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¢ T fhall not take my evidences from our own
< gquthors, but make ufe of your Greer au-
 thorities.
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« It is now proved, O men, to thofe who bave
¢ ears, and that from your own Confeffions.
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The Right Rev. Father in God Josern,
Lord Bifhop of Rochefter, Dean of
Wefltminfter, and Chancellor of the
Order of the Bath;

The Rev. E. Lewen, L.L.D. Chan-
cellor of the Diocefe of Rochefter ;

Zhe Rev. |. Denne, D.D. Archdeacor
of the Diocefe of Rochefter, and Pro-
locutor of the prefent Convocation

The Rev. Fr. Hoorer, D.D. Protior
in Convocation for the Diocefe of
Rochefter ;

Tbe Rev. the Clerg y of the Archdeaconry
of Town-Malling.

Reverend Father aﬁd DBrethren,

T is with the greateft refpec I pre-
fent the following difcourfe to you,

and intreat your acceptance of it, in
this
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this form, with the fame candor and
goodnefs you were pleafed to receive
the author and his fermon, when he
had the honour to deliver it before you,
at our laft vifitation.

I will not plead the requeft of fome
of my brethren, though I fhall always
eftecem their requefts as commands, 1n
excufe for the publication of this dif-
courfe. 'The prevalence of Infidelity,
and too general difregard of religion,
the many open attempts from men of
all ranks againft it, as if it were an
enemy to human fociety, and the few
religious’ examples fet by thofe who
would do well to confider the extent
and influence of their example, call
for every aid, and every motive, to fub-
due the wicked defigns of fome, as

well as the lethargy of others, and ren-
der
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der e'very other excuﬁe, at leaf’c, unne-
ceffary, |

Not that the Chriftian religion is in
danger: No. It is not poffible that
the gates of hell fhould ever prevail
againft it. It muft fubfift for ever,
and the author of it is certainly moft
able to prote it againft the malice and
utmoft efforts of all its enemies, and
will for ever prove THE DEeLivERER of

all who believe in him, But they, who
difown his power and influence, have

no right, no claim to be proteted by
him. And if, inftead of obeying the.
precepts enjoined by the Chriftian re-
ligion, the people {hould unhappily
proceed, at laft, to difown all religious
obligation, it is moft certain the fo-
ciety could not long furvive fo fatal an
injury. |

Who-
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Whoever examines the chara&ers of
men, and the moral ftate of the world
at prefent, under all the advantages it
has certainly received from the profef-
fion and pradice of Chriftianity 1n it,
will have no reafon to think.there are
too many-motives for men to be good ;
but, on the contrary, find it neceffary,
inftead of taking any of them.away,
to inforce them with all the authority
of reafon and example.

He muft therefore be a moft wretch-
ed politician indeed, who fhould op-
pofe, I do not fay the errors of Chrif-
tian men, but Chriftianity idelf, efpe-
cially-in a proteftant country, where
fuch an attack will give equal ftrength
to the different extremes of Infidelity
and Superflition; and thofe of the
Romifh perfuafion have never failed to
avail themiclves of thefe writings.'

No
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No Politician would pretend to go-
vern a people without the aid of reli-
gion ;. and no religion has ever been
offered to the world, that could be
compared to the religion of Jefus. Po-
liticians are feldom inclined to admit
of any alteration in eftablifhed reli-
gions ; and when they profefledly op-
pofe the public faith, it is to be feared
it may proceed from other motives than
the public good.

The philofopher has as little reafon
as the politician, to 'obje& to the reli-
gion of Jefus, whofe character and
do@rines are incomparably more per-
fe®, more popular, and more ufeful,
than thofe of any of the antient hea-
thens. And of modern philofophers,
not of thofe, who have arrogantly
taken the name to themfelves, but
thofe whom all the world have agreed

b to
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to call by that name, and who have
{furpafled all that went before them in
the greatnefs of their dilcoveries ; there

has {carcely been one who has not di-
ftinguithed himfelf as much by his
faith in Chnift, as by his knowlege in
nature.

I would not have lcft the prefent
opportunity of offering you the fer-
mon I delivered, on a like occafion,
fome years paft; and which, I flatter
myfelf, was not lefs favourably heard
than the prefent, if I did not hope for
{fome future opportunity of making
it public, when I may extend and im-
prove it, by thewing the evidences and
connexion of natural and revealed re-
ligion. But that was a different ar-
oument from this, in the difcourfe I
now have the honour to addrefs to

you; and which, together with the
Notes,
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Notes, the Apology for fome of the
firft Chriftian Writers, and Evidence
for the Four Golpels, contains one en-
tire and diftin@ argument for the truth
of the Chriftian Religion ; and fuch
an argument as will remove the con-
trover{y out of the hands of ignorant
and unlearned Infidels, and confine
it to thole only, who are capable of
inquiring into what was done in Pale-
ftine and Rome more than feventeen
hundred years ago. And as it ftates
the difference between the Infidelity
of the antients and the moderns, and
{hews that the latter have, without any
authority, denied what the former,
from the great notoriety of the fads,
were forced to admit, it affords a fuf-
ficient anfwer to the moderns, by op-
poling to them the conceffions of their

predeceflors in Infidelity, who were
b 2 rather
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rather better judges of what was fa&
in or near their own times,

Notwithftanding all that has been
faid of late, in fome moliminous and
indigefted heaps of writing againft .
theology, it is moft certain, from the
different {chemes of religion in every
age, as well as every nation in the
world, from the various attempts of
atheiftical and irreligious men, as well
as of fectaries (I fpeak not of modern
diflenters and fellow-proteftants) from
the birth of Chrift, to this day, and
from the controverfies that muft for
ever fubfift, whillt the civil eftablifh-
ment of religion in one country is dif-
ferent from that of another, theology
mult be reckoned among the learned
and ufeful ftudics, and they only who
cannot, or will not, diftinguifh be-
tween opinions that preferve the li-

berties
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berties of a people, and thofe that ne-
ceflarily ferve to inflave them, will
objed to this ftudy, as inconfiftent
with their own wicked views.

I am fure 1 have no occafion to
make any excule to my learned bre-
thren for the Hebrew, Greek, and other
citations in the following notes. I was
inquiring into fadts, and thought it
might be more fatisfactory, even to an
unlearned reader, to bring my evi-
dences along with me, and let them
fpeak for themfelves, In their own
language, than to have them at too
great a diftance from their interpreter.

There are other evidences, which
I have purpolely omitted, fuch as the
eclipfe mentioned by Phlegon, and
Apollophanes, about the time of
our Saviour’s crucifixion ; the appear-

ance of the fign Virgo, as defcribed
by
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by Abu-maafbar, commonly called
Albumafar, and others; all the Siby-

line oracles, and the famous paffage
in Jofephus, where he doubts whether
it is lawful to {peak of Chrift as a man,
and owns his miracles, &c. though I
am very far from thinking the laft is
not genuine : But they have all been
difputed by Chriftian men, and I was
defirous of ufing fuch authorities only

as I think cannot be denied *.
I

* If there is any thing of moment yet left
in the Talmud, it will not be very difficult
for a man, tolerably well fkilled in rabbinical
letters, to collet from thofe writings all that
relates to Jefus, his difciples, and the Chriftian
religion, by means of a copy of the Talmud,
printed at Venice, which formerly belonged
to the moft learned Mr. Selden, and is now
preferved amongft his books, in the Bodleian
library at Oxford. In this copy, whatever
relates to Chriftianity or Chriftians, is care-
fully blotted out with ink: And thefe paffages,
which are not many, may eafily be difcovered

by
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I believe I have not mifreprefented
any one of thofe antient teftimonies
cited by me, or forced them to fay
more in our language than they have
long fince faid in their own: But of
this you are the beft judges, and to
your candour and protection the au-

thor humbly dedicates both his labours
and himfelf, being,

Reverend Father and Brethren,
Your moft dutiful,
faithful, affeltionate,

humble Servant,

GREGORY SHARPE.

by turning over the leaves, and be tranfcribed
from the fame pages, in any other fair copy
of the fame, or other editions where the pages
anfwer, When I infpected this copy, I found

the word 15y (virgin) blotted out, though it
had, in that place, no reference to the bleflfed
mother of our Lord; but it thews the care
that has been taken, to mark every word that
could relate to Chriftians,



ACTS 1. 22.

Ye men of Ifrael, hear thefe words:
Jefus of Nazareth, a man approved
of God among you, by miracles, and
wonders, and figns, which God did
by him in the midft of you, as ye
yourfelves alfo know.

ge oS E have here an affertion of
4| * the fulleft and ftrongeft kind,

e that the miflion of Jefus of
Nazareth was warranted by miracles ;
and not.only fo, but that thefe mi-
racles were performed in fuch a man-
ner, as moreover warranted an appeal
to the fenfes of the people themielves,

for the truth of them., They were
' B not,
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not done in fecret, but in public, be-
fore multitudes, in the temple, and
even in courts of judicature: And
though the Gofpel was preached to the
poor, it was offered to the rich, and
men of all conditions, all the'world *,
were invited, and had the fame evi-
dence of indifputable miracles to en-
gage their aflent. ‘

St. Paul, in anfwer to Feftus, and
to prove his words to be the * words
“ of truth and fobernefs,” fays,  the.
¢ king knoweth of thefe things, be-
“ fore whom alfo I fpeak freely; for

* Chrifti regnum ubique porrigitur, ubi-
que creditur, ab omnibus gentibus fupra-enu-
meratis colitur, ubique regnat, ubique ado-
ratur, omnibus ubique tribuitur zqualiter,

Tertul, 1. adverfus Fudeos.
¢ The kingdom of Chrift is univerfal: He

¢ is believed every-where, and worthiped in
¢ all the nations above-named. He reigns
¢ over all, is every-where the objet of ado-
¢ ration, and is equally made known to all
“ In every place) |

« ]
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“J am perfuaded that none of thefe
“ things are hidden from himj for this
“ thing was not done in a corner.”
And {o far is the king from condemn-
ing Paul, that, if he had not appealed

unto Cefar, he declares he might have
been fet at liberty ; and inftead of
charging him, as did Feftus, with mad-
nefs, or with falfe reports, as deceiv-
ing others, or deceived himfelf, he
owns unto Paul, ¢ almoft thou per-
¢ fuadeft me to be a Chriftian.” |
Nor was Agrippa the only prince,
the only man of power and eminence,
who knew of thefe things, and who
was almoft perfuaded to be a Chriftian,
Sergius Paulus, the governor of Cyprus,
before whom Elymas, the Sorcerer, was
ftruck blind, ¢ when he faw what was
“ done, believed, being aftonifhed at
“ the dorine of the Lord.” A&s xiii.
Dionyfius alfo, the Areopagite, a judge
and Senator of the Areopagus, one of
B 2 the
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the moft refpected courts of Judicature
in Greece: ¢ believed with Damaris and
« others,” Aés xvii. 34. The ¢ noble-
¢ man too, whofe fon was fick at Ca-
“ pernaum, himfelf believed, and his
¢ whole houfe.” John iv. Nay, even
« Among the chief rulers, many be-
 lieved on Jefus, but, becaufe of the
¢¢ Pharifees, they did not confefs-him.”
Johnxii. 42. And even of this rigid
{fe&t we find believers mentioned in the
A&s xv. &,

Saul, the perfecutor, had been
brought up at the feet of Gamaliel,
and in the full fury of his zeal was,
by a fpecial miracle, converted to the
faith. And, laftly, Simon Magus, or
the magician, alfo believed : He who
‘had « bewitched the people of Sama-
& ria, giving cut that himfelf was tome
¢ great one, and to whom,” proceeds
the text, ¢ they all gave heed, from
“ the leaft to the oreatelt, fayxng, This

7 * man
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“ man is the great power of God, be-
% lieved Philip, preaching the kingdom
“of God, and the name of Jefus
¢ Chrift ; and when he was baptized,
« he continued with Philip and won-
% dered, beholding the miracles and
“ fions which were done.” Nor 1 it
any reproach to the faith he had pro-
fefed, that he offered the apoftles
money for the power of giving the
Holy Ghott ; for that very offer wasa .
proof of his belief in the reality of that
power : And, as the noble anfwer of
Peter {hews how . fuperior to all means
or mercenary confiderations the apoftles
were, ‘ Thy money perith with thee,
« becaunfe thou haft thought the gift of
¢ God may be purchafed with money,”
&c. So the {fubmilion of Simon to
the fentence denounced againft him,
in thefe words, * Pray ye to the Lord
“ for me, that none of thefe things,
% which ye have fpoken, come upon
44 me
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¢ me,” argues a full perfuafion in him,
that nothing but his immediate re-
pentance could procure him an abfo-

lution, A@&s viil.
It is not true therefore, that the firft

converts to the gofpel were all of them -
men of low rank, or mean fortunes.
The works, that our Saviour did, were
not confined to the cells and cottages
of the poor; they were public, they
were manifeft to all, and they teftified
of him, that his Father had fent him,
the exPeé’ced Meﬁiah the deliverer,

and the prince *,
Bul:

