer-
vations, That the Gofpel we now have ac-
cording fo Mathew, was certainly deriv'd
from fomé Greek Original, there being no-
thing more eafy (fay they) than to Diftin-
guith always, between a Tranfiript, and a
Tranflation: — And then as to-the Hebrew
Text of this Gofpel, found 'in:.the Fifth
Century, by St. Ferom, .in Cuftody of the
Nazaren-Chriftzans of Berea -and Cefarea,
Cities in Palefline; and -which were then
fuppofed. to be - Copres of Muthew's Origi-
nal: Thele (they imaging). not to have
been Copies, but an Early Tranflation from
the Original Greek, made’ by the Apofiies
for the Ule of the Ngzarens; The Holy
Ghoft defcending on them for-that Purpole ;
and as to the Greck Textnow Extant, This
they fuppofe to be a True Copy of that
Original, wrote by St. Mathew's own Hand,
prelerv’d by an extraordinary Providence;
which Notion of thefe Great Men, as.it
hath no Foundation in Hiftory, {o hath 1t
the worft Tendency imaginable, as. will

Appear
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appear hereafter, and is vaflly abfurd in
this refpe@, as it {uppofes the Rude and
Illiterate Mathew to have wrote to his
Countrymen the Fews, in a learned po-
lite. Language, which neither- They, nor
'tis likely Himfelf * underftood; and This
too, when he Wrote at their Requeft, and
for their more . particular Ufe; and that
when he had fo done, They were necef-
fitated to get his Gofpel Tranflated by the

other Apoftles, (Heav'n Interpofing) before
they could make any Ufe of it. -

Mathew the Apofile, is generally agreed
to have been a few, and that he compos'd

his Gg@ei for the Sake of the fews; now
can it be conceivd, fuppofing him pro-

perly qualihied, that he fhould on this Oc-
cafion, compliment Foreigners, more
than his own Countrymen, and fhew all
his Regard for their Churches, and none

for thofe of his own Nation; a Pardality
certainly a few, could never bc Guilty of ?

I It has been the Opinion of Great Dwmes, the A ofﬂes
did not Learn Greek by Infpiration; Peter had his Interpreter,
and {o had Paul. ——— Nay, Paul faut'y ownes himfelf igno-
rant in the Gree#, 2 Cor. xi. 6. which it feems, tho’ Born in
a Grecian City, by his long Stay in Fudea, he. had in great
Meafure forgot.

Dum Excufo Apoftolos ((ays Eralmus) -Qui Grecitatem fuam,
7:n ex Orationibus Demoftbenis, Jed ex Vulgi colloguio Didice-
rint; mon negs Donum Linguarum, neque tamen inde Sequitar,
e15 non potuiffe Greee? difeere ex Vulpi colliguio! —semmm— Then

tollows, —— Qusd fi contendis bane Grecitatem quam Videmus
in dpoftolicis Literis, effe Donum Celefte. — Unde tanta Ser-

monis Ruditas, imd Barbaries, guam Diffimulare non poffamus 2
Epift, ad Eckium., .
Nor
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Nor will any One believe, the: Holy Ghoft
Infpir’d Mathew on this Occafion, purpofe-
ly to Write in Greek, contrary to his ap-
parent Duty and End of Writing; . or, if
you will fay, the Gift of Tongues was
Conftant and Uniform, 1s not writing or
Preaching to a People in a Strange Lan-
guage, a {ore Abufe of that Gift, Invert-
ing the End for which it was beftowd?

But Greek, fay thele Proteflant Divines,
was the more Umverfal Language ; which
Implies again, that Mathew did not Write,
at the Requelft, and for the more peculiar
Ufe of the Fews at ferufalem ; for if fo,
He was not to regard the Univerfality of a
Language, but he was to Write in thac
Language only, which the People, at whofe
Inftance, and for wholfe Inftru&tion He
immediately Wrote, Underftood ; Common
Decency thould have taught Mtztbew this,
tho’ not Inipir'd, and how Rude and Ili-
terate foever : The Fews certainly fhould
have their own Gofpel in their own Lan-
guage, the Language in which it had been
Preach’d, by this fame Apgille to them,
and let the Greeks afterwards Tranflate ir,
1f they thought fir, and had not pa-
tience to ‘Stay, for thofe other Gofpels
which the Holy Apofile forefaw, and might
declare would fhortly be compos’d for
them in their own Dialett,

Indeed, Proteftant Divines, after all their
Critics, are {o Ingenuous, as to let you

I know,
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know, why they Labour this Point f{o
heartily; not that any One Fa& arifes in
Hiftory, to Determine them in That, of
which they would {feem perfuaded ; but for
that They are apprehenfive, if the Thing
was {o, I mean, if this Gofpe/ was Origi-
nally compiled in Hebrew, that then its
Autority would be more dublous, the Or:-
ginal Text being loft, and even the Copies
of that Origmal which (they Think too)
Providence would never f{uffer.

But why did 1t {uffer it to be corrupt-

ed, as moft agree it was, and that as {oon
almoft, as 1t came into the Nazaren's

Hlands? And 1f That be the Cafe, ’tis
- {carce worth the difputing now, in what
Language 1t was Wrote; Again, Suppolfe
it compos'd in Greek, yet will it not thence
follow, Our prefent Greek-Text 1s more
pure, Since it 1s not known, nor was
{o long fince as * St Ferom’s time, from
whence That {prung.

It the Original was Wrote in Greek, and
deliver’d to the Nazarens, 'tis not hkely,
they would Part with it to the Genfiles
(their Avow'd Enemies) to make Copies
by 'tis infinitely more probable, that having
caus’d 1t to be Trantlated into Hebrew with
Amendments for their own general Ulfe,

U Matheus primas in Judza, propter €ss, qui ex Circumci-
fonz Crediderun:, Ecvangelium Cbrifti Hebraicis Literis Ver-
bilgue compafuit 5 guod quis toffea in Gracum tranflulerit, non
Jatis certurn eff. Hierun. de Script. Ecel. in Math.

{fome
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{fome Capies of that’ Hebrew Tranflation in
procefs of Time, unavoidably ftole abroad,
and fell into the Hands of the. Gensile
Chriftians ; who reduc’d it again, into. the
Greek we now have ; as we are intirely in-
the Dark in this Affair; this Conjeétire
feem much more Rational, than:to Ima-
gine with all thofe, who pretend Our pre-
{ent Copies are deriv’d from a- Greek Ori-
ginal, thav the Fewifh Chriftians were in
Haft, to Tranimit Authentic Copies to
the Gentiles, of theif own Original in its
firft Purity, even before They had ferv’d

themfelves with it. R
Upon the whole, notwithftanding all
has been faid, on this Head, by Modern
Divines ; moft think that Our prefent Gof
pel, s on a much better Foot of Greaif,
{uppofing it deriv’d from a Hebrew Origi-
nal, than if we fthould allow it compofed
in Greek; becaufe in the latter cafe, we
fhall be forc’d to confels it, a different
Gofpel .to that, which St. Mathew certainly
compofed, even a Counterfeit, Palm’'d on
Us in its ftead; for be Our Greck Text
from whence it will, that the Apofile wrote
in Hebrew to the ‘fews, who {pake Hevrew,
was a Fa& {o Notorious to the Antients,
{fo well Attefted, fo Univerfally Affented
to, and fo Nartural to'be True, that there
is no withftanding 1t ; the Tradition 1
Trac’d up, very near to the Time of the
Holy Apoftle himfelf, and. downward again
F 2 for
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for above Fifteen Hundred Years toge-
ther, without Interruption ; therefore,
after fuch a continued Train of Evidence,
for {ome Moderns, (of whom Ithink Eraf-
mus was the firft) to come now and fay,
- and ftick to it, upon the Foot of Critics
only, that the Original of Our prefent
(J'O/P(.’] was certainly Greek ; what 1s 1t
but in other Words to Afﬁrm, 1t 1S not
the tame with St. Marhew's (as the Heretucs
always afferted) and confequently that a
Spurious Gofpel hath been impofed on us?