# That the word Shiloh N Gen, lix.
10, fignifies zhe deliverer, may be proved
from the idea Jews and Chriftians have of the,
Meffiah, and from the ufe of that word in
one of the oriental dialeéts. ) 3 Shald, fig-
nifies delivered, and the being called to de-
liver from danger, Golius’s Arabic Lexicon,
col. 1308. and for this fenfe the authorities
of Gieubaris and Ibn meruph are cited. But

as the learned Schultens, in his Origines, had
derived
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But as he was a prince without a
temporal power, a deliverer who ap-
peared unable to deliver himfelf, ¢ a
“ man of forrows and acquainted

“ with griefs,” the Jews, who had

derived 'Shiloh from ]|, Sal3, ¢ to liquidate
¢ or reftore things, that had been great-
¢ ly difturbed, to tranquility, peace, and
¢ opulence,” p. 75. Origin. Hebr. I wrote
to my moft learned friend Dr. Hunt, pro-
feffTor of Hebr. and Arab, at Oxford, who
was pleafed to prefer the former derivation,
and to confirm it by the authority of the
oreat Arabic Lexicon Kamus, which ex-

pounds J| 5 by doX\ao] 0 dehver, and
that (Jf 5. 9) (OAS (o from difirefs or
deftruction, from whence the noun X A%
virtus, rodur, &c.

And fince this I have met with the fame
derivation in the Hore Talmudice of Schoet-
genius, Tom. 1. p. 1270. who thinks . the
idea of prince and dominion, may likewife
be deduced from the ufe of the Hebrew

verb 7% in Lament.i. ¢. and Dan.iv. 1.

But of this prophecy, Gen. xlix. ro. the
infertion of the letter (), &. I have much

more to communicate than can be contained
in a fhort note.

formed
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formed very different conceptions of
him, and who were a grofs, {fordid,
felfith people, chofe to deny his mif-
f1ion, though they could not deny the
miracles that proved it. |

Indeed it never was dlfputed tll
of late, whether Jefus and his dif-
ciples performed the miracles recorded
of them in the Scriptures of the New
Teftament : And furely it is as abfurd
to begin to deny them now, at the
diftance of more than feventeen hun-
dred years, as it would be to begin
to prove them, if they had never be-
fore been acknowleged. Remote fadts
muft be left to as remote records, and
if they eftablith them, it is in vain,
when it is too late, to conteft them.,

The Gofpels have every internal
mark of genuine and authentic re-
cords; and it is impoffible to read
them, and not fee they contain a

hiftory that could not be invented after
the
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the deftruion of Jerufalem. There
are too many fats, and too many
circumftances of perfons, places, and
times, to be forged without a difcove-
ry ; and it is ablolutely unimaginable,
that the difciples and their followers
{hould undergo the labours, and tor-
tures, and miferies, and cruel deaths
they were expofed to, in {upport of
what they pretended to have feen or
heard, concerning a meek and humble
man, whofe kingdom was not of this
world, and who had been put to death
for the opinions they promoted, if all
was invention, and they themfelves

were impoftors.

The difciples, who lived with Jefus,
could” not poffibly be impofed upon,
for whatever delufion the {ight may be
liable to, they certainly knew whether
they themfelves had a power cf work-
ing miracles, and of talking languages

they had never learned. And Cle-
C ment
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ment- and Polycarp, who lived with
them, who died for the fame opinions,
and who were men of good under-
ftanding, could be no more deceived
than they themfelves were. Irenzus
lived to converfe with Polycarp, and
Juﬂln the Martyr was older than Ire-
nzus ; ‘and from thefe we have a re-
gular fucceflion of hiftorians, in num-
ber and authority fufhicient to eftablifh
the credibility of ecclefiaftical hiftory. -

No period of antient times is de-
livered down to us with fo much cer-
tainty, or is fo well attefted by fuch
variety of evidence, asis that of the
oofpel. What other falts have ever.
been fealed with the blood of fo many
martyrs? Or what other opinions have
ever {pread and prevailed with fuch
rapidity, and force of convifion, as
thofe of the Chriftian Faith? Pagan-
ilm, however general it may have
been, was not one religion, but one

v name
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name for many very different fyftems
of religion; and Mohammedi{m,which
poffefles fo much of the globe, is alo
a mixed perfuafion that allows both of
a divine difpenfation to the Jews, and
of . the gofpel of Jefus.

But the different methods of pro-
pagating thefe religions in the world,
are {ufficient to diftinguith the true
from the pretended revelation. He,
who lays down his own life in {up-
port of his do@rine, gives us 2 much
better opinion of himfelf and his fin-
cerity, than he who plays the apoftle
and the murderer together. Patience
in fufferings, even unto death, is a
fairer proof of innocence than perfe-
cution and maflacres. And as nothing
ever honoured Chriftians more, than
the fuftering of their martyrs under the
perlecution of others, fo nothing ever
difgraced them fo much as their per-
fecuting one another,

C 2 | But
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But no force, no artifice, no hu-
man policy, no vain ambition, no
proud {cience, had any fhare in the
firft advancement of the Chriftian
Faith. Noj; it derived its fuccefs
from its own intrinfic merit, from the.
divine authority manifefted in it; from
the awful truths it contained, from
the exalted morality it recommended,
and the univerfal charity it breathed.
It had not its foundation laid in en-
ticing words, 1t had not the {pecious
glofs, of human wifdom, but * de-
‘“ monftration of the Spirit and of
« power,” (1 Corin. i, 45). or in
other words, of prophecy and miracle,
which rendered all fuch feeble aids un-~
neceflary.

Alas! what is man’s wifdom, that
we {hould lay {fo much ftrefs upon it ?
How fhort is the {pace of time allowed
us to improve it? How few are the
premifes we are able to comprehend ?

How
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How fhort is the chain of reafoning
we are able to form? How frail, how
feeble, how -tranfitory are all the hy-
pothefes we are able to build? How
much are we the dupes of our own
paffions? How {elfith in all our ways?
Ignorance mifleads us, pride and rafh-

nefs make us {light or overlook the
plaineft truths ; and little more than

anxiety and incertainty have been the
only genuine fruits of all our boafted
philofophy., What, therefore, a race
of beings raifed one degree above our-
{elves might juftly regard with deri-
fion, we may {uppofe the greateft Be-
ing of Beings regarded with compaf-
fion. However, thus much is gained
by the efforts we had made to trace -
out a firft caufe, and unravel the
inextricable web of Providence, as to
(hew, notwithftanding our inability
to remove many doubts, that we are

religious as well as rational Beings.
Pri-
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Private happinefs, and public pro-
fperity, it had been difcovered, re-
quired a religious bafis: This the very
idolatries of the world had demon-
firated. But then thefe idolatries had
clofed up the door of truth, inftead of
opening 1t; and darkened and be-
wildered the world, inftead of dire@-
ing and enlightening it. In the fulnefs
of time, therefore, for his own glory,
and for the reftoring light and life to
the benighted fons of Adam, God him-
{elf interpofed, and caufed a Sun of
Righteouinefs to fhine upeon them.

And one would have thought the
glad tidings of peace on earth, and
good-will towards men, offered freely
to all, would have been as gladly ac-
cepted by all.

To be told by a voice from heaven
what was our duty, and to fee heaven
opened to all, in confequence of our
dilcharge of it, one would have

thought,
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thought, fhould have filled every heart
with gratitude, and every mouth with
praife.

But what was a ftumbling-block
to the Jews, proved alfo foolifhnefs
to the Greeks; and not only to the
vain, pretending, felf-conceited, {fo-
phifts of former times, but to their re-
prefentatives flill to be met with even
in ours. |

To doubt modeftly, ought to be
tolerated, to inquire carefully is me-
ritorious, but to cavil petulantly, and
pronounce dogmatically in matters of
the utmoft confequence to the repofc
of government, the welfare of fociety,
and the general peace of mankind, is
not only to a& a very difingenuous
and unbecoming, but, give me leave
to fay, an anti-chriftian part.

It feems to argue, that the men

who a& in this manner, love darknefs
rather than- light, becaufe their deeds

are
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are evil. In ord er th erefore, that
there may be fewer -of thefe in the
next generation, for there have been
too many of them in this, it is to-be
wifhed, that greater care were to be
taken of the education of our youth
If they were all early inftructed in the
principles of religion, and religion
were placed upon its true bafis, it
would be better for them and their
country ; and if to read the Bible, a
privilege fo dearly purchafed for us by
the blood of fo many of our fathers,
was a little more in fafhion than 1t 1s,
vice, and its offspring infidelity, would
be lefs popular than they are.

It has been hinted, that men are
religious as well as rational beings,
ever influenced either by true religion,
or the abufe of it, which is fuperfti-
tion ; for no man is entirely free from
the dominion of one or the other.

His hiftory, as well as his nature,
prove
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prove this to be-true; as alfo, that he
is not to be governed but by religion ;
that fociety cannot fubfif: without re-
ligion ; and that laws derive their ufe-
fulnefs and efficacy from it: For where
there is no religion, there can be no
conicience; where therq 1s no con-
icience, there can be no }cnfe of obli-
gation ; and where there is no fenfe of
obligation, laws will be of little ufe,

Since, therefore, man muft be of
{ome religion or other; fince it is no-
torious the worft men are the moft

fuperftitious *, and he who pretends
to

* Many inftances may he produced out of
hiftory to prove this affertion, but I fhall
content myfelf with only that of Lucius Cor-
nelius Sylla, who was one of the moft pro-
fligate and moft {uperftitious men in the world,
He was guilty of every vice, and every fpecies
of barbarity: His own houfe was a {cene of
dreadful excution. He was a {lave to dreams

and omens, and yet fo impious, as to cut
D down
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to believe the leaft, is the moft pre-
pofterous and paradoxical, if not more
credulous than others ; the honeft and
the fenfible will enquire after true re-
ligion, and having found it, follow it.
as their beft director.

In. the fearch after this faithful
guide, in the facred writings, they
will hear of revelations that lay claim
to ‘the confirmation of miracle and
prophecy 3 and, fince the extinétion
of paganifm, they will find no reli-
gion raifed up on fo firm foundation.
In fhort, if they believe the times
for the coming of Mefliah are paft,
and that the peculiar additions of

down the facred groves at Athens., He fa-
crilegioufly feized upon the treafures of the
temples, particularly thofe of Epidaurus,
Olympia, and Delphi; and yet was fuperfti-
tious enough to afcribe his fafety in battle, to
a little image he wore in his bofom of Apollo,
the very deity he had robbed. Read hig
whole life as it is in Plutarch.

Mo-



[ 19 ]
Mohammed to the Jewith and Chri-

ftian revelations, are his own, they

will find the Chriftian the only reli-
gion in the world *.  And when they

. EX-

* The following paflages taken from La.
Bibliotheque Orientale d’Herbelot, are fuf-
ficient to prove what is here faid of the Mo-
hammedans. R

L’ Alcoran donne ce titre (Seddik) au” pa-.
triarch Jofeph, i Jefus-Chrift, et 3 12 fainte
vierge Marie fa mere. Ce mot Seddik fig-
pific Temoin fidéle et autentique, Article
Abibecre,

Remarquez encore que les Mufulmans pen-
dant qu’ils doutent des miracles de leur pré-
tendu prophete, croyent fans exception ceux .
de Moyfe, et avoiient non feulement ceux -
de Jefus-Chrift, mais qu’ils lvi en font faire
beaucoup d’autres dans les années de fon
enfance, defquels levangile ne fait aucun
mention. Article Aidr.

Bad Mefiih fignifie le vent ou le fouffle du
Meffie. ~Les Perfans appellent ainfi la puif-
{ance que Jefus-Chrift avoit de faire des mi-
racles, parce qu’ils difent que, par fon feyl
{ouffle, non feulement il reflufcitoit les morts,
mais il donnoit auffi Ia vie aux chofes inapi-
mecs,

D Ceux
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examine it, they will difcover in it all

the marks of a divine original.
This

Ceux, qui font mieux inftreits parmi eux
des chofes qui regard le Chriftiani{me, avou-
ent que I’evangile qui eft avjourd’hui entre
les mains des Chiétiens, auffi-bien que celuy
qu y étoit au tems que le faux prophete
Mahomet parut, eft le veritable evangile de
Jefus-Chrift, et qu'il n'y en a point d’autre.
Engil. .
~ On trouve parmi les traditions authentiques
des Mufulmans, celle qui porte que Jefus-
‘Chnift, qu’ils appellent Iffa, doit, a fon fecond
avenement,reuntr toutes lesreligions et toutes les
fetes differentes au Mufulmanifme. Eflam.

Mahadi direCteur et pontife dans la reli-
gion Mufulmane, le {urnom du dernier Imam
de la race d'Ali. Les Perfans croyant que cet
Imam doit fe joindre a Jefus-Chrift pour
combattre I’Antichrift et ne faire de deux lois
Chretienne et Mufulmane qu'une feule.

Tous conviennent unapimement qu’il (Mo-
hammed Aboulcaffem, 1 e. Mahadi) doit
paroitre 2 la fin du monde, immediatement
avant le fecond avenement du Mefile, pour
reunir toutes les fectes des Mufulmans en
une feule, et toutes les religions differentes an

Mufulmanifme, p. 6o4.

Voyez le paffage de I'Alcoran ou il eft
parlé
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This I have touch’d upon already ;
but my fubje& requiring me to en-
Jarge upon it, I muft take leave to

add,

parlé de ces fofles ou puits de feu au Chapi-
tre 85. eft en ces termes les gens qui ont
preparé les foffes pleins, &c. on fait fouffrir
aux fidéles. Et 'on peut remarquer que Ma-
homet reconnoit en cet endroit que les Chré-
tiens de ce tems 13 etoient fidéles, ceft-3-dire,
qu’ils faifoient profefiion de la veritable foy.
Il eft parle de la fainte Vierge tres honor-
ablement en plufieurs endroits de I’Alcoran, ou

I'on trouve méme un chapitre entier qui porte
{on nom.

To thefe paffages in Herbelot may be add-
ed the fentiments of Achmet Benabdalla, the
African phyfician, in a letter to Maurice, prince
of Orange, and Emanuel of Portugal, in an-
{wer to this queftion, ¢ What think the Moors
¢ of our Lord Jefus Chrift?* Dico eum haberi
apud nos prophetam, et nuntium Dei (ut Au-
riacus princeps Mauritius tunc etiam dixit) et

benedictam Dei fanétam, Mariam ejus matrem
et dominam noftram virginem, qua peperit et
concepit miraculo ex Deo omnipotenti.. ¢ I
¢ anfwer, {ays the African, that he is held by
¢ us to be a prophet, and the meflenger of God
§ (as Maurice, prince of Orange, then faid) and

‘! our

[
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add, That it is an inftitution, in itfelf,
worthy of God to command, and of
man toobey ; a reafonable fervice, well
adapted to the different natures of God
and man; a covenant between them
of grace and mercy, with the condi-
tions to be performed by us, that we
may be partakers of them; delivered
to thé woild by the Mediator, Jefus
Chrift, the Advocate for frail, degene-
rate man, his Saviour, Redeemer, King,
and at the refurre@ion of the dead his
Judge. Awful and moft interefting
truths, promulgated with authority
from on high, attefted by the powers
of heaven, and the providence of God,

¢ our lady the virgin Mary his mother, to
‘ be blefled of God, holy, who brought him
¢ forth, and conceived him miraculoufly by the
¢ Almighty power of God.” This letter of Ache
met’s was given to Wagenfeil, author of the
Tela 1gnea Satane, and after his death, a very
few copies of 1t (pauciffima exemplaria) were
printed by his fon at Altdorf, .

by
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by iracles and prophecies. Inftarices.
of the latter we may behold with our
own eyes, in the accomplilhment of
the New Teftament predictions, de<.
claring, long before, what would be
the fate, what the peculiar corruptions
of the church of Chrift in after-ages;
and as we cannot but fee this, if we
look into the weftern world, we can
have no reafon to deny the former, .
fince prophecy fulfilled is itfelf an un
deniable inftance of miracle®*, . - -

A religion from “heaven . feem’d -to
demand this proof of its origin: and
* Qs Katl €X TOUTWY npes, ws EQuys Toy Inzouy
Rl TWY JAET QUTOY YEVAGOMEVWY WPOYVWGHY ET L~
sapela, xat €& aAdwy de oA WY Wy WPOETE

YEMOES Al Tols TIGEVOUGL Xak OMOASYOUGLY QUTOY
Xergovs

¢ So from thefe, as I faid, we know that
¢ Jefus had foreknowlege of what fhould
“ come to pafs after him, and from many
¢ other things, which he foreteld fhould hap-
* pen to thofe who believed and confefled him
¢ the Chrift,” Juftini, Dialog, 1.

furely
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furely the reftoration of man may
as well deferve the public atteftation
of heaven; as the creation of himj;
and it may be equally difficult to
account for either, without miracle or
revelation.

To create is an extraordinary ex-
ertion of divine power, at leaft it
muft appear fo to us; and whenever
man was newly made, as he could
not be left at once to himfelf, deftitute
of all knowlege, and uninformed of
the confequences of all his aions,
{o any fuch information or revelation,
muft have been equal to prophecy : it
is in vain therefore, to object againft
the Chriftian Religion, on account of
its being fupported by miracle and pro-
phecy, fince there can be no religion
without them. |

If then we are forced to acknow-
lege not only that miracles may be,

but that they a&ually have been per-
forin’d,
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form’d, it will be very unreafonable
to refufe our affent to thofe of the
gofpel. -

 Notwithftanding the great growth
of Infidelity of late, and the many
writings in its favour, which ferve to
increafe the number of unbelieving,
fuperficial men ; notwithftanding the
yet greater number of unbelievers,
who are not réaders, and who have
never examiined the merits of the
Chriftian caufe j it Is very certain, no-
thing, now fald or done, can invalidate
the evidence for fa@s accomplithed
more than feventeen hundred years ago.
Infidelity would have begun with con-
tefting the fadts,. if they had not been
too confpicuous, and too well attefted,
to admit of any difpute: But as 1t
did not in thofe early days dipute
thofe fas, it is certainly now too late
to difpute them. Whence then arifes

this fpirit of contradiction, in thefe
B later
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later times ? Have any of our fophifts
difcovered any antient records that con-
tradi@ the hiftory of the New Tefta-
ment? No, they do not pretend to
any thing like it. .Have they any new
evidence, any other materials to work
with, than what the old Infidels had
furnithed long ago? Why no; the
evidence remains as it did, but Infi-
delity itfelf is changed.

The firft or old infidels lived too
near the times of Jefus and the apoftles,
to deny or difpute the miracles per-
formed by them; and the moderi
think themfelves at liberty to do both,
only becaufe the glaring notoriety of
the feveral fad&s upon record has, in
the courfe of fo many ages, been ne-
ce{Tarlly worh off. And I muft atk
again, if neither Chriftians nor Hea-
thens, neither Jews nor Muflulmans
ever denied the fadts recorded by: the
evangelifts ; if nor Celfus, nor Por-

I phyry,
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phyry, nor * Julian, nor long after
them the Mohammedans, ever denied
the

* In the fixth book of Cyril againft Julian,
are the following paffages, by which it ap-
pears that Julian, though he would have di-
minifhed the glory of our Lord’s miracles,
could not deny them.

‘O d¢ Dnoovs..ovdey axons af:m', € My TS
ClETa! ToUs wUAAQUS Xt TUPAOUs lacgacialy wak
J‘my_am;ﬂms eq:aongew év Bufloaida xct €y Bee
Savia Tals Kwpals T MEYIGWY epywy eval. P 191,

cdid, Spanhem.,

¢ Jefus did nothing worthy report, unlefs
¢ any one think to heal the lame, and the
¢ blind, and to cure demoniacs, in the towns
¢ of Bethfaida and Bethany, are fome of the
¢ greateft works.’

Tnaous 8¢ ¢ Tols wveupagty emiTarlwy, xat Ba=
$ilwy emt Tis Dadraosns, vat Ta daiporia 56Ny~
vary ws 8¢ vues BeAele, Tov ovpavoy xat Tiv v
ATEPYATAPEVas: OU Yap N TaUTE TETOAMIKE Tis
ey wep auroy Ty mabnwy, e pn poves luay=
ms. Cyril. contra Julian, lib. vi.

¢ Jefus commanded {pirits, walking on the
¢ fea, and driving out demons, and, ‘as you

¢ will have it, made the heaven and the earth
E 2 ¢ But
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the miracles of Jefus, for what other

reafon, or on what new grounds, are

they denied now ?
But

¢ But no one of the difciples hath dared to
¢ fay this of him; except John only.” p.313.

Julian was inftructed in grammar by Mar-
donius the ennuch, an heathen; in rhetoric,
‘by Eubalius, who was far from being fteady
in the faith; and the good defigns of the
emperor, and of Eufebius the bifhop, were
fruftrated by Maximus the philofopher. He
does not appear to have ever been a Chriftian.
He conformed for his own ends, and de-
clared himfelf a heathen as foon as he could
do it with fafety to his perfon and dignities.
Too much has been complaifantly faid of his
parts and learning ; for he 1s far from being a
writer of the firtt clas. He was exceedingly
{uperflitious, thinking 1t more reafonable to
worthip the fun than what is not an object of
fight. There is more of malice and envy
than true wit in his Cefars, 2nd his reproach-
ful treatment of the Chriftians, was as cruel
as it was unjuft; to take away their fortunes,
and tell them he thereby made them partakers
of a gofpel-glefling, for blefled are the poor.

A ¢
Eredn auios vmwo ToU SaUUATIOTLTOY YOGU
. ¢ "
wpoeiplialy tv &5 Tiv Bagidsay Twy euparer €Vos
J wTEpoN
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But if we had no other information

than the New Teftament itfelf gives,
it

dwrepoy mopeubuaty, wpos Touro auraywnoperors
ot avbpwrrois, autay Ta gpipata Tns Edeosn-
0V EXRAIGIASs O TTAVT EXENEVTAIUEY AVAANDI NVt
Sobncopsra Tais ¢pariwias, xat Ta xhpmais Tos
auelepots @pogehnvar wpbaros.  iva TEvwpevor
CWPPOrWGl, Aol N cepibwaty ns et eamilovair,
oupariov Baciheaas' 7Tois oixover I¢ Ty Edeosay
WPOLYOPEUAMEY QT EYETAL TATH; G AOEWS Kok
QoveiRias, 1re M THY NUETEPRY QIARVTpwmiay
RiynoayTes, nall vuwr QUTWY VTED TS TWY Rolvwy
atafias Sy Tionle, Eigar xas Quynxar wupt (o
paclerres.

¢ Since it is provided by a moft aftonifhing
¢ Jaw, that they may with lefs trouble enter
- ¢ into the kingdom of heaven ; to aflift thefe
‘ men in this affair, we have commanded all
¢ the effeCts of the church of the Edefleni to
¢ be taken away, and diftributed to the {ol-
¢ diers, and their poffefiions to be added to
¢ our own private ones: ‘Fhat by being poor
¢ they may become wife, and not be deprived
“ of that heavenly kingdom -they now hope
¢ for. We command the inhabitants of Edefla
‘ to avoid all fedition and finfe, left they
¢ provoke our humanity, and you be made to
¢ {uffer for the common difturbance, and be

¢ punifh-
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it thould feem fufhicient ; for I believe
very few, if any, have ever critically
confidered the ftyle and compofition of
thefe writings, the wildom and oeco-
conpmy of the divine difpenfation;
the truth and harmony of the rela-
tions they contain ; the firi® unifor-
mity of chara&er preferved by the
perfons whofe hiftories are related ;
but have been theroughly convinced

“ punithed with fire, {word, and banifh-
* ment.