[ come now to my Fifth and laft Head,
which is to confider more nearly, the
Gefzzfznq/s and Autority of Mathew’s Gojpel,
and the Grounds upon which 1t was antient-
ly, and is naw, rejelled by fome Heretics.

In Treating of which, I fhallbe Oblig'd
to repeat fome things already faid, 1n
regard, This Head bears fo near 2 Rela-
tion, to thofe that went before.

Now to be fatisfyd of the Truth of
any Hiftory, the Impugners of this Gof-
pel, and the Letfer-writer are well agreed ;
that 1t 1s requ1ﬁte we fhould know, Firft,
Somewhat of the Author’s Charalter ; Se-
condly, Whether the fame (it Antient) bath
been fm /J/a/w Tmnfmzz‘z‘m’ down fo Us,
And, Laftly, lts Autor:ty will depend in
great meafure oo, Upon 1ts own Intrinfic
Exidence, with regard to the Reafonable-
nefs and Credlblhty of . Falts therein re-
lated. —=We have feen,

Firft,
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Firft, On what a precarious Foot (in the
Opmlon of thofe who oppofe this Gofpel)
the fame ftands with relpe& to its Author,
whofe very Name 1s not certainly known,
fo many Authors (fay they) was this Go/-
pel from the Beginning afcribed to, So
many 7Titles it bore, and {o .Qz;eﬂzomble 1S
1ts prefent Title, that we can by no Cri-
terson, arrive to any Certainty, who the
Writer was; Nay, was its Title never {o
exprefs, {o many Forgeries were Obtruded

upon the World, in the Apgftles Names,
That thisneither would not be fausfa&ory,

in a Matter of fo great Importance, with-
out fome further Evidence corroborating it.

But Hiftory they tell you Affords none
of that kind, tll at leaft One bundred
Years, after the pretended Publication of
Our prefent Gofpel ; Father Ireneus (as Ob-
ferved) being the firft Ecclefiaftical Writer
of all thofe whole Works are now extant,
that cites Mathew the Apofile by Name
as the Author of it.

Now (fay Heretucs) the little Account we
ought to make of his Teﬁimony, in this

Particular, appears hence, That "tis found-
ed upon the Tradition, he received from.

Papias, whole Scholar he was,— A4 Man

(ays ' Eufebius) of Weak “fudgment, A
fabulous Author, and One who led many in-

to Error,. and parz‘zculzzr/y bis Pupil Irence-

us; fo that upon this Fool and Knave both
- PR.H.L 1. 00590 -

(ac-.
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(accorditg to- Eufemus) doth the whole
Tradition, of Mathew’s being the Author
of the Gofpe/l we now make Ufe of, de-
pend.

For as Ireneus had 1t from Old Papras,
{o Eufébius plainly took it from them both,
Notwithftanding his bad Opinion of the
Men; and to thefe all the following Churcp
Writers venture to {ubfcribe,withoutanyDif-
quifition, as appears, into the Fact; and this
1s the goodly Evidence (fay.the Heretics)
which we Orthodox Believers, have been
all along taught to Confide 1n; and which
having been fo often objected to Us, 1n
Triumph by the Adverfary, "T'is much to

 be wondred, the Lefter-writer {hould pafs
it over, without Offering to furnifh the
World, with fome more Mazterial Evidence
in its ftead, Efpecially in an Affair of the
higheft Concern,— As whether the Books
of the New Teftament, One or other of
them, were wrote by thofe, They are
pretended to be wrote, and confequently
by Divine Infpiration.

Indeed the prefent Gofpe/ (fay the {ame
Perfons) fhould for DiftinGion fake, be
erm’d, The Gofpel by Mathew According
fo the Gentiles; for there was another Gof~
pel (lay they) extant in the Primtive
Church, which all the firft Converts made
Ule of, and afcribed to Mathew's Writing,
And which therefore was commonly called,

s by way of Diftin@®ion —The Gofpel by
Matbew
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Matthew According fo the Hebrews; © This
“ Gofpel (faid the Hebrews) is the fame,
“ which You Gentiles acknowledge, the
«« Apoftle wrote for Our Ufe, and at Our
« Requeft, and deliver'd to us the Ori-
“ ginal, the fame which we kept facred
“ among our Selves for near five hundred
‘“ Years together, When You Genfiles de-
““ {troyed, both Copies and Tranflations,
“ to take off all Rivalfhip, as it fhould
“ {eem, between the two Gofpels, And
“ that Yours alone might Reign with-
““ out Competirion’.

This (Say Our Oppofers) is what the
Fewifh Chriftians always urged; and we
{fee with what Juftice, They gave the Pre-
cedence to their own Gofpel. — ¢ Ours (faid
‘“ they) was the Original, We had the keep-
““ing of 1t all along, We claim it by your
“ own Confeflion,” The Verity of an At al-
ways precedes the Corruption of the fame.

To Obviate this Few:fb ObjeCtion, fome
' Moderns have.feigned, That the Apoftle
Mathew did indeed publith Two Editions
of his Gofpel, The firft in Hebrew for the
YFews, but the laft and moft corre&t in
Greek for Us Gentiles——This indeed 1s
an Anfwer, But (fays the Adverfary) 'us
at the Expence of all Sincerity and good
. Reading, there being no Foundation for i,

1 Sixt. Sencnfl. Bibl. Sacr. lib. 7. p. 385. Whitby’s Preface

to the four Gofpels. Nye's Defence of the Sacred Canon a-
gainft Zo/and, p. 78. '

either
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either in Hiftory or Oral Tradition; "Tis
an Expedient the Fathers, rich in Inventi-
ons, never hit on; for they fubmitted al-
ways the whole Autority of this Gofpel,
to Papias and Ireneus; And Chofe to fay
the Gentile-Copy of Mathew, was the
only True One, the fame with that of
the Hebrew-Chriftians, before the latter
was Interpolated and Corrupted.

Tho’ Others again have been of Opini-
on, The Nazaren Gofpel was ablolutely
diftin¢t from it, Or St. Ferom never would
have Tranflated it into Greek and Latin.

But this breaks in upon what I would
Confider next, which 1s, How faithfully the
Gofpel compiled by Saint Mathew bath been
Tranfmitted doen to Us.

In Relation to which, its Enemics will
be apt to obferve, That if what the Ans-
ents unanimoufly atiirm, w2, That the.
Apoftle Mathew» compofed his Gofpel in He-
brewe, s to be depended on; Then the Gof-
pel we now make Ufe of, according to
fome Mricris of great Name, cannot be
the fame, but Another whofe Original, it
feems, was Greck; They will tell us, we
have loft AMatlew’s Hebrew Gofpel, and a
(;reck One 1s Tranimitted to us 1n 1cs ftead.
of whele Awtority we know nothing.,

Butagain, {hould 1t be {uppofed, Thole
Moderns are miftaken, and that the Gofpe/
we now have, 1s the fame with that men-
tioned by the Fatlers (the Original of which