He could do more than this, if the letter
to the Jews, afcribed to him, be genuine,
where he fays, fpeaking of fome who were
defirous of opprefling the Jews, and who had
been admitted to the table of Conftantins,

Ous uev gyw & yepoty Epas AaBoueros, s o=
O0v wgas mAErm, WS MAIE LYY ETE DEPESaL 1
vl s UL THS QUTRY AT WAHS,

¢ Whom I feized with my own hands, #nd

¢ deftroyed, by thrufting them into a pit, that

¢ there might be no report amongft us left of

¢ their deftruion.” Sec the note, p.113,

114. of an introduétion to Univerfal Hiftory,

tranflated from the Latin of Baron Holberg. ]
all
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and fatisfied of their a‘uthem‘fcﬂ'y an&
truth.
~ To this we rhay add the hiftorical
accounts handed down to us fiom the
apof’cohc days, by Chriftian erters,
to whom nothing can be ohje&ed but
that they were Chriftians ; that is, well
mformed of what they relate And
then, if we confider the amazing fue-
cefs it met with, {preading idelf, ma
few yeats, over all the known world ;
it is not poffible to add any thing
titoré to fuch -cleai manifeftation of
the truth, as it was in Jefus; unkefs
we can thew, that the adverfaries
themfelves have acknowleged many of
the fa@s: ‘And even this I {hall {oon
do from their own wiitings; after
which, what will remain for the un-
belieyer, if he will continue an un-
believer, but to fhift his ground once
again, and by attacking the religion,
inftead of the hiftory of Jefus, deny
Chriftianity
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Chriftianity to be as dld as the Crea-
tiom,
- So public, confpicuous, and incon-
conteftable therefore were the miracles
of our Lord, that his enemies chofe

rather to blafpheme the power, than
deny the fa&t : inftead of acknow-
leging thefe miraculous inftances of
goodnefs and mercy, as well as of
divine power, to proceed from the
one and only God, they malicioufly
reported them to be the works of Bel-
zebub, the prince of demons. But af-
terwards, when the power of demons,
or Idolatry, was dilcovered to be vain,
they afcribed the great actions of our
Lord to his {kill in magic ; and other
later Jews, to his having ftole from a
ftone in the fan&tuary *, which never

was

* The ftory of the foundation-ftone, call-
ed W is in Toledoth Jefhu, near the be~
ginning, told in thefe words, |

YA



[ 33 ]
was there, the true reading of the

name of God: but neither Jew nor
Gen-

PPN K33 PPN YD DP 7N NN DY)
NP DN AR ORI DS nvnw 1N Y

own pyon M Yo o 09 Sy Tk ax o
PR 32 WY DR TP TP IR o

D TP AND S DN oM s e S

AN 5 Do b 59 Sxnwa T s NN
D 2T AN I3 DN M NPED T O

DI .. DIV M3 155 DD PSR 1 NoNy
Sy own are owmpn aepn o 9 Sond

M3 IR M D 3N &SP own TN M
DR DY TN IR 2NITM

¢ And in that time there was Shem-mapho-
refch (the diftinguithed name of God) en-
graved in the holy houfe (temple) upon the
foundation-ftone. For as king David dug
the foundation, he found there a {tone over
the mouth of the abyfs, and upon it was
engraved the name; and he took it up and
depofited it in the holy of holies.—And they
made two lions of brafs by the names (by
inchantment) and placed them over the door
of the holy of holies, one on the right, the
other on the left. And every one who en-
tered and learned the name as he went out

(hearing) the lions bark, and from fear 2nd
L
per-

F ”~ ™ . e ™ "™ ”™ [ Y "™ iy ™ ™y
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Gentile ever thought of denying the
miracles. The difpute of old, between

¢ perturbation, the names efcape him and are

¢ forgot (frightened by the roaring of the lions
“ he forgets the name he had juft beforelearn’d)
‘ And he (Jefus) entered the temple, and
“ learned the name of the holy letters, and
“ writ the name upon paper, and pronounced
‘ the name that it thould not hurt him, and

¢ he ciat open his fleth, and hid the paper
* with the name.’

The temple was not built by David, but
by Solomon, how then could David depofite
this ftone in the holy of holies ? If we believe
the Mifhna, this flone was known long be-
fore the days of David.

Joma. c. 5. §. 2.
SN2 TIVD DY APV N PNRODID
PINT 1D 733 OINTI TN TR DTN
. RN by

* From the time the arc failed, there was
¢ a flone, within the memory of the firft pr>-
¢ phets, called the foundation-ftone, three
¢ fingers high from the ground.” 2. But Jo-
fephus, fpeaking of the holy of holies, fays

exprelly, ¢ There was nothing at all laid in it,
cwgts 4 WUl oAws ev aviue

them
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them ‘and Chriftians, was not con-
cerning the fads, buc the caufe.

We read of many thoufands, Ads
xx1. 20. who believed in Jefus, but
who, neverthelefs, circumcifed their
children, and walked after their own
cuftoms ; and who were fo offended
with the great apoftle of the Gentiles,
as to lay hands on him, and bring
him to a trial before Feftus and Agrip-
pa. ‘Thefe had no motives for con-
vittion, but what arofe from the evi-
dence of fads, and were converts to
them only, and rot to the apoftles.

From fuch fort of believers proceed-
ed many ftrange feds, and certain {pu-
rious editions of the gofpel. But of
thefe there are many more names than
books * ; all of them ‘are founded up-

OR

* The gofpel of the Nazarenes, the Ebion-
ites, the twelve apoftles, according to the He-
brews, of Bartholomew, Cerinthus, was the

Fa fame
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on the true gofpels, but charged with
~ fuch abfurd additions, as {erve to pro-
claim their forgery, and to promote,
rather than leflen, the credibility of the
true gofpels ; which come to our hands
from the laft and moft beloved dif-
ciple of Jefus: And from that time to
this, the church never admitted any
other, nor, in all its controverfies, {ul-
fered any alterations wilfully to be
made, in favour of any prevailing opi-
nions; but orthodox and heretic con-
ftantly appealed to the fame decifive
authority, the fame book. And from
the commentaries and controverfies of
Chriftian men, and the citations they
have {everally made of Scripture, at
different times, and in very diftant
places, we have the furelt evidence
that the Copy of the Scriptures we
pofiefs is genuine.

fame, in all probability, with the Hebrew
gofpel of qt Matthew interpolated.
And
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And that there may be no doubt of
miracles having been performed by Je-
fus and his difciples, we will now call
upon the antient Jews and Pagans, ‘to
declare what they knew of thefe mat-
ters.

The firft and moft inveterate ene-
mics of Chrift and Chriftians were
the Jews, who expected a conqueror,
not over death, but kingdoms ; not one
to fave, but to deftroy ; they wanted
a redeemer, not to deliver them from
the power of fin, but the yoke of their
enemies ; they defired not {fo much
the falvation of the world, as the de-
ftruion of Rome; and inflead of a
pious refignation to the good defigns
of providence, they thirfted for re-
venge, dominion, and the {word. Dif~
appointed in all thefe expe&ations,
they crucify their only Mefliah, the
Lord of life; and having reje@ed him,
they were {o far rejected by him, as to

be



[ 38 ]

be drove into a ftate of difperfion ; in
which they now are, and will conti-
nue to be, “ until the fulrefs of the

« Gentiles be come in *.” This dif-
perfion,

ormNe 5 e Saer 9a8b o o X
051 3m Fwen5 e g5 o5 wnby
Maimonides de Chrifto, §. 4.

¢ And he (Jefus) was the caufe (or it was
¢ on his account) that Ifrael perithed by the
¢ {fword, that their remains were difperfed and
¢ opprefled, the law changed, and the greater
¢ part of the world perverted.’

It is evident from Jofephus, the Jewith
hiftorian, that James was put to death not
long before the deftruction of Jerufalem; and
Origen cites Jofephus (though it be an error)
for faying, that the death of James was the
deftrution of that city. I think the caufe of
Origen’s miftake was no other than his own
reafoning upon the paflage, as it now ftands
in Jofephus; by which it is plain, that the
putting James to death was almoft univerfally
refented by the people, as a wicked abufe of
power : and that commotions fhould arife
from thence, and be followed by the ruin of

the ftate, does not feem to be a {trange con-
clufion.
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perfion, as well as the deftruion of
the city of Jerufalem, they own to
have been the confequence of his
death, or to have been caufed by him:

And in the antient writings of their
Rabbi’s, often {peak of him as * lifted

up or crucified. They call him ¥ Je-
fus of Nazareth ; the } {fon of Mary ||,

the

clufion. Maimonides, we know, alcribes the
deftruction of Jerufalem to our Lord. And
when we confider how difficult it muft have
been to cite paffages from fuch volumes, as the
antients ufed, and without indexes, it muft
not be thought partial in us, if we pardon
Origen, not only for this miftake, but for
his omiffion alfo of the famous paffage con-
cerning Jefus (fee the remarks of the learned
Dr. Fofter upon this place) which may have
been in the original Jofephus, even though it
were wanting in Origen’s copy.

paﬂim. ’191'11"1 x
T paflim. Sanhedrin. m¥ww» +

Sanhedrin, ’51? N3DMH ”

But this is an error, for it was Jofeph her
hutband who was the fon of Eli. See the an-

notations
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the daughter of Elj, whole fon lie was

without the knowlege of her hufband.
After

notations of Wagenfeil upon Toledoth Jefhu.
Schoetgenius’s hore Talmudice, vol. IL. p.
oz, And Ezardus upon the Avoda Sara;
who, however, is miftaken, p. 304. vol. L.
in faying that Jefus was, out of contempt,
called =23 72 713 ¢ a carpenter, the fon of a
< carpenter’ in Gemara, fol. go. 2. for there
is no mention of Jefus in that place.

In the Toldoth Jethu, publithed by J. J.
Huldric, 1705. and which is very different

from that publithed by Wagenfeil, there 1s
mention made of the murder of the 1nno-

cents, p. 12.

onb a3 Neren s 5o nnb e o Ao
7o 223 8 S 3 e 19

¢ And the king gave orders for the putting
¢ to death every infant to be found in Beth-
¢ lehem, and the king’s meflengers kill every
¢ infant, according to the royal order.

There is another teftimony for this {laughter
in Macrobii Saturn. 1. 2. ¢. 4. Cum audivifiet
Auguftus, inter pueros, quos in Syrid Herodes
rex Judzorum Infra bimatum jufflit interfici,
flium quoque ejus occifum, ait, melus eft

Herodis porcum efle quam filium.
¢ When
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After this, they fay, he fled into * Egypt,
and there learned thofe magic arts, by

which he was enabled to perform all
his

-« When Auguftus heard that Herod's own
¢ fon was killed amongft the infants, under
¢ two years of age, put to death, in Syria, by
¢ his father’s order, he faid it was better to be

¢ Herod's hog, than his fon.’

Sixtus Senenfis, in his Bibliotheca, pretends
to have read the fame anfwer in Dion Caffius,
but it is not in any of our copies, all of which
want that part of his hiftory. Cedrenus too,

fays, that Herod was diftinguithed by the
name of Iatdoxloves, of flayer of children, but

he does not mention his author,

pey 37 brse b b e e 2 X
X 20 S 8m10o5S wn s a
Sanhedrin, fol. 107. 2.

¢ When Jannzus. the king put the Rabbi's
¢ to death, R. Jothua, the fon of Perichia,

¢ and Jefus, fled to Alexandria in Egypt.’

w2 Sy nppa DEnD DB NTID |3
Shabbat. fol. 104. b.

¢ The fon of Satda brought with him ma-
¢ oic arts, from Egypt, inferting them in his

¢ flefh.
| G Tha
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his miracles. Again, they own two
| witnefles were f{uborned to {wear

againft him, and declare that he

was I crucified on the evening of the
Paf-

The comment upon this is,
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¢ He could not bring away the writings,
¢ f5r the magicians fearched every one on his
¢ departure, that he might nct carry away
¢ the incantations to (the fons of ) other coun-
¢ tries,’
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¢ To none of thofe guilty of death, by the
law, are fnares laid, except him (who has
endeavoured to pervert another to idolatry
and ftrange worthip) how do they perform
it to him? They light a candle in an inner
room, and place the evidences in one with-
out, fo that they may fee him and hear his
voice, without his feeing them,’

" L oy oy NN
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Paflfover, Mention is alfo made

thefe writings, of feveral of his  dif-
ciples, of Matthew, Thaddzus, and

Bauni, the name of him who was at-
ter-

¢ And {o they did to the fon of Satda (placed
¢ men privately in the next room, to be evi-
¢ dence againft him) in Lud, and {ufpended
¢ him on the crofs, on the evening of the
‘ Paflover,

s w5 15 Wy b a3 e
TN 119 N
Sanhedrin, c. vi. fol. 43. 1. fin.

¢ The Rabbins fay that Jefus had five dif-
‘ ciples, Mathai, Nakai, Nezer, Boni and
¢ Toda.’

See Buxtorf’s Talmud. Lexicon. col. 1448.
under WD. Wagenieil upon Toledoth Jefhu,
p. 17, 18, 19. Schoetgenius, Hore Talmud.
vol. 11, p. 699. 703. The paflages marked ||
and I, are cited by Buxtorf, in his Talmudic
Lexicon, col. 14438, Schoetgenius reading in
the next page of the Lexicon, Duo falfi teftes
contra Ipfum prononciarunt {producti] ¢ Two
¢ falfe witnefles pronounced [produced] againtt
¢ him, but not reading what is faid in the

G2 preced-
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terwards called Nicodemus, and of
whom, as a very great, and good, and
pious ruler, much is related in thefe

books. In one of them * Eliezer tells
his

preceding page, denies that Buxtorf has cited
any authority for this; loco non {imul indicato,
non tamen eft quod fidem ejus in dubium
vocemus, p. 706. vol. ii. Hor. Talmud.
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Avoda Sara, c. 1, p. 130. Ezardus.

¢ Walking in the high ftreet of Zippor,

¢ and I found one of the difciples of Jefu of
¢ Nazareth, James, a man of the town of
¢ Secania, who faid to me, it is written in
¢ your law, Deuter. xxiii. 18. Thou fbalt not
¢ bring the bire of an barlet. ... And I did not
¢ anfwer him, and he, adding, faid to me, Je-
¢ fus of Nazareth taught me the meaning of
¢ Micha. i, 7. For fbe gathered it of the bire
- ?f“
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his friend Akiba, that he met with
James, a difciple of Jefus of Nazareth,
in Zippor, a town in Galilee; who
gave him the interpretation of a paf~
fage in the Old Teftament, which he
had received from Jefus, and with
which Eliezer was, at that time, pleaf-
ed. That the difciples of Jefus had
the power of working miracles, and
the gift of healing, in the name of
their mafter, is confefs’d by thefe
Jews; who give an inftance of it in
the grandfon of Rabbi Jofhua, the fon
of Levi, who being in great danger,
one of the difciples came, and would
have cured him, in the name of Jelus *,

This
¢ of an éﬂfb;t, and they [fhall return to the

¢ bire of an barlot. From an impure place
¢ they came, to an impure place they fhall
¢ go. And this interpretation (fays R. Eliezer)
‘ pleafed me.’

a3 e pha o i “oam by mana *
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This power is again acknowleged, in
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Sabbat. Hierofol. Shemona Sheratz.

¢ The grandfon of R. Jofe, fon of Levi,

¢ fwallowed (fomething) and there came one
¢ of the fons of men, and whifperéd (fome-
¢ thing) in the name of Jefus, the fon of Pan-
¢ dira, and he was about to (or did) recover:
¢ On his departure he (R. Jofe) fays to him,
¢ what did you whifper? he (James}) fays to
¢ him, fuch aword. He faid, better were it
¢ for him to die, and not have heard it. And

¢ {o it happened unto him.’

Thus it is in the Pugio fide:, publifhed with
annotations, by de Voifin, p.290. Butin the
notes to the fecond chapter of the Avoda fara,
by Ezardus, p. 311. it 15 cited differently,
5393 for A'BND. M7 inftead of N DUIN

for . v for . and 9 851 without i
Which reading is confirm’d by a copy of the
Talmud confulted, on this occafion, by Dr.
Hunt, who obferves that the fame paffage oc-
curs again in the following chapter of the fame
Talmud,ain Momedin ; where itis pawmn x5
ipm and not to have heard #bss word, which
1s fuller and plainer than either 1o 351 ot

1 P K.
the
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* the cafe of the fon of Dama, grand-
(on of Ithmael, who was dying of the
bite of a ferpent, when James, the
(ame who had the conference with
Eliezer, came and offered to cure the

Lapnr 1 S mnx 12 N7 33 e X
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Avoda Sara, 2 cap. p.48. by Ezardus.

¢ There was an inftance of this in the fon.
¢ of Dama, the fifter’s fon of R. I{mael, who -
¢ was bit by a ferpent : And there came James,
¢ a man of the town of Secania, to heal him,
¢ but R. Ithmael would not {fuffer him. And
¢ he (the young man) faid to R. Ifhmael, my
‘ uncle, fuffer that I be healed by him, and
* I will produce a paffage from the law, to
“ prove it lawful;.... he {carcely uttered thefe
‘ words, when the fpirit fai’d him, and he
¢ died. R. I{fmael fpoke over him aloud,
¢ faying, Blefled art thou, O fon of Dama,

¢ that thy body is pure, and thy foul hath de-
¢ parted pure out of it.

you ng
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young man, but the grandfather for-
bad it,and he died. In a much later
work of the Jews, and that the moft
virulent of all the inve&ives againit
Jefus, his power of raifing from theé
dead, and healing leprous perfons, 1s
acknowleged over and over again*.

To
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¢ And he faid, Bring hither to me a dead

* man, and I will reftore him to life. And
¢ they ran and broke open a fepulchre, afid
¢ found in it nothing but dry bones, and they
¢ haften to him to tell him, that they found
¢ nothing but bones: And he faid bring them.
¢ And they brought them, and he joined the
¢ bones, bone to bone, and brought over
¢ them
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To thefe conceflions we may add, what

Jofephus has faid of the time when

the Jews, according to their prophets,
ex-

¢ them, fkin and fleth, and finews, and he
¢ arofe and ftood upon his feet and lived.
¢ And the men, who beheld, wondered at
¢ the thing. And he faid to them, do you
¢ wonder at this? Bring me one that is a
¢ leper, and I will cure him, And they
“ brought to him a leper, and he cured him
¢ alfo, by the name Hammaphorath. And
‘ when they beheld thefe things, they fell
‘ down and worfhiped him, and faid unto
¢ him, of a truth thou art the Son of God.’

b 1N INEINY TN PN 05 NN 7 N
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Toledoth Fefbu, by Wagenfeil, under the
title of Ignea tela Satance.

¢ And Jefus faid, Bring hither to me a
¢ leper, and I will heal him. And they
* brought him a leper, and he put his hand
‘ upon him, and pronounced the great name,

H ~ ‘and
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expeted Mefliah, the Prince and the
Deliverer; and what he has faid of

John the Baptift, and his death,, and
‘ of

¢ and the man was cured, and he became
¢ again like the fleth of a child; moreover,
¢ Jefus faid, Bring hither to me a dead body,
< and they brought him one that was dead :
¢ he laid his hand upon him, and pronounced
¢ the name, and he came to life, and ftood
¢ upon his feet.’

It is neceffary to obferve here, that in the
abftra& of the Talmud, which i1s in common
ufe with the Jews, and alfo in the printed co-
pies of Medrath Kohelet, the name of Jefus
is ‘omitted ; but in the Tofaphoth, or mar-
ginal additions to the Avoda Sara, it 1s ex-

prefled thus; |
X7 TIR0M 35 MED LN 3P
¢ James, a man of the town of Secann,

;" one of the difciples of Jefus.” And in the
Glofs of Jarchius; | '

o3 NI 132 NI 180 PN IR N
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¢ And there came James, a man of the

¢ town of Secania, to him, to cure him.in
¢ the name of -his mafter Jefus.’ K

3 E - Com-
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of the murder of James, the brother

of Jefus. ‘
And now we may furely be per-

mitted to infer, that fo many gofpel
fa@s would never have been admitted
by thefe early Jews, if the gofpel-
hiftory had not been true; for they,
of all adverfaries, would not have
borne their teftimony alfo to the mi-
raculous powers of Chrift, and his
apoftles, if they could have been de-
nied. And whatever they may have

faid on the other fide * againft our
Sa-

Compare the annotations of de Voifin to
the Pugio fidez, p. 208. with thofe of Ezardus
to the fecond chapter of Avoda Sara, p. 313.

‘The teafon why the old Rabbins refufed
to have their grand-children cured % 0¥3 in
the name of Jefus, was, becaufe Chriftians
are efteemed minim, or heretics, by them, and
the name of Jefus is, to them, an Avada Sara,
or idolatry.

* See Sepher Toledoth, publithed by Wa-
genfeill. This book applies all that is faid of

Mary, the drefler of women’s hair, in the
H 2 Talmud,
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Saviour or his mother, by miftaking
Mary Magdalene, for the mother of
Jefus,

Talmud, to the mother of Jefus, The cir-
cumftances being fo many, and fo exaltly the
fame, it is hardly poffible to fuppofe that
the Jews could mean any other by Jefhu, the .
fon of Satda, than our Lord Jefus Chrift]
nor is there any pretence againft this, but
what arifes from a miftake in the Jewifh
chronology. But the Jews are well known
to be very bad chronologers at beit, and in
this cafe are moft remarkably inconfiftent.
So that they are of no authority in détermining
the age of Jefus, as will appear from the fol-
lowing colletions. | )

“The fon of Satda (Mary) and Pappus, fonr
of Jehuda, by Pandeira, the difciple of Jofhua
ben Perachija, lived in the reign of Alexander
Jannzus, an. m. 3670. See Zemach David.
Pappus was living before Akiba died, anno
‘mund. 3880. Arnd Mary, the mother of Je-
fus, is faid to have lived in the times of
Akiba. Here then is an anachronifm of about"
two hundred years. | -

Another proof of the confufion and incer:
tainty of their chronology is, according to
them, Mary lived under the fecond temple, in
the time of Alexander Jannzus; but the angel

T
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Jefus, and by charging her {on with
the exerc1fe of magic, and with other
calum-

of death is faid to be with R, Bibi ben Abai;
and ta order Mary (the fame Mary dlﬁmgmih-
¢ed by them, in this and feveral other places,

as one who drefs'd women’s heads) to be

brought to him, that is, according to Jar-
chius, to be kill'd. But Bibi lived long af-

ter the fecond temple, and is reckoned one
of the Gemarifts.

See all this proved by Ezardus, 1n his notes
to. the firft chapter of Aweda Sara, p. 300,
301. and by Voifin, in his apnotations upon

the Pugio fide:, p. 299.
"Again; the fon of Satda, as it is in Wa.

genfeil’'s_Toledoth Jefhu, lived under Alex-
ander. Janneus, ‘and performed fome of his
miracles in the prefence of queen Helena,
Now Alexander lived before the Cefars reign-
ed in Rome,. a. urbis c. 675. And Helena,
when Claudlus reigned; a.u. c. 704. Alex~
ander reigned twenty-fix years, So that here
15, by this account, an anachronifm of about

a hundred years.

TN I 90 NI abn b
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¢ Helena, queen of the Admbem, and hern_

¢ two fons Monbaz and Ilfates, became pro-
¢ felytes
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calumnies, is eafily removed, by con-
{idering the moral and religious cha-
raCter of our Lord, which is far
oreater than ever was reprefented in
any other perfon in the world, He,
of all philofophers or legiflators, was
the only one who confirmed évery law,
and every precept of his own making,
by his own example: He was King,
Prieft and Prophet, and yet the Ser--
vant of his own difciples, the fubjet
of his own laws; meek, humble, and
obedient, even unto the death of the
crofs, the end he had foretold of him-
felf. He, of all men, alone was free
from ﬁn, * ¢« who did no Vlolence,
““ neither wasany deceit in his mouth ;"

and it is impoflible to read his ﬂory,
and not reje&t the calumnies and blaf-

¢ felytes m the Days. of Claudius Cmfar.’
Zemach David.  See Buxtorf’s Talmud Lexi-
con, under .

* Ifatah 1,
phemous
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phemous afperfions of Jews and Gen-

tiles.
- Again, there i nothing in the gof

pels, nor in Jofephus, that intimates
the leaft refle¢tion on the chara&er of

the blefled Mary *: On the contrary,
the great regard and tendernefs ex-

prefled by Jefus for his mother, and
the excellent charader of James, the
brother of Jefus, as it is reported by

the Jewifh hiftorian, {eem fufficient to

‘d‘eclare her innocent . - If

- % There is a paffage in Maflecheth Kallah,
fol, 18. 2. in which Akiba, the great Akiba

‘of the Jews, promifes her eternal happinefs,
if fhe will confefs the truth concerning her
fon. She is then faid to have owned, that he

was {purious. But on requiring Akiba to
corifirm his promife by an oath, it is faid,

9353 by vrswa pawy p

¢ R. Akiba fwore with his lips, but denied
¢ it in his heart.” What credit can be given
to fuch a witnefs as this? Schoetgenius, vol. ii.

p. 696.
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If we now inquire of the Greeks

and Romans, after what was done in
Pale-
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Origen. ceatra Celfum, p. 24, 26.