Wds
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was Hebrew) yet, the {fame Fathers tell
You, the Nazarens began to Stuff it very
foon with their own Inventions; and that
the Ebionite Gofpel too (another Branch of
it) was ftill more corrupt : —Notwith-
ftanding which, and that he knows theHere-
tics infift, That this is the Voice of all Anti-
quity, yet the Leter-writer contents himfelf
with barely Afferting, * That this (among
the other Gofpels) baths been faithfully Tran/-
matted to Chriftians of fucceeding Ages; Of--
fering no Proof, — But putting it upon
Infidels rather to Prove it for him, and ta
thew, That any other Book whatfiever, has
fuch, and fo many plain, and firong Teffi
montes of a faithful Tranfmiffion, as the New
Teffament, — And in order to induce them
thereto (and I dare fay, with no Defign
to Infnare them) he Affures them the
Coafts are all clear *. —— Chriftzanity " ({ays.
he) Requires.no farther Favour, than a fatr
and Impartial Inquiry into the Grounds and
Doétrines of it :— But Infidels and Here-
tics both having tried the Spirit of (fome
people’s) Chriftianity, and Smarted fo often,
for Trufting to Ipvitations of this {ort, carg
not, I fee (after-lang Expectation) to ven-
ture. =1 fhall only take upon me to fay
(who always held the Books of the New
Teflament in the utmoft Veneration ill the
laft Pafloral Letter flung Doubts in my way)
That the Faithful Tranfmiffion which the
Letter-writer contends for (if we refpect

-1 Paft, Let, p. 63. a 2 Firlt Palt. Let. . 5}1{4
: ] =
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Muathew’s Gofpel only) can never be made
fairly 1o appear, from Ecclefiaftical Hiftory
only, it being impofiible in the Nature of
the Thing, admitting, as that does, the
Original of it to have been corrupted, which
is the Cafe of no one profane Author, that
Iknow of'; or if you will aflert, the Hebrew
Origiel remain’d intire, till {uch time, "as
a Tran{cript, or elle Our prefent Verfion
was made from it; yet how fhall that ap-
pear? No oneGentile Father having ever {een,
or pretenaed to have feen, which is much,
Mathe1’s Original 3 and therefore 1t wasim-
practicable to compare and retify either
Tranfcript or Verfion by it, or be aflur'd
whether it was true or falfe; fo that I am
afraid Heretics will infift, That this is Ar-
gumentum ad Ignorantiam only, or a mere
Affertion rather, without either Proof or
Probability. - *

If old Papias is good for any'thing, he
may ferve to refell all pretence to a Fadt,
in which he could not well be miftaken.—
He liv’d after the Commencement of the
lecond Age, long after Mathew's Gofpel 1s
fuppos’d to have been publifth’d ; and what
he faystoit is, * That Mathew baving wrote.
fis Gofpel in Hebrew, every one Interpreted
', as be was able.—— Upon which Werds
1 late * Learned and Worthy Divine of our .
own Church, naturally obferves, —— That

: Apnd Fufeo. E. HL lib. 3. ¢ 39.
oW Ty

25 ey T Pretace 1o the four Golpels.

Papias
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Papias. knew nothing of any Authentic Ver-

fom of Mathew!s Gtﬁel approv’d by the A-
poftles, and Jook'd upon in bis Lime, as. Ca-

nonical by the Church ; but if the Gentile
Church had obtain’d no One approv A Ver—
Jron {0 late, i. e. Not till after the Begmmng
of the fecond Century (before which time
*tis univerfally allow’d the Nazarens had
corrupted their Original) Heretics will afk
from whofe Hands, or by what Means or
Teftimony, fhe could procure. it afterwards,
except only by 2 New Revelation !
The Truth is, — The Orzgmal Hebrew
being a. Sacred Depofitum in the Hands of
the Nizarens 5 the Gentiles muft have been
content, with fuch a Copy or Verfion, as
thofe People thoughtfit to allow them

and if they were o very Intent (as moft a-
gree) upon Corrupting, with their own Ad-
ditions, even the Original itfelf; is it likely,
They would oblige the Gentile Chriftians
(their bitter Enemies) with a truer Copy
than they had themielves ? Or with a Ver-
fion more pure than their own Original ?
Few Heretics will believe this.

That thefe Two Gofpels, viz. That we
have at prefent, and.the Nazaren did in-
deed differ very materially from each other,”
15 a Faét that appears even at this Da,y,
fince many of the Varwous Readings in the
Nazaren-Gofpel (or Interpolatlons if .you
had rather call them) are now extant, hav-
ing been colleGted out of the Fatbers with

G2 - great
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great Pains by feveral learned * Hands,~
Tho’ thefe do not at all help usout in our
prefent Inquiry, for the Queftion ftill re-
mains, whether Thefe are indeed Inferpo-
lations, or rather part of the Original Gofpel ¢
Or whether thofe firft Converts, and Cotem-
poraries with the Apofiles, it they did add
or interpolate, had not good Reafon and
Autority for {o doing ? * As many learned
Men fuppofe they had. And if {o, then (fays
the Adverfary) it will follow, {uppofing
both Gofpels had the fame Original, that

our prefent Copres are Retrench’d, or not {o
faithfully Tranfmitted as they ought to
have been.

After all, ’tis 2 melancholy Thing, Ec-
clefiaftical Writers fhould agree, The Or:-
ginal itlelf of Mathew's Gofpel was at any
time corrupted; fince if the Thing were {o,

the {fame will amount even to 2 Demon-
ftration, That the firft Converts (the Cor-

rupters) never ‘Believ’d it of Diwine Infpi-
»afion 3 but knew it rather, to have been
compil’d, by One among themielves, not
only liable to Miftake, but who had aftu-
ally Miftaken, in thofe Faés or Points to
which they {o readily,; and without Scruple
made Alterations; for what elfe could de-
teemine thofe Chriffians, to Alter and Adul-
terate a Gofpe/, whi*h was wrote to oblige
themfelves, by an intpired Apgftle too, and a
Friend of their own choofing ¢ There-

T Vid. Fabritii Cod. Apocryph. N. T. &c. p. 356 —371.
* Vid. Sim. Crit, Hit. N, T. Part L. ¢. 7.



[ 53 ]

Therefore that They corrupted it at all
feems to me (I confefs) a mere Slander of
the: Gentile Fathers, without Foundation,
in order to magnify their own Gofpel; in
regard great Emcomiums are given the Na-
zaren Gofpel, as well by thofe who have
thought 1t a diftiné? Original, as by thofe
who have conceiv'd it of the fame Origin

with Our prefent Gofpel,
« The Firft believe it was an honeft

«« Compofure, not by a fingle Hand, but
« by a Council, or ColleCtion of Fews/h

«« Converts at ferufalem, {oon after Our:
« Saviour's Afcenfion, and {fome time before
“ St. Mathew's, or any other of our pre-
«« fent Canonical Golpels appeared, and
“ therefore to be preferd to them; and
¢« that the moft antient Fathers receiv'd it
« among other the Infpird Writings.

«« The Latter fay boldly, That our pre-
<« fent Greek Text is of no Validity, but to
““ be efteem’d rather Apocryphal, in refpet
<« to the O/d Hebrew of the Nazarens; they
« lament therefore exceedingly the Lofs of
« it, as the greateft Milchief thar could
« poffibly have befallen the Chriftsan Church,
« wifhing it were now extant, as it was
« beyond all Doubt, the moft antient At
<« of the Chriftian Religton, and confequent-
« ly thould be the only Meuns, if we had
« it, by which we might Correct our pre-
« {ent Greek Verfion, which (they think) at
<« the beft 1s but a bad One; the Tranfla-

“ tor



[ 54 ]

‘“« tor (whoever he was) having afflum’d
v ftrange Liberties, in Epitomizing it, and
“ giving us rather the Senfe than the
«« Words.,”— So Unfaithfully has it been
Tranfmitted to us.—For the Sake of thofe
who may be curious to know the Great
* Names, of one or other Perfuafion, I have
:inferced them in the Margin, as colleéted
out of Father Szmon, Sixtus Swsz s, Grabe,
and other Learned Authors.

To fay no more on this Head, if the
Gofpel we now have according to Mathew,
was wrote Originally in Greck, as {o many
learned Men contend, let us confider once
again freely and impartially, what muft be
the Confequence, and upon what a very
uncertain Foundation 1t manifeftly ftands,

Not only itisAgreed, the Original Greek
was never {o much as heard of, referr’d to,
or mentioned; by any one Chriftian Writer,
as then Exifting any where ; but the im-
mediate Hebrew T zz?zﬂezhwz alfo of that
Greek hath been mifling, ever fince St.
Feroine's time, or very foon after, (that
1s) above 1300 Years paft; So that now
what the Eml /b Church makes ufe of, and
builds her Faich 1 upon, and which is called
particularly in the Front of our Tefta-
ments; 4 Tranflation out of the Original

Y Epipbanius, [erome, Bedey, Baronius, Father Simon, Sixtus
Scuenfis, Dr. Grade, Toland, Nye, Le Clere, Fabritius, Mr.
Richardfin, Dr. Mll, Du Pin, &c.—— See alfo A. B. Watke's

Preliminary Difcourfe to his Tranflation of the Apoltolical
Fathers, Chap. 1o. Sett. 4.
Greek,
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Greek, 1s in Truth no other, than what is

oenerally reputed by our prefent learned
Clergy, —~ Awery faulty Tranflation, from
a * modern Greek Edition, of a bad Greek
Tranflation, out of the loft HebrewT ranflation,
from a Greek Original that was never feen, ---
Not to mention that the Author of Our
faid Greek Tranflation (bad as it is) was ne-
ver known, to any one of the Fathers, no
not to the inquifitive ‘Ferome himfelf ; which
therefore put him upon Tranflating the
Nazaren Gofpel (in his Time extant) into
Greck and Latn. But which Tranfla-
tions together with their Original were ne:
ver more heard of. |

From what has been offer’d therefore
upon the Two laft Pofitions, or Heads, it
may be ablerv’a, ‘That the Heretics the
Impugners of our prefent Gofpe/ of Mathew,
proceed upon other Confiderations, than the
Letter-writer feems willing to apprehend ;
They argue, thac either it was not deriv’d
from St. Mathew’s Genuine Hebrew, and
confequently is an Apocryphal Gofpel, or if
it be, that it was Iunferpolated from the
Beginning according to Church-Tradition, or
laft of all it hath been Retrench'd, as fay
others, and Epitomis’d by the Tranflator;
and this longbefore 1t carne 1nto the Hands

Y Rubert Stephens, Printer at Paris, who Publih'd New
Editions of the Greek Teffament, Annis 1550, 1551, which
our laft Trinflators of the New Tefument chiefly tollow’d.

of
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of any of thofe Gentile Fathers, from whom
he takes his Accounts of it. -

They eafily {ubmit to the Letter-awriter’s
fine Reafoning, * That after Chriftianity
was carry d into almoft all partsof the Roman
Empire, and Copies of the New Teftament
Sfpread with 1f, and not only remain’d in the
Hands of numnbers of private Ghbriflians, but
were publickly recerved and read 1n Religious
Affemblies ; ----which (by the way) could not
be, till towards the End of the Fourth Cen-
tury: That then indeed, it had been in
_ vain, for a private Chriftian, to have at-
tempted any confiderable Alteration in his
Copy, without being found out, and ex-
ploded by others, (tho’ fome Alterations
we know were made, found out, and ex-
ploded, and yer Continu’d) But, I fay, the
Adverfary is not averfe to admit the Ar-
gument on this Head; What he urges with
refpect to Our prefent Gofpel 1s, that fup-
pofing it truly derivd from St. Mathew'’s
Hebrew, (which the Learned we fee very
much fufpedt,) yet was 1t grievoully Adul-- -
serated v its very Oreginal or elfe Abridg’d
by its Tranflator whilft in private Hands,
In either of which Cafes, the few Arguments
which the Pafforal Letter-writer hath
brought, for the faithful Tranfsiffin of
this particular Gofpel (among others) will
be tound of no Force

As to the Fariwus Readings, in a Gofpel,
tne whole of which is fufpeted to be A7o-

! Pafloral Letter, 2. 4.
cryphal,
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cryphal, 1do not find the Adverfary triumphs
much in that refpet; tho’ it has been ob-
ferved by fome Critics, that in this Gofpel
alone, which confifts of about 1100 Verfes,
there are to be found no lefs than 1000
Various Readings. Which to fpeak the
Truth, with * Dr. Whithy, are enough to
make the Mind doubtful, and a little Ap-
prehenfive, that nothing certain can be ex-
pected from a Book, where there are Al-
terations in every Verfe, and almoft in e-
very Part of every Verle.

Therefore upon the whole I am afraid,
Thofe who oppole the Canonical Autority
of this particular Gofpel, will be apt to in-
fift, That as the Authors of all profane
Writers, of any Note, are, and have ever
been, univerfally aflented to, wicthout Dif-
pute, which is far from being the Caie of
the Author here examin’d: So neither are
there * any fuch plain and ftrong Teflimo-
nies for the unfaithful Tranfimiffion of any of
thofe #ritings, as there are of this Gofpel;
and confequently, upon thefe two Accounts,
that they may fairly Reje&t the latter as
Apocryphal, without 3 Involving themfelves
in the Abfurdity of Rejecling all Antient
Writings whatfoever. For befides (I fay).
that they think their Authors certain, we
have no fuch plain Evidence for their 4-
dulteration ; as neither was 1t -ever the In-

T Exam. Var. Te&. Mill p 3.

2 Paft. Let. p. 63. 3 Thidem, "
H gerel
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tereft of any Set of Men fo egregioufly to
Corrupt them in Support of Private Opini-
ons. ——That which makes the immenfe
Difference between the Sacred, and Profane
Writings, and caufes a reftlefs Bickering
with, and Scrutiny 1nto, the former is this,—
That tho' we are told our Salvation depends,
upon their moft exa¢t Truth and Certainty,
vet the Przefts will not permit Honeft Men, to
make ufe of their Underftandings, with the
fame ' Freedom, when they read zbefe, as they
take upon themlelves always to do, when
they read a Profane Author, tho’ there is
{o much the greater Reafon for it ; the
Clergy, for Inftance, of the Church of Eng-
lond (the moft Learned in the World) tho’
they know the Sacred Scriptures have doubt-
ful Bosks in them, and bave been moreover
forridly * Abusd with refpect even to fome
f<fientials ; and tho’ they allow, there are
above 30,000 Parius Readings in them,
many of them of Importance, yet with
their good Will, they would tye Men down
ftill, to an implicit Belief of every Book,
and every Period, or Paffage, in thofe Books,
without Examination; though what they

I Vil Paft. Let p. 6, 7. Where the Author reproaches
o' who pretend to this juft and neceffary Freedom,
witinuy which all Reading 15 Vain.

2 {15 2 Thing notorious to Divines, and Dr. Mi// hath
m:dz 1 maniiel to the World, That no one Book hath {uf-
ford fo much, by the Length of Time, nor been {o perfidi-
cedlv dealt with {by the pretended Guardians of 1t) as the
Now Tedament ingeneral. Vid, Wetflenii Pref. Noy. Teff. -
v coligfts out of De. M/l above 30,000 various Readmgs.

many
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many times rigidly infift on, * Tends neither
to the Homour of God, nor the Good of Men;
and tho’ it evidently Difagrees with zhe Light
of Nature, and the Reafon of Things ; 10 be
govern’d by which, is by the Letter-writer *,
deem’d an Infidel Principle. .
"T'is worth while the obferving, how art-
fully, this declared Enemy to rational Li-
berty applies himfelf there, to the Prejudi-
ces of Vulgar Believers, ftirring up their
Refentments againft thofe who prétend to
judge for themfelves in the Conftru&ion of
Holy Writ, and infinuating as if it fhould
be great Piety in Men always to diftruft -
their own Underftandings, but prefumptu- .~
ous Wickednefs in them, ever to doubt of
their Wit or Fidelity, thro’ whofe Hands
the Sacred Volidmes have been tranfmitted,

and who pretend now authoritatively
to dictate their true Meaning to them ;
infulting alfo poor Scepzzes on that Account,

and for daring to {uipect, they may fome-
times hit upon falfe Readings, and poffibly be
impos’d on, in Point of Divine Revelation,
which he will by no Means {uffer, tho'
thofe Readings fhould contradiét (as is faid)
Natural Light, and the Reafon of Things;
and this at the fame Time too, (which is
the Jeft of it) that he ? intreats them care-

fully- 2o perufe the Sacred Writings.
Laftly, I come fo confider, the Internal

Teftimony this Gofpel according to Mathew

' Paftoral-Letter, p. 6. 2 Ibid, p. 7. 3 Ibid. p. go,
2 affords,
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affords, of s Divine Autority, or rather
the Dcﬁ& which Heretics, the Renouncers of
this Gofpel complain of tn that Refpelt.