¢ All thefe things they feigned, in order
¢ to fet afide the miraculous conception by the
Holy Ghoft. For they might, otherwif,
mifreprefént the hiftory, as fabulous, becaufe
exceedingly miraculous, and deny, though
inwardly convinced, that Jefus was not born
in the common way of the married ftate of
men ; and confequently invent a falfe ftory,
¢ not acknowleging the miraculous birth of .

¢ Chrift.

™ N iy "y L)
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Paleftine, we fhall find much in fa-
vour of our religion, related by the
Chriftian fathers *,  According to
their

“ Chrift. But they did not render it plaufible;
¢ for, having admitted that the Virgin was not
¢ with child of Jefus by Jofeph, it muit ap- .
¢ pear to all, who can difcern and confute
‘ fictions, to be a manifeft forgery. For is it
¢ at all probable, that one who has dared {o
¢ much for human kind, that, as much as in
‘ him lay, all (men) Greeks and Barbarians,
‘ from the expeltance of divine Judgment,
‘ might abftain from evil, and do every thing
“ pleafing to the Founder of the Univerfe;
‘ thould himfelf not be diftinguifthed by an
‘ extraordinary birth, but be the offspring of
* a moft infamous, and moft wicked proftitu-
¢ tion,” &c.

* Vetus erat decretum ne qui Deus ab ima
eratore confccrafur nifi a fenatu probatus. Scit
. Amilius de deo {uo Alburno: {in primo
contra Marcionem idem meminit fed a Me-
tello non Amilio] Facit et hoc ad canfam
noftram, quod apud vos de humano arbitratu’
divinitas penfitatur, nifi homint Deus placuerit,
Deus non erit, homo jam deo propitius efle
debebit, Tiberius ergo, cujus tempore nomen

Chriftianum in feculum iatravit, annuonciata
¢ fibl
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their reports, Tiberius, irformed "by
Pilate of the refurreion of our Lord,
moves

fibi ex Syrii Paleftind que illic veritatem iftius
divinitatis revelarant, detulit ad fenatum cum
prerogativa fuffragii fui. Senatus, quia non
ipfe probaverat, refpigit: Cafar in fententia
manfit, comminatus periculum accufatoribus
Chriftianorum. Confulite commentarios ve-
ftros, illic reperietis primum Neronem in hanc
feam tum maximé Rome orientem, Cefa-
riano gladio ferociffe. Sed tali dedicatore dam-
nationis noftrz etiam gloriamur, Qui enim
fcit illum, intelligere poteft non nifi grande
aliquod bonum @ Nerone damnatum.,

Tertulliani Apologet. p. 6. Rigalt:

Tertullian, who lived at the end of the
fecond century, and publifhed his book de
Pallio about the fifteenth of Severus, a.c. 207,
fays, ¢ By an ancient decree, not any God
‘ was to be confecrated by the emperor, un-
¢ lefs approved of by the fenate, as M. Ami-
¢ lius knows was the cafe of his Deus Albur-
< nus: (See the fame cited in the firft againft
¢ Marcion, where is Metellus inftead of Ami-
¢ lius) and this makes for our purpofe, as it
¢ proves you fubject the divinity to human ar-
¢ bitration ; unlefs the God pleafes man, he
¢ fhall not be a2 God, and men now muit-be

‘ pro-
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moves the fenate for his reception into
their pantheon, or inrollment amongft

- ", ™ " iy "y [ g Y ™y ™ ™y ™ "y ™~ "y Lo L oy ™ "

their

propitious to the Deity ! Tiberius therefore,
in whofe reign the Chriftian name entered
the world, being informed, from Paleftine
in Syria, of thofe things done there to ma-
nifeft the truth of this divinity, notified it
to the fenate, with the prerogative of his
own fuffrage ; the fenate, becanfe he had
not laid before them the proofs, rejected it.
Cefar continued in the fame mind, threaten-
ing thofe who informed againft the Chrif~
tians. Confult your own rccords, you will”
there find that Nero (who did not even fpare
his own mother) was the firft who furioufly
employed the royal fword againit this fect,
which then increafed greatly at Rome. But
in fuch an author of our condemnation we
even glory, for whoever is acquainted with
his character, may know that nothing was
condemned by Nero, but what was greatly

good,’
However, the apotheofis of our Lord did

not depend upon an order of the fenate. The
truth of his afcenfion is of more divine au-
thority, than political debates, or intereft of
parties. And whether Tibertus acted the part
given him by Tertullian, is matter of difpute:

12 Ha
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their Gods: Vefpafian and Titus dread
his

He who would fatisfy himfelf, may read
Faber, Bafnage, Vandale, againit it; Pearfon,
Huetius, and Steph. Le Moyne, forit.
That Tiberius was informed by Pilate, 1s
mentioned in this manner by Tertullian; Ea
omnia fuper Chrifto Pilatus, et ipfe jam pro
{u4 confcientid Chriftianus, Cefari tum Tibe-
rio nunciavit. ¢ Pilate, who was in his con-
¢ {cience now a Chriftian, made known to
¢ Tiberius Cafar all things concerning Chrifk.”
And again, Eum mundi cafum relatum, in ar-

chivis veftris habetis. ¢ You have this event,
¢ in which the world is concerned, recorded

¢ in your archives” This has alfo been dif-
puted. Bot as it was ufual for the governors
of provinces to tranfmit to the emperors an
account of daily occurrences, it is not poflible
to fuppofe Pilate would have been permitted
to have been filent, concerning the commo-
tions that had arifen in his province, ori ac-
count of the man Jefus. And it is moft pro-
bable, that thefe adts, fo often referred to by
Juftin' Martyr, Tertullian, and others, were
deftroyed by the heathens, before the time of
the Chriftian emperors, and are therefore loft
to the world. For as to the gofpel of Nico-
demus, called alfo the Aéts of Pilate, 1t feems

to have been forged towards the end. of the
3 third
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his power -and influence: * Adrian
purpofes divine honours to him, and

forbids

third century. See Caufabon’s exercitat. Span-
heim’s ecclef. hift, Fabricius’s codex Apo-
ctyphus; and the very learned Mr. Jones's
Canon of the New Teftament.

* Chriftianos efle pafius eft.

Matutinis horis in larario {fuo (in quo &
divos principes, fed optimos electos & animas
fan&iores, in queis & Apollonium & quan-
tum SCRIPTOR TEMPORUM SUORUM DICIT,
CuristuM, Abraham, & Orpheum, & hu-
jufcemodi Deos habebat, & majorum efligies)
rem divinam faciebat.........Chrifto templum
facere voluit, eumque inter Deos recipere, quod
& Adrianus cogitafle fertur, qui templa in om-
nibus civitatibus fine fimulacris juflerat fieri .
quz hodie, idcirco quia non habent numina,
dicuntur Adriani: .que ille ad hoc parafle di-
cebatur : fed prohibitus eft ab i1s, qui, con-
fulentes facra, repererant omnes Chriftianos fu-
turos, fi 1d optato eveniffet, et templa reliqua
deferenda.

¢ He tolerated Chriftians. -

¢ He performed his devotions in the morn-

‘ Ing in his oratory, in which were the em-
¢ pecors, the beft, the chofen and more divine
¢ {p.rits, among whom was Apollonius, and as
fA
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forbids the worfhiping of idols. Se-
verus and Antoninus pius, ereéted fta-
rues to him, and worfhiped him. It

¢ A WRITER OF HIS OWN TIMES DECLARES,

¢ CurisT, Abraham and Orpheus, and Gods

¢ of this fort, and the effigies of his anceftors.
¢ He would have erected a temple to Chrift,

.nd have admitted him among the Gods,
which Adrian is reported alfo to have had in
view, when he commanded the temples in all
he cities to be made without images in them;
nd which are now called Adrian’s, becaufe
they have no Gods ; which he was reported to
have prepared for this pur ofe, but was for-
bid by thofe, who, confu ting their oracles,
found, that all men would be Chriftians, if
that fhould fortunately happen, and that all
other temples would be deferted.’

From the life of Alexander Severus, by
Alius Lampridius, according to the firft
printed edition. vome {ay it was wrote
by Juls Capitolinus.  But there was a
MSS. copy of it in the Palatine Library,
which gives it to /ZElius Spartianus, who
lived in the reign of Dioclefian, towards
the end of the third, and beginning of
the fourth century.

Note, If the reader chufes to refer optato to

Adrian, he will then read ¢ according to his

¢ withes' inftead of the word ¢ fortunately.

thefe
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thefe fa@s are obje@ted to, as coming
from Chriftians, let me afk, what is
to be expected from other writers, who
had not knowlege of thefe affairs fuf-
ficient for their own convi&tion ? What
from the Roman hiftorians, and claflic
authors, as they are called, of affairs
in Judea, or the Chriftian faith ? The
hiftories by Dionyfius, Livy, Juftin,
conclude before the times of Chrift.
Eutropius, Paterculus, Florus, Sextus,
publifhed only {hort, very fhort abridg-
ments of the Roman hiftory, with
little regard to the fate of other na-
tions. Suetonius and Tacitus confine
them{elves almoft entirely to the lives
and charaéters of their own emperors ;
but yet they * both of them mention
Chrift, and the latter exprefly {peaks

* Suetonius in Claudio, c. 24. Tacitus,
lib. xv. Autor nominis ejus Chriftus, qui,
Tiberio imperitante, per procuratorem Pilatum
{upplicio affectus erat.

of
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of him as ¢ the Author of the Chriftian
« name, who, in the reign of Tiberius,
« was put to death by Pilate, the Ros
« man deputy.” Befides thefe there

is not another author extant of this
fort, from whom any evidence of
thefe matters could reafonably be ex-
pedted, unlefs it be from Dio Caflius;

and that part of his hiftory, which in-
cluded a period of five years before,

and as many after our Saviour’s time,
is loft ™, |
Pliny

* The Chriftians are charged with having
deftroyed the writings of their adverfaries, and
if the charge be true, it muft be allowed they
have diminifhed the evidence arifing from fats,

for the truth of the Chriftian religion, by de-

ftroying the conceffions, together with the ca-
lumnies of their adverfaries. Theodofius the

younger, indeed, ordered the writings of Por-
phyry, and others, contra religiofum Chriftiano-
rum cultum, againtt the religious worthip of
the Chriftians, to be burpt. But was Theo-
dofius, or Chriftian men, the firft who de-

ftroyed irreligious books ? Was 1t not € an
’ ¢ antient
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¢ antient practice of the Romans, to deftroy

* every thing that might feduce the inhabi-
¢ tants of their city from the worfhip of their
¢ gods.” See Valerius Maximus, 1. 1. ¢, 1. No-
luerunt prifci viri quidquam in civitate Ro-
mand affervari quo animi hominum 2 deorum
cultu avocarentur. Are the Chriftians then
alone to be blamed for taking this method of
filencing the impiety of their adverfaries ? Did
not Julian urge it as one reafon why he de-
fired to have the books of George, bifhop of
Alexandria, fent to him after that bithop’s
death ? woAa & wv xat 715 Ty TaiAaiwy di-
Sarralas « Badotuny pev ngenSat. Epiﬁ:. g,
¢ For there are many (books concerning) the
¢ do&rines of the Galileans, which indeed I
¢ would have to be deftroyed.” But after all,we
are obliged toCyril, for {ome remains of Julian,
fuch as they are, and to Origen for all that re-
mains of Celfus; unlefs it be true, as I have
heard, that Celfus againft the Chriftians is
ftill extant in the Arabic language, and thence
tranflated into French, but not publithed.
Chryfoftom was {o far from thinking that the
Chriftians deftroyed the writings of the Pagang
againft them, that he feems to think, there
would not have been any left, if the Chriftians
had not been pleafed to honour them with their
notice. Toguros egt raw v aulwy VEVEXUMILEY DY
0 YEAWS, WGE aQartdnyal xat Ta Bil6Aie Tatzl,
nai due T devbval xal aroreRar Ta ARG

K e
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Pliny * and Julian fpeak of the

manners of the Chriftians, as moft
devout

e dc T8 T Ktk Eu;asﬁem Siacaler, wape ypigiayols

raTo cw(opEroy EUpoL Tis Vs edit, Savil. p. 444.
vol. v. He fays, ¢ There was this ridiculous

¢ circumftance attended their writings, that
¢ they were of no duration, for that many
< were loft as foon as known: But if any
¢ were preferved, they muft be looked for
¢ amongft the Chriftians.” Such was the re-
oard fhewn them by men of their own party.
And if they were defpifed then, we have no
reafon to lament their lofs now. What Am-
brofe fays, in the preface to his commentary
upon the gofpel of St. Luke, was equally true
of thefc writings, as of thofe {purious pro-
ductions, of which he fpeaks thus; Legimus
ne ignoremus ; legimus non ut teneamus, fed
ut repudiemus, & ut fciamus qualia fint 1n qui-
bus magnifici ifti cor exaltant fuum. We
¢ read for information; not to receive, but to
 reject, and that we may know with what
¢ thefe boafters lift up their heart.”