Now the firft and great Defet with
thefe 1s, that there 15 no Manner of Ac-
count, no Teffuiony to be found in it, of
the Auvthor himielf, who he was, 1n what
Time, to whom, or upon what Motives,
or Information he began 1o write, which
(fays the Adverfary) looks very {uipicious,
efpecially as he treats of Things facred
and 1s for 1ntroducmg a New- F.czzz‘/J
New Werfbip, and, in a Word, a New Re—-
ligton 1DLO the World, zbe Impoflures in
which were very numerous.

This Author (fays the Adverfary) is fup-
posd the firfi and leading Evangeliff, the
firft that undertook to pub]j{h Falts almoft
incredible, or at leaft fuch, as the Heart
of Man could not eafily conceive, even
the Incarnation and Miraculous Birth of a
God, together with his Dsvine Life, Doc-
{FIneEs, zmd Aétions, during his Abode here
upon Earth; and laft of all his cruel
Death, and Paffion, with the dazling
Wonders that enfu’d, and which accom-
pany’d his mumpham Refurreéion from
the Dead, f{ufficient to amaze, and con-
found Mankind ; confcious therefore of
the great leﬁculty he fhould have, to
obtain the neceflary Credit, it was the
more incumbent on him, to prepare his
Reader’s Way to it, by all the juft Means
he could devife ; as particularly by making

bzm-
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bimfelf known firft, and after that the Tinze
and Occafion of his Writing, as alfo how
he became {ufficiently appriz’d of thofe
extraordinary Falts, which he took upon
himfelf, firff of all, to publith to a bigot-
ted ignorant World, from which he had
no Reafon to expe® a very favourable

Hearing.——And if he knew himfelf to
be indeed Infpir’d for the Undertaking,

what thould hinder ({ays the Adverfary) or
what could poflibly be the Reafon, why
he did not fatisfy us i that Point? and
this the rather as the Publication of his
Gofpel-Hiflory and Precepts, thould tend
direétly to fubvert, not only That of his
own Country, but all the Religrous Inftitu-
tions then in the World, long eftablifh’d,
and to which he muft know, the f{everal
Nations were immoderately addicted.--And
further alfo he could not but forefee, the
firm Adherence to all he faid, would be
indifpenfibly requir'd, even againit invete-
rate Cuftom of all thofe, to whoie Hands
his Hiffory {hould at any Time. thereafter
come, under Pain of Eternal Reprobatiop.

On the other Hand (fay they) for us
carelefly to fuppofe a Literal-Infpiration,
without any Marks of it, or {o much as
the Author’s own Teftimony, or Pretence
to 1t, 1s a Credulity of which we ought
to be afham’d. 'Tis taking up with
a Religion founded upon Tradition, or
Church Teflimony, for which one Part
of the Chriftian World 1s very deferved]

CX-._
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expos'd; a mere groundlefs Tradition (fay
they) againft the Reafon of the Thing it
felf, and which therefore 1s much more
eafily rejelted than receiv’d : —— This,
(continue they) is to Believe, or rather
Create a Miracle to Our {elves, merely upon
the Strength of our own Fancies.

But there are fome Men (fay they) who
not only prefume abfurdly, to extend and
limit the Word of God, to juft fuch a
Number of Books, but, as obferv’d, would

lio bind Men down, to an Implicit Belief,
in every Line, and every Word, in thofe
Books; when ’us {o Apparent, the Authors
them{elves Diltate nothing by Dint of their
own Aufority, nor {feem to expelt any f{uch
blind Submifiion at our Hands.

For Inftance, can any One (fay they) belicve
our prefent Author had any fuch Expectation,
when he never once offers at fatisfying his
Reader, inany the neceffary- Points leading
to it? Where (fays the Adverfary) does
Mathew pretend to be {fo much as an Eye
or Ear-Witnefs, to any One of Our Savi-
our’s Tranfactions? Or does he letus know,
from whom elle he learn’d them, or from
what Memoirs he came by them, f{o as to
be enablea to Tranimit them to Pofterity,
with that Accuracy, a Rational Faith in all
his Relations, abfolutely requir’d? If he has
fail’d in affording Us thefe neceflary Ante-
cedents to Belief, we fee not why it thould
bz demanded of Us.

The_
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The Infpir'd Pen-Men in the Old Tefta-
ment, Mofes and the Prophets, who were
not only bare Recorders, but who were
themfelves alfo the Workers of Miracles,
to which Mathew no where pretends;
Thefe (fays the Adverfary) were neverthelefs
careful to let us know, they were commiffi-
on’d from Heaven, to teach all that they
taught us; and {fometimes they inform us
too of their own Tribes and Families, for
more Satisfaction ; but they never fail to
affure Pofterity, that they Prophely’d by
Diwvine Autority, which you hear of, ac
every Turn; but which they had not In-~
culcated {o often, had they not perceiv'd
it neceffary, to obtain due Creditand Obe-
dience, to the Divine Commands,«~~— And
St. Paul alfo in his feveral Epiftles, to thofe
Churches he himfelf ere@ed, follows their
Example in fome meafure, or fhall we ra-
ther fay, His own Daifcretion.

Whereas the Author of this Gofpel, 1s
intirely Silent in that matter, and who 1n-
deed if he had attempted to gain a Belief
of this Sort, his own Irregularities, (fay his
Antagonifts) would have betray'd him.—
Urging that the Holy Spirst could never be
the Author of thofe * Contradiétions, Di-

locations

! The Adverfary had better omitted [Contradictions,
and Difagreements] fince Thefe, (moft Commentators agree,)
are fpecial Signs, and cven Proofs of the Truth of the Gojpe/
Hiftory. Veritatis maximum iffud eff Fudiciam (fays
Chryfifisme.) N fi por Omnia Conjentirent, exacla a:}:gff;j :

!
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locations, Improprieties, and Difagreements,
which Divines the moft Learned and pious,
have Pointed out, in their Comments on
this Gofpel.

"T'is true there are {fome, who pretend
to account for, the Diforder and Confufion
obferv’d, more efpecially in the former
Part of St. Mathew’s Gofpel, but They are
driven to a very odd Expedient ; * They
fuppofe toe Infpir'd Author wrofe at firft
[etarately, and upen feveral diftinét Papers,
which Papers, (or whatever elfe the Gofpel
was written upon) being carelefly flung afide
by the [ame Autbor, were afterwards put
fﬁgetber i their prefent confusd Order, by
thofe, who did not perfeltly know, the Trie
Series of the Hiffory, —— A Con]e&urc
unworthy the Holy Apojtle, and that Spirut,
by whofe Afflatus he 1s {uppofed to write.—
The Holy Ghoft, (fay thefe Harmonifts) dic-
tated the Gofpel 1n good Order, but fail’d 1n
the After-—Compofure, than which nothing
can be more improvidential and abfurd.

But ’us not the Tranfpofitions and Dif-
locations of Falts only, which the Adver-
fary lays fo great Strefs on. The
Meannefs and Inaccuracy, (fay thev) of the

tid, — Nemo Hyfinm Chrilt fuiffet, quin crederet, conveniffe

una Bvangelitas, (5 Humana quadam Conipiratione, fcripfiffe q.uf
Sferiplerui, Chryfoitom. Hum. in Math. 1. Apud

Cafaubon. ade. Baron. Annal. p. 172. —— Vid. etiam Grot.
de Ferizat. Chriftian. Rel. /if. 5. S 13, weeees Et ubique inter
Communir.

PV Il Harm. po123, 104, And other Harmonies
to the Lize Lfredt,

whole
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whole Compofure: And the partial impei-
fe& Account the Author gives, withoutOr:
der or Coherence, of that Hluftrious Perfon,
who is his-only Subjeft, a5 théy fhewhim"
to te much Faferior in Genius and Capaciy,
to the unafhited Greczan and Roman Hiftori-
ans of thofe Times, {o therefore (they ima-
gine him) far. unequal: tp a Task, which
{hould prove of that near:Confequencé and
Importance. to'the World:: . - o

For 1 confefs 'tis not ‘¢aly for fome Men,:
to giveinta thdt Notion of * St. Paul, that
a Being of Infinite Wildom, /bould choofe
the Foolifh-and the Weak, the Baf: and De-
Jpisd, (thatis) thofe who are fartheft off
his own Image,) even the Idiotical, Brutifh
partof Mankind, to teach and reform the
Wile; orthat he fhould delight in fuch rude
Inftruments, . merely to thew his Power
againft, and Gonfound tbofe, who with com-
mendable Labour and Study, have adorn’d
themielves with ufeful Knowledge: —
Had this been True of St. Pau/ himfelf,
he could-never have brought over {o many
People -and Nations, to the Profeffion of
Chriftianity, more 'tis believ’d than all the
reft of the (illiterate) Apoftles together, nor

made that illuftrious Figure in its. behalf,
before. the learned Pagans, as we are told

he did, as well in fudea, as at Rome, and

Atbens,

f

1y Cor. 2. 27, 28.

I lThc
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'The internal Chara&ers -therefore, by
twhich other antient Books are many times.
eftablifh’d, are we fee made ufe of by the
Enemies of this, in order to overthrow it:
—— Their Arguments for which,. are left
to the Leffer-writer’s {erious Confideration.

But neither do Sceptics ftop here; they
{ay further, that the Author of this Gofpel
is really Miftaken as to Fa&, in fome of his
Relations; for they Objec, he hath given
us ' a Genealogy of Jefus; which even the
Orthodox allow, to be uttetly irreconcile-
able to other Parts of Holy Writ, the Con-
{fequence of which is, that he hath admi-
niftred Occafion for a Herefy, which from
the firft Appearance of this Ggfpe;, hath
continually infefted and turmoild the
Church ; for (fay * Church-Writers,) "tis from
the Spurious Genealogy, given in this Gofpel;
That thofe two famous Arch-Heretics, Ge-
rintbus, and Garpocras, with their numerous
Followers, took upon them to prove, that
Fefis was {prung in the ordinary way, from
Fofeph and Mary, and therewithal to deny
his Divimty and Incarnation, points of the
agreateflt Concernment to Chriflzamty : And
which if given up to thofe Herefics, would
render the Profeffion of it, in all other Re-

{pects, as moft think, of no Effett to the
World.

' He that would fee more of this Genealogy; let him
confult Sixtus Sffm{/: Bibl. Sacr. p. 582. 590. And
Seanizeiri, Dubia Ef-'mfgfffm. Vol. 1. 2.

* Siwm. Crit. Hif. N, 7. Part. 1. chap. 7, 8.

In
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In this famous Inftance of making j’eyz‘u
to defcend from fofépb - the Carpe?zter as
Mathew apparently contradits St. Luke; °
fo hls Enemies have obferved, that thlS
is not 'the only One, wherein they differ
on this Head.— Whoever will be at the
Pains to compare Mathew's Genealogy, with
that tranfmitced to us from St. Lufe, and
Mathew’s again, with the Hebrew Pedzgrees,
in the Ol Tefament, will find Gradatim,
as he proceeds, that He fcarcely agrees
with St, Luke, or the Sacred Ganon of the
Ol Tg[iameﬂt in a fingle Degree of Defcent, |
except thofe of the Patriarchs, notorious tq
all ; which makes fome vehemently fufped,
cither that this Gofpel was not wrote, till
after the Dq/irzzﬁzan of Ferufalem, when
the public Records of the Fewifb Pedigrees
(to which the Author before that Time,
might have had free accels) perifh'd toge-
ther with- the Temple ; or elfe that it was
compos’d by fome Gentile-Convert, who be-
ing a Stranger to the Langzmge Religiom,
and Policy of the fews, i.’e. fimple and
illiterate ; received all Things upon T7uf,
from fome unfaithful Relator.

And which (fays the Enemy) feems to be
the Cafe more plainly, when we confider
further, this Author’s grofs Mifapplication
of certain Prapbeczes in the O/ld Teflament,
which by * erroneous Citations, and a moft

| ) 7 wretched,

* St. Ferome, Commenting on Micah v. 2. and Qbferve-
ing the Yariance, between the Genuine Text, and its Quo-
taum
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wretched and forc’d Confiruttion, he hath
warp'd to a Senfe, altogether foreign to.the
Prophbets true Meaning, and this only for
the fake of accommodating them to Fefusin
Proof of his being the Meffiah, which ftood
in need of no fuch-fupport ; and which there-
fore is thought by fome, another Inftance
of this Author’s wantof Fudgment at leaft,
if not Fidelity: As alfo, that as he was not
himfelf a few, {o neither could his Gofpel
be calculated, for the Ufe of the Fews,
who were never wont to apply any of the
Prophecies quoted in this Gofpe/ to their ex-
pe¢ted Meffab, and confequently-he muft
know, could not be eafily impos’d on, In
that refpect. | * _

Tho’ others again have infer’d, from the
Sophifiicated manner of this Author’s quot-
ing, and accommodating Scriptures, that he
was too well versd in Myflical Theology,
and made more ufe of it, than.well com-
ported with a poor illsterate Chriftian of
the Apoftolick Age; and confequently that
this Gofpel, might poffibly be compos'd, by
fome Helemfiical Convert few, fkiltul in
that way, butat fooneft after the Deftruction
of Ferufalem ; for the Primitrve Chriffians
had not learn’d to allegorize and play the

tztinn in Math. 1. 6. Owns freely, that the Ewvangeliff’s
Quotations out of the Old Teflament are, almoft all of them
Frioneous. m— Aut Ords mutetur, aut Verbay (& interdum
Senfus gusque ipfe Diverlus fit. ‘They neglefting (as
e thinks) to Tran{cribe them out of the Books themfelves,
»nd Trufling to their own Memorics, which fail’d them.