* Pliny, in one of his letters to Trajan,
fays, Effent foliti ftato die ante lucem conve-
nire; carmenque Chrifto, quafi deo, dicere
{ecum invicem, feque facramento non in fcelus
aliquod obftringere, fed ne furta, ne latrociniz,

ne adulteria committerent, ne fidem fallerent,
ne
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ne depofitum. appellati abnegarent; quibus
peractis morem fibi difcedendi fuiffe, rurfufque
codundi ad capiendum cibum promifcuum,

tamen & innoxium. Plinii Epift. 97. lib. x.

¢ 'The Chriftians were wont to aflemble on
¢ a certain day, before it was light, and recite
¢ 2 hymn to Chrift, as a Deity, in alternate
¢ ftrains, and to bind themfelves by an oath,
¢ net to any thing bad, but, on the contrary,
¢ not to commit thefts, nor robberies, nor
¢ adulteries, not to falfify their faith, nor dif~
¢ own 2 pledge or depofite, when called upon.
¢ Which over, it was ufual for them to de-
¢ part, and to meet again to eat together, in

° a harmlefs way.’,

So Julian, in a letter addrefled to Arfakios,
chief of the Pagan priefts in Galatia, advifes
them to take example from the good practices.
of the Chriftians. ¢ There is not, fays the
* emperor, one of the Jews who begs, and
¢ the Galileans not only fupport their own
“ (poor) but ours, ot 7wy per Iefaiwy efes pe=
ralle TOEQETL d€ ot Juorebes Faridaior wpos
THS Ecw?wr, x} T35 ﬁch?Epag. But it 1s ﬂrange,
that he fhould, en this occafion, call fuch Ga-
lileans dvose€ers 7mprous. In the former part
of the fame letter, alluding to the virtues of

the Galileans, he afks;

Oud¢ arobhemousy 0 patisa Tiv aecTil
curvénaey n wept Tes Eeves @irarleamia n wept Tas

K 2 TaQus



[ 68 ]

TAPas TwY YEPUY wPOKIYEd, X 0 TEWALTUELN
TEUIOTIS xai Tey [B10v" Wy exatg oy olopas ypryctt
W) NAWY cc?\::ﬁws ETITIEVES AL A BX LTFOYpY TO
aEMIOY Eive Tolgiop @MAc wavTas a.msimrhws
'y weps Ty Fadatiay gy IEpets, Hs Jucwmiaoy,
N Tegor ewar CWEIQES, N THS IELATINNS AGTEE
Yias aToGNGGy, € My WpoaEyawlo jEle yuraiRwy
wet waldwy sl Gﬁpa.';rcv'rwv TOIS JEOIS, AAAX
QUEYOIVTO TV OINETWY 1 vigwy 0 Ty TaeMAaiwy
'}mp.ﬂwv woelerTw pev €15 TUs e, mﬁsa'rn'kz de
Sreooebes wpoTILOVILY ETEIT ﬁ_rmpccwsa'am&psm
ping SéaTow warabalAar, MIlE € XaTHIAEW
STIVELY, &c.

‘ Why do we not fee how much humanity
to ftrangers, concern for the burial of the
¢ dead, and feigned chaftity of life, have in-
creafed the religion 0ppofed to Paganlfm.
¢ Every one of which, I think, ought fin-
‘ cerely and carefully, and habitually, to be
¢ pratifed by us. Not that this chafte (or fo-
« lemn) appearance is fufficiént.  But, in ge-
‘ neral, oblige all the priefts, by threats or
¢ perfuaﬁon, to be diligent, or difmifs them
from the prieftly fun&ion, if, with their
wives and children, and fervants, they do
‘ not attend upon the gods, and fuffer the fer-
¢ vants, {ons, or married Galileans, to be-
¢ have 1rrelng10uﬂy towards the Gods, pre-
¢ ferring impiety to godlinefs, Moreover, ex-
‘ hort the prieft not to approach the theatre,
¢ not to diink 1n taverns, &c,
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devout and exemplary. Porphyry ap-
phed feveral of the oracles to Chrift ¥
and

¥ Tis &av yevollo oo Taraw ablomigos oporoyic
Aoy s 78 xal’ Auwy wohepmie Yoa@ns, 1y ev ois
emeygate weps Tns ex Aoyiwy QiAasopias eV TpiTy
aufypup wartredalas, wde Tws iGopwy HaTa ALEtv.

Qs amo TS EVEpyEas auTns CUVOpATAl TOlS
QiAadnSeaiy % THs wept avloy evde apelns duva-
fiss

Xpnouor wept T8 Kplg e

Tapadoor ows doEeicy av Tioly eyl 70 MEA=
Aov Aeyedar v nuwy® Tov Yyap Xpigrov 01 Otat
Eweée;wrov amepmavio, xat aSavaloy yeyovol
SUPNMAWS TE QUTE MVNAQVEVETIs

Kai vmobas emneye, wept yuy 1o Xpig78 gowrn=
eayTwy € g5t Ocos, Pnatv.

O1h JLEY aBecvary Junn el cwpa wpobayver
Tiyrwaxe gopin Telpunpuey@' aide yg Yuyn
Arep® sugebin wpoPepegaTi €51V ExXeivBs

Euaeﬂe«r.ﬂov ape €pn avlov, 1 Ty Yvony aurs,
xabawep 2 7wy arhwy, peta Javaroy amale-
vaTidnral, s .ocfBey avosrtas Tos Xpigiayes
ETELWTNCAYTWY '€ OUet Th EXOARAINy EYPHTEY. |

S.wpa ey ad pavesty Baaarols clet wpob e Anlas®
Yuon & sugefewy es 8pavioy med'oy (Ceta”

Ka ETIAEYS pueTa Tov xpna'f.wvlégns, avTos
8y euaefis, % e Bpaves woTrep ot eugebes ywpn
sas’ Wt TBTOY MEy 8 PBAac@nunges, E?L'Eua'as
de 1oy arbpwmwy Ty avciars Tavra % wwv o

Llop=
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Flepgupios® ap 8y awaTéwy o 87053 % ay Ta Qike
o¢ SUGWTEITW TWY Gawy prprale’ EXEs Tor yap
gy Tov nuevepor Swrnpa Inovy oy Xpigoy 78
Oss, % wape Tos sauls WHOACYNUEY 8 yonlz
8de Qupuanta, aAr eugefn, X SixatoTaloy %
GoQay ¥ Hpaviwy eNdwy CikiTOpCL:

Eufebii Demonftrat. Evangelii, lib. 111

¢ Ts there any evidente you would more
readily embrace, than the confeflion of one
who was our profefled enemy? Which he
(Porphyry) has delivered in the third volume
of the treatife intituled, Philofophy from
Oracles; where he exprefles himfelf 1n
¢ thefe very words. |
¢ That the efficacy of the divine virtae, re-
 lating to him, muft be vifible by its own
< energy to the lovers of truth.

¢ Oragcles concerning Chrift,

¢ What we are going to fay may, to fome,
¢ perhaps, feem a paradox. For the gods
< openly declared Chrift to be a moft pious
¢ and an immortal Being, and honourably re-

“. ported his memory.
¢ And after this he fays, That, being con-

¢ fulted concerning Chrift, whether he was a
¢ God, the aniwer was,

¢ That the immortal foul continues after the
¢ body,

¢ He who is renowned for wifdom knows.
¢ But the {oul

¢ Of that man is moft excelling in wifdom.

¢ He

E "y (£ ™

"~

-
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¢ He acknowleges him, therefore, to be moft
* pious, and his foul, like others, after death,
¢ to be immortalized, which the fenfelefs
‘.Chriftians adore. But being afked,why he
* was punifhed, the oracle replied, . :

¢ The body indeed is ever ‘liable to little
¢ torments: |

¢ But the mind of the pious refts in the
¢ plains of heaven,

* And,immediately after this oracle, he adds,
¢ he was pious, and went to heaven, as other
‘ plous perfons do. You ought not ' there.-
¢ fore to blafpheme him, but to pity the folly
“ of men. This now is what -Porphyry has
¢ faid. And was he a deceiver too? Be ra-
¢ ther kindly affeCted by the favourable words.
¢ of one of your own party. It is therefore
¢ confefled by your own writers, that Jefus
‘ our Saviour, the anointed of God, was no
“ juggler, no Sorcerer, but pious, and moft
¢ righteous and wife, and an inhabitant of the
¢ arched heavens.’

I will only make this one obfervation upon
#his long citation from Eufebius, That it.con-
tains not only the opinion of Porphyry, but
the teftimony of their gods, or, if you pleafe,
of their priefts, who did not dare to deny the
excellence of the charater of Jefus. Thefe
oracles cannot be called the forgeries of the
Chriftians : And whatever may be joftly faid
againtt thofc of the Sibyls, thefe muft have their

2 weight
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and reprefented him as ¢ pious and
et immdrtéj, as one who had .defcend:
« e¢d into heaven, and fupetfeded *
« the neceflity of other gods, who
« were become ufelels to the public,
« fince his appearance in the world.”’

Celfus too + acknowleged the extraor-
dinary

weightwith all who regard the authority of Por-
phyry, or the teftimony of ouf adverfaries.

* Jnes mipwuers 8depias Tis Yewy dnpogias
wpeheias yel. Eufeb. prepar. lv. c. 1.

T Avewaoe J¢ 71 eTEPOY ovfxeTaTifeusy@e
pev was Taus wapadobors duiaueTty, as Inous
ETOMTEY, €V a5 TE5 TWOAABS EWEOEY axohalew
avlw ws Xpigw' d subadnéy & avlas Bulomevos
s amo payeas £ 8 Yeg dvrape Yeyemmeras
gnat yap ¢ avloy axoTior TpaQeria pidepmoars
“ N, €15 Atyumioy, duvapcwy Tivey repalberla,
« cuedey erarerBen, Oeov & exevas Tas Juvapmes
“ tcevlov 'am'yapé-:uav?ac-" '

Eqw &’8x o1f’ omws ay payos nywyigals didas
g Aoyor, welorla [rarle] wpatlew, ws Oee
xpivoyT@e Exagroy €T Tagl TS WETPAYMES
voiss K 67w diarierra 1os favle palnras, os
AueAAE gpnoasyas diaxovois s eavts Jilagnas
Mtas.  Apx yap exeivor 8TW &dasylevres arotew
Puraues, nper THS GRWOYTAS, N BIE OUIAMES

ETQIBY
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dinary powers which Jefus exerted,

and by which he prevailed upon many
to

¢Toigy; TO MEY BY AEYE omt adapws duvapes
eTolgy, AL WIGEUTAVTES adeuin Aoywy 1o
porHll, WapamwANGLws T € Siarexhnn EAxnvor

GaizLy EFESWRALY saules Tw xawoy didadrey Aoyor
Sis av emidnuncwat Taw gy ahoyoy' T yag
Sappuyres edidagroy TV AoyoV ) EXAVOTOMBY 3
a J'c Juvarers ETEABY exevor Tiva eyt millavos
il 7o payss ToouTols xwduUols EXUTEs waper
EefBrnneves [ﬁumyov'ms] Jifaornaiiay payeas
amayopEusoey” 8 JOKEl Ol aywvicadal wpos Ae=
wav, 8 peTa qUIdns alAe pela AEUNS EIpIJLEVors
Origen. contra Celfum, p. 30.