Fool
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Fool with she Sacred Writings, tll after
- the Platomﬂs came into the Church; when
(tis true) they became fo expert in it, that
they would readily convert the plaineft
Text of Scripture to an, Anagogical Mean-
sng——But which Method of expounding
Scripture, to which the Antients were con-
tinually addi@ed, gave the Enemies of our
Holy Religion a Handle to expofe exceed-
1ngly, and ridicule it, as a Religion found-
ed on Tropes ;and Eigures only, and-the
mere Dreams and. Vifions of Impoftors. - -

I thould conclude here, but that I am
called upon,, by a very INgenious Author,
now lying -before me, to givea Specnmen
or two more, of Mathew’s fingular Probiy
and Skill,. .in compofing: Sacred Hiftory;
but whwh however I'thould not have men-

tioned, did- they not in the Opmlon of
Frlends as well as Foes, require an_An-

Jwer more folemn and 4@ proges, than any
has been yet given them. '

I have touch’d already upon the Genes-
logy in his firft Chaper, and have fhewn
how infinitely he varies in his Account
there cornpar’d with St Luke, and the reft
of Scripture, of which ' Anti-[cripturalifis

take Advantage.—I proceed now no far-
ther than his very next Chapter, to de-
monftrate equal Judgment and Veracity,
in his recording Faéts of another Nature,

~In
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In the Beginning of this {econd Chapter,
* He fets out with a moft furprizing Story,
of three Wife Men coming fome where from
the Eaft, led by a Star, to a certain Houfe.
—Now what Foundation is there in Na-
wure (fays my Author) for fuch Aftrologi-
cal Notions, as thefe Wife Men were alted
by ; or of fuch a Phenomenon in the
Heavens, waiting upon thefe three Men
here and there, and laft of all point-
ing down to a litdde Houfe, whither
they were, without other Inftruttion, to
g0? — Mathew goes on and fays, That
at the News thefe fame Men brought of the
Mefiah’s vemng  born, all Jerufalem was
froubled; which ’tis urg’d cannot be true,
for that we all know, the Fews expelted
their Meffiah, with the utmoft Defire and
Impatience, agreeably to what St. Luke
fays, * That the Tidings of Chriff's Birth was
Matter of great foy.-——Again, Verfe 6th,
Mathew introduces the Chief Priefts and
Elders, as applying the Prophecy of Micah
v. 2. to the Meffiah, which we know the
old Fews conftantly underftood, fome of
King Hezekiah, and others of Zorobabel,
whom they alfo deem’d to have fulfill'd it;
and further did in Coriff’s own Time, make

* Vid. Scheme of Literal Prophecy, fuppofed to be wrote
by Mr. Collins.——What is obferv’d by him of Mathew's In-
accuracy and Miftakes in this Chapter, 1s no more than what
was antiently objected on the Part of the Manichees, to be
1sund in St. Augaftin, Sixtus Senenfis, &c.

* Chap. 1i. v. 10,

it
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it 2 part of his Charater.——.r Not 7
krow whence he Was———S0 far my Author
concerning Mathew’s Judgment and Inte-
ority as an Hiftorian, |
The next Inftance, he gives, is of his
Skill in Chronology, in laying down as he
does, the whole Tranfa&ion of this Affair
in the Reign of King Herod~———When
according to St. Luke, Fefus was not born,
till many Years after Herod’s Death, even
when Cyremus being Governor of Syria,
had laid a Tax on ‘fudea; which ’tis cer-
tain,- he could not have done, had Herod,
who was fupreme Lord of that Country,
been alive. Befides that Muthew contra-
di&ts the Vulgar Ara of Chriff's Nativity,
which does not commence, till three Years
after the Death of Herod. I
- Nor can this Affair of the Wife Men,
whe Slaughter of the Infants, the Journey
of Chrif into Egypt, and his Return
thence (a * Train of Notorieties recorded
by Mathew) be well reconciled, to the to-
tal Silence of St. Luke, in relation to them
all; Laftly, that horrible Fa& of Herod’s
ordering all the Infants, of a whole Town
and Neighbourhood to be flain, is fubje&
to great Difficulty; for how could fo ex-
traordinary a Fact happen in the World,
and no Hiftorian, Sacred or Profane, come
to the Knowledge of it, fave this Author
only?
I Fobn ix. 29. % Chap. 1i,
But
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Butto let alone other Obfetvations of this
Narure, That ‘which hath occafioned the.
moft ‘a{hng Difputes, among. the Antients,
and created the greateft Sufpicion, in fober-
minded and judicious Men,. of the Genui-
nefs of this Second, as alfo. of the firft
Chapter of St. Mathew's Gofpel; is this ;
That neither of them were to -be _found,
either in the Nazaren, or Ebiomite Gofpel,
which was undoubtedly the Anfzent Hevrew.
of the Holy Apofile, nor, which is more
{furprizing, in any one of the Old MS.
Copies of the Gofpel According to Mark,
which by moft Divines antent and mo-
dern, 1s conceived to be but an Epitome of
Mathew’s ,

Now tho’ thofe two Se&s the Nazarens
and FEbiontes, confider'd as Herez‘zcs, may
be {ufpected to have wickedly . retrench’d
their Gopzes ; yer who will dare to conceive
the fame of St. Mark, whele Abridgment
hath been all along held Sacred? Will any
one prefume to fay, he hath facrilegioufly
diminifh’d two entire Chapters of his Ori-
ginal Author? I fhould be glad 1o fee a fair
Solution of thefe Difficulties, often prefs'd -
by Heretics ; elpecially as the Letfer-
writer knows, they have driven many of
the pious Lazety, and {ome alfo of the
learned Clergy, to the Neceflity, either of
renouncing the whole Gofpe/ as infpir'd, or
clfe of giving up thefe rwo firff Chapters as
Interpolations; without which they think

it cannot be defended. Tho’



[ 73]

Tho' -others of the Clrgy have been
perfuaded, the Apofiles were not fo per-
petually infpir'd, - as to be without all Er-
ror and Miftake. — Therefore Epi/copius
(one of the ableft Divines of the laft Age)
refleCting on fome #defenfible Errors in the
New Teftament, and admitipg them ne-
verthelefs to be gennine, obferyes againft
thofe, who out of a ridiculous Piety,labour’d
in vain to accopnt for them *:—That
‘twas much better, and would caufe lefs Scan-
dal, to acknowledge fairly, fome Failings in
the Canpnical Books, rather than fly to ab-
furd Interpretations, by which the Sufpicion
of & Failing, is not oply not remov'd, but in-
creasd; and when the Fault is not- acknow-
ledged, it looks ({ays he) as if we were not
in good Earneft for Truth.——Neither do T
think it neceflary (fays Erqfmus) we fbould
attribute every Thing in the Apoftles to Mi-
racle. They were Men, fome Things they were
ignorant of, and in others mifiaken— 3 Unus
Chriftus carust ompi Errore, & qui (bis an
vanc Laudem, omnibus modis abfolutam, [ib:
Jervar: voluit?e—=To the like Effe&t Gro-
tius, ferome, and alfo Origen, and feveral of
the Greek Fathers. .

But I have been led infenfibly to a much
greater Length,. in producing the Argu-
ments of Heretics, for the Letter-writer’s

T Inflitut. Theol. lib. 4. p. 232.
¢ Comment. A% x. -
* Idem in Epiit. ad Eckium.

K Obfer-
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Obfervation, againft another Edition of his
laft Paftoral Letter,than 1 at firft - propos’d.
I bad Thoughtsindeed, when I firft begun,
to have gone thro’ the' whole firft Gofpel,
and have cited Verbatim, not only the Inter-
polations, but all pretended Inconfiftencies
taken notice of, either by Heretics, or our
own Commentators, and by them collated
with the Reft of Scrzpfure. But as {uch
Citations 1 found were like to fwell to a
great Bulk; fo I apprehend inore than
enough has been faid, to Anfwer the main
Defign of tbis Treatife; which is to Evince
the Neceflity of another Sort of Defence,
for the Truth and Autority of Gofpel Hi-
Story againft Infidels, than is made in the laft
Paftoral Letter.—The Writer whereof may
know, That Men are not to be led now, as in
times of Ignorance, by the loofe Traditions
of the Fathers; who as they were void for
the moft part, of all critical Knowledge,
fo were they alfo Heretics and Enemies to
the Catholic Ghurch; — There isnot a fingle
Father, quoted by the Letter-writer, but
whom he knows to have been Heterodox 1
Opinion, and an Infidel, with regard to the
Effentials of our prefent Chriftianity. Now
what can their Teflimony avail, either to
confirm the Orthodox Believer, or to con-
vince other Species of Heretics of the
Autority of the Gofpel here treated of?
While thefe pretend to fhew, even from
thofe Futhers themielves, {o many Impro-

pricties
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rieties and Miftakes confefs’d in jt;
geﬁdes frequent Clafhings with the other
Infpird Writings 5 and  tho perhaps
it will be allow'd to agree with them
fometimes in the Main, yet (fay they) the
Difagreement that is, demonftrates Error
in the Cafe, and that all its Words always,
are not to be taken for Oracles.

But I fay enough has been urg’d on the
part of Heretics in relation to our Author’s
Abilities, for compofing Sacred Hiftory.
"T'would be an endlefs Work to go thro’
all the Remarks and Exceptions they make,
to thefeveral partsof thisGGo/pel.--'The Learn-
ed * Frederic Spanbeim (the Father a very Or-
thodox Divine) hath raifed near one Hundred
Qbjections, or Doubts (he callsthem) touch-
ing the Autority of this Gofpel, in the Solu-
tion of which, he exhauftsabove goo Pages
in two 4to Volumes, with very litde
fatisfaction (as appears) either to himfelf ar
others :m— Could the dubious Gentleman
have rais’d in himfelf, but one Doubt more,
and purfu’d it clofe, ’tis likely it had happi-
ly abforb’d, and put an end to all the reft ;
but that, alas! never entered into his Head.
Of fuch infimite Force is Education, gnd fo
effectually doth it darken the Mipds of Men.

Thus I have finifh’d my Inguiry into the
Autorsty of the Gofpel According to Mathew,
with the firiCteft regard to Truth; and

¥ In his Tra& intitled, Duwbia Evangelica, con‘ﬁﬂing* of
3 Vols. in Quarts, Printed at Genera 1639.

K 2 tho'
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tho’ I have l3id fome Strefs afid Emphafis,
on the Arguments of Herefics, and may
feem in the purfuit of Argument to lean
on their Side ; yét this I declare 1s for the
fake of Difpute only, in order if pofiible to
extract the Truth, which every Man, rhore
efpecially in this glorious Kingdom of Light
and Liberty, hath both the Right and the
Means to know; but which however can
be no other ways come ar, than by rigid
Inquiries of this kind. — Thus CGorra,
tho' a Prieft, undertook to argue with
Balbus, againft the very Being and Providence
of the Gods; but feignedly, and purely to
{atisfy his own Mind in {fome points. Noz
exx Animo, fed fimulate.— * Non fam re-
fellere (Balbi Orationem,) quam ea que minus
intellexit, requirere.

LY

"Tis true — The Arguments here urg’d,
are moft of them antient, and the pretended
Contradictions, Miftakes, or Inadvertencies
(call ’em what you will) fuch only, -as have
‘been long fince animadverted upon: ——
‘Neverthelefs, with Grief I fay it, they have
‘never yet met with, a tolerable Anfwer, or

‘Solution; on the contrary, we lee fome of
the moft celebrated Divines, have not only

confefs’d thofe Contradiétions, &¢c. — but

have 'venturd to father ’em, evén upon the

Wifdom of the Holy Ghoft himfelf, as per-

mitting them originally to fall, from tHe

Ewangelif's Pen,in order to clear the Go/pel-
L Cieo de Nato Deir. 30 1

Writers
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Writers of all Confederacy and make their
Gofpels go down the better ; ~—— to avoid
which Blafphemy, and to clear the infpired
Wiritings of a Charge {0 heavy, is the great
Reafon, of my laying hold of the prefent
Occafion, to fet forth—— Some few only
of the Faults in our firt Gofpel, Heretics
moft infit on; to the end the Pafloral
Letter-writer, now his Hand’s in, may, if
he thinks fir, imploy his great Abilities, in
their utter ExcinGtion; and have the fole
Merit, of eftablithing the Firff Book of the
New Teftament, on a much better Foot, than -
it hath ever yet ftood, fince its original
Publication. |

He may perhaps be fenfible of his own -
Inadvertence in publifhing a little too haftily,
his laft Epiftolary Performance; in which
had he been {ufficiently Provident, he thould
have guarded beforehand, againft the very
Sufpicion of being Apocrypbal, 10 which he
knew any one Book of the New-Teffament,
was more than ordinarily liable, and endea-
vour'’d at leaft, to remove {fome of thofe
unan{wer’'d Objections, on'which that Sufpi-
cion yet {ubfifts. |

At his firlt fetting out, he promifed to
enter into the Matter fully and diftinctly, in
order to give us a clear View of the Evi-
dences both of the Truth and Autority of the
Writings of the New Teffament : — But it
was the general Obfervation (long - before
this Inguiry was thought of) that hcfhlg’g

al
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fail'd egregioufly in the Undertaking ; and
that he was {o far, from having entered
into the Matter fully, that he had produc’d
neither Evidence nor Argument to the Poznfs
i1 Queftion, nor attended even to his own

Pofitions. —In a Word, that he had treat-
ed the Subject fo loofely, as to be thought

by fome, not to be in earneft ; which puts
me in Mind of what the Reverend Mr.
Baxter aptly fays on the like Occafion.
Few Chriftians (fays that pious * Man)
have any other than the Popifl implicit Faith
i1 this Point, nor any better Arguments than
the Papifls, to prove the Scriptures the Word
of God 5 they have receiv’d it by Tradition,
and think if impious to doubt of if, and there-
fore believe 1t.—Tho we could perfuade Peo-
ple never [o confidently, that Scripture is the
Word of God, and yet give no Reafon, why
they fhould believe this, rather than any o-
ther Buok to be that Word, as it would prove
12 them 0 right way of Believing, o 15 it
i us, no Right way of Teaching. —— If's
[trange (continues. he) fo confider how we
!l ablor that Piece of Popery, which refolves
our Faith, into that of the Church; and yef
that we do, for the Generality of us Profe/-
fors, content our felves with the Jame Kind of
Faith: —Yea, and many Minifters, never
vet gave their People better Grounds, than
20 tell them, it 15 damnable to deny it but
help them not Lo the neceflary Antecedents of
Faith. This

Ssints Raft, Pare 2, S, 1. 2,
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This general Condu& of the Clergy,
which Mr. Baxter defervedly complains of;
is certainly the Ground-work of all Infide-
fity; no Faith being lafting, but that which
is folidly founded, upon the Reafor and E-
vidence of Things; and confequently,
that the flovenly imprudent Treatment the
Scriptures have from Time to Time met
with, from thofe, who profefs to preach,
and write 1n Detence of them, hath not
only greatly -contributed to that Infidelisy,
but hath wounded their Aufority more,
than all the Efforts of Heretics and In-
Jodels.

If their People fay only they Believe,
few of our Prieffs care upon what Grounds;
they demand not a Ratinal Faith, buc
avoid and condemn 1t in all their Pra&tice,
and thofe that contend for it ; what
" they for the moft part reft upon, for the
Convi&ion of Sceptics, is Church Teftimony,
or the Tradition and Autority of the Fa-
thers: If thefe are defpis’d, their laft Shife
1s, to threaten Damnation, and to falute
thofe who but continue to doubt, with
the charitable Names of Libertines and
Atberfls.

But as foul Language feldom hath other
Effe¢t, than to Irritate and Provoke, fo
the Letter-writer, who cannot be wholly ex-
cufed from ir, is here call’d upon, to reply
to this Treatife, meanasitis, for the tender
Inftruction, if he pleales, of Unbelievers;

(that
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(that is) t6 fupply the Defe&s of his laft
moft imperfet and ‘fuperficial Epiftle,
wrote in Defence of the whole Canon of
the New Teflament, efpecially with regard
to the fingle Book here examined, upon
the old Ob_]C&lGIlS, of Heretics and I~
fidels, which he may know fly abroad and

prevail now, more than ever; in Wthh
only he will prove himfelf worthy of that
Superintendancy he claims over a .numerous
People, and alfo to be inipird, with that
Care and Charity, which a Succeffor of -the
Apofiles fhould extend to all Men,

FINIS
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