¢ But he [Celfus] feigned fomething elfe:
¢ he acknowleged the miracles Jefus performs-
¢ ed, by which he prevailed on many to fol-
¢ Jow him as Chrift : but was defirous of ca-
¢ Jumniating them as the effe&ts of magic, not
¢ of divine power. For he fays, he was
¢ brought up obfcurely, and was 2 hired fer-
¢ vant in Egypt, where he learned certain
: Eowers, and returning thence, by means of
¢ his miracles, openly declared himfelf a God.

¢ But I do not underftand how a magician

« could confiftently and earneftly promote 2
¢ do@rine that perfuades every one {o to alt,
¢ a5 if he was to give an account of all his
¢ a&ions to God in judgment; and fo to pre-

L ¢ pare



[ 74 ]
to follow him, as the Mefliah: But,
willing to calumniate them, he feigned
they were not the effes of divine
power, but of magic, which he had
learned in Egypt. His objefions are
the fame with thofe of the Jews, from
whom he borrowed them. |

¢ pare and inftruct his difciples, who were to
‘ be employed in the promulgation of his
¢ doftrine. Did they work miracles, and by
¢ them prevail with their hearers, or did they
- ¢ work no miracles? To fay they did not per-
¢ form any miracles, but relying on no fuffi-
¢ ciency of reafon, after the manner of the
¢ Greeks in their logic, fet themfelves to teach 4
¢ new doctrine where-ever they came, is very
¢ abfurd. What encouragement had they.to
¢ teach this doctrine, and cut out this new
¢ work ? But if they wrought miracles, what
“ probability 1s there, that magicians would
‘" expole themfelves to fuch dangers, to intro-
‘- duce a do&rine that forbids magic? But it
. 1s not worth while {erioufly to contend againft

“ a difcourfe that abounds more with ridicu-
‘ lous .cavil than reafon.’ _

In the edition in 1677. for Xpoadsa 1nungs,
- read qpoada #t1, as in Field’s edition,

in 1648, | Such
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Such was.the flate of Infidelity in
the firft ages of the Chriftian profef~
ﬁon, when the hlﬁory of our Lord
and his difciples could not, if a for-
gery, have been impofed upon both
Jews and Gentiles, who then had op-
portunities of dlfcovermg a fraud, if
there had been any, and who would
not have acknowleged fo many fads
as they did, could they, with any pre-
tence, or any degree of probability,
have denied them.

- The judicious Mr. Locke feems to
have laid great ftrefs upon the con-
ceflions of our adverfaries, and to have
been of opinion, that it was directed
by Providence that the miracles thould
not be denied. ¢ The evidence of
““ our Saviour’s miflion from heaven
“1s fo great, fays this eminent phi-
“ lofopher, in the multitude of mi-
« racles he did, before all forts of peo-
“ ple; (which the Divine Providence

| - L 2 ¢ and
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¢ and Wifdom has fo ordered, that
“ they never were, Dor could be, dé-
¢ nied by any of the enemies and op-
“ pofers of Cliriftidnity) that what he
«t_delivered cannot but be received as
« the oracles of God, and unqueﬁibﬁ-
« able verity *.” p. 256. of the rea-

R ~{onable-

- * Even Lucian calls the Chriftian docrine
Savpasn copia Twy Xpgiaver, the miraculous
or wonderful wifdom of the Chriftians. See
his death of Peregrinus. Where he fpeaks of
oy pEYAY EXEWVOV ETL asbaaty avbpwmo, ov €
HeAatg i gcvmom&';m%svm, 0TI Aetivny Tau-
Ty TENSTIY €ianyayey € Tov Broye—" that great

¢ man they now revere, who was crucified
¢ in Paleftine, becaufe he introduced - this
¢ new religion into life.~—And, foon af-
ter, he gives the following account of the
Chriftians ; -

Hemeinaot Y eLUT B4, ol :ca,xo:»!‘cz:mvss, TO ;.ier
5}\05*, abavaror eoedar xar Piwsedar Toy ad
. fypovoy’ Tt 0 Xt RALTAPPOVEGL TE JavelTs; %Aatd

exovres aulss amidioaaiv ot moXAol' ExeTa J€
6 vopolierss o wpwtes Emeiney avTes, 05 ad'eApos
CrarTes €gv adddwy'  Emeday ci';mf;' @'aépcr,@étv-
755, Jees pEy TES ANV WTRPMTOYTAl; To¥

d'¢



(7]
fonablenefs of Chriftianity. See allo

, 263, |
.P | We

e ZyeTRONOTIIGIREVIY EXEVOY GODISNY AUTWYs TPOG=
wuvwdly Xl KXTE Tds exéive vouss Blwar® xaTa-

xal & ‘
Qpovegiy 8y aTavTwy elions, xat Xolva wysyTAl

@ity ‘Tivos axpif3ss TigEws Ta TolavTa wapade-
Eamerat,  LICIAD. aweps 75 Tlepeypive TeAeuTss.

« Thefe unhappy men perfuade themfelves,
¢ that they are altogether (here Lucian feems
¢ to allude to the refurrection of the body, as
¢ well as the immortality of the foul) im-
¢ mortal, and {hall live for ever. And there-
« fore it is they defpife death, and many
¢ willingly give themfelves up unto1t. More-
¢ over, this lawgiver was the firlt who per-

¢ {tiaded them, that they fhould be as brethrén
¢ to one another. As foon as they left us,
¢ that they thould ‘deny the Grecian deities,
¢ and adore their mafter, him who was cru-
.« cified, and live in conformity to his laws.
¢ They therefore were contemners of all alike,
¢ and held all things common, receiving fuch
¢ without any certain proof.” |

Monf, le Fevre has publithed this part of
Lucian by itfelf, and is fo angry with thofe
who would, on account of fome expreffions
againft the Chriftians, not publifh it, as to
thew that he, on the contrary, publithed it

.. only
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We have therefore all the evidence
from fads, that can reafonably be ex

peded; for we have the teftimony. of
{fome of the earlieft and moft inveterate

enemies to the Chriftian caufe, for the
miraculous powers of its author, and
his immediate followers ; and the ac-
knowlegement at leaft, of other ad-

only for the fake of thofe expreffions. This
angry critic negle@ing, as the Latin tranflators
have done, the article 5 prefixed both to yopd-
8los and wpuwlos, bic vel ille legiflator.qui pri-
mus, &c. moft abfurdly {uppofes this firft law-.
giver not to be Chrift, but Paul, becaufé the
latter fpeaks of the brethren ; as if it had not
been the doGrine of Jefus that his difciples:
fliould love one another! Again, he changes
wolve COMmon, Into xeye vVain, empty, for no
good reafon that can be given: for the fenfe
does not require any fuch alteration, nor is. the
real difficulty removed by it. The miftake.
is not in the original Greek, but in- the Latim
tranflation, where 75 is rendered, by Frdes,”
faith, inftead of evidence. And that thisis no.
forced fenfe, may be proved from the beft.
Greck authors, who have ufed 7igus &xﬁ:ﬁ’né, |
for certain evidence. PR

\CARAN

L
ver{a-
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verfaries, which is moft unexception-
able evidence; and, when added to the
other authorities from hiftory, of pro-
phecy fulfilled, and the harmony, and
many internal excellencies, of the Scri
ptures-of the New Teftament, will
render it much more eafy to” account
for the fuccefs of Chriftianity at firft,
than for the oppofitions that have
{ince been made toit. - - .

Whilft the political, as well as reli-
gious ufe of facrifices and oracles, pre-
vailed in the world ; whilft the fuperb
and magnificent parade of Pagan ce-
remonies fubfifted ; fo long as the
multitudes of the hofts of heaven, in--
ftead of the God of hofts, were wor-
thiped ; all the oppofition that a vain,
fuperftitious and idolatrous world could
raife againft the gofpel, and the pro- -
feflors of it, was to be expected : But
now, fince Chriftianity has, every="

o where,
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where, diffufed its light and influence,
and Paganifm is no ore, there can
be no reafon to oppefe it. o

The peculiar and -diftinguithing
Jdodrines of Chriftianity cannet; fusely,
whatever is pretended, give offence to
any man. Thatwe are to forgive and
be forgiven; that anget, and every
rude and tumultuous paffion, is to be
fubdued ; that men are to refpect God
as their Father, and one another as
brethren, and to bring forth the fruits
of that love, which is the end of the
commandment, out of a pure heatt,
a good conicience, and faith unfeign-
ed: And that their defective, but {in-
cere and diligent obedience, will be ac
cepted of by him, according to the act
of grace our Saviour, the Mefliah, hath
publithed in behalf of poor degenerate
man : Thefe, with a difcovery of the

chara@er and offices of Chrift, and
| - oall
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all the illuftrations of the future world,
can never be réafons, to men of fenfe
and goodnefs, againft the Chriftian
‘religion ; but, on the contrary, - muft
ever ftand, as {o many undeniable con-
firmations of its divinity.

. As, therefore, both the do&rines and
the miracles reciprocally authorife and
llluftrate each other, we may fafely
defy both the wit and the malice of
its moft determined adverfaries to de-
ftroy or undermine it.

Being of God, it muft ftand, and
the gates -of hell -can- never prevail
againft it. | |

‘But then, let us never forget, that
our faith is to be approved by our
works : That a holy religion calls for
a holy life ; and that we can never
confute gainfayers fo effectually, as
by difcharging the duties we recom-

mend : That is, by letting our light
M {o
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{o fhine before men, as that they, fee-
ing our good works, may glorify our

Father which is i1n heaven.

To whom, with the Son and Holy
Ghoft, be afcrited all fupreme
power, dominion, honour, glory,
now and for evermore. Amen.

AN
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AN
APOLOGY
For Some of the

Firft Chriftian Writers, &°.

HAT the argument, contained

in the preceding difcourfe, may

be complete, I have thought proper
to {ubjoin fome few obfervations upon
the many falfe Gofpels that have, by
Toland, and another late writer, been
confidered as objections to the de-
termining which are true, and upon
the chara&ers of fome of the fathers
who lived in, or immediately after, the
days of the apoftles, and from whom
their fucceflors received the copies of
thofe Gofpels, and other facred writ-
ings, which have been delivered down
fo
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to us, and are received by us as ge-
nuine.

It will not admit of difpute, whe-
ther the Gofpels we now have (and no
other were ever received by the Chril-
tian church) are the fame that Juftin
the martyr and Irenzus made ufe of:

for the former of thefe good men

largely cites many paflages that prove
them to be the fame; and the latter
writ exprefly againft Marcion, Valen-
tinus, Bafilides, and others, by whom
the genuine Gofpels, as well as the
senuine religion of Jefus, were very

zroﬂy corrupted.

Nor would it admit of difpute, whe-
ther Clemens of Rome, Polycarp, and
Tuftin, and other pious men, who,
having lived either with the apoftles,
or with thofe who had been conver-
fant, and even intimate, with them,
may be juftly called apoftolical, were

men of that {ftamp as to forge, and
impole
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impofe their forgeries upon mankind,
if the lives and characers of thefe
men were better known than they are.
It 1s often a fufficient reafon for abule,
that the perfon to be abufed is not
known ; for many there are of fuch
unhappy temper, as to indulge in ca-
lumny and fcandal, though unpro-
voked, if they only think themfelves
{fecure from an immediate detetion.

The greater the obje&, the more
fpirited and great it is held by {uch to
calumniate it ; and they would pafs for
brave, becaufe they are impious ; when
the utmoft bravery of this fort is nei-
ther more nor lefs than the moit con-
fummate impudence, But the cha-
racters of thofe, who pretend to draw
the charalters of other men, f{hould
firt be confidered ; and, if they are
found to be paflionate, and prejudiced,
and abufive, they will generally be
thought to give their own charadters,

7 whilf}
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whillt they mifreprefent and malign
others, If a man fhould charge the
late Dr. Clarke with impiety, and yet
himfelf blafpheme the God of Mofes
and of Paul, it muft appear as ridicus
lous as it is bafe ; and if the fame per-
fon fhould fpeak of the author of the
Religion of Nature delineated, as

lunatic, and a patient of Dr. Mon-
roe’s, there will arife fome fufpicion
that this language, and this treatment,
muft proceed from lefs honourable mo-
tives, than a zeal for truth, or, than
the calm {pirit of philofophy will ad-
mit. And in this cafe, the greater
the man, the more inexcufable his of-

fence againft decency and good man-
ners *. But if the living are not

free

* Page 94. of the Idea of a Patriot King,
Dr, Clarke 15 charged, by the author, as one
who ¢ improufly afferts” (things he never did
affert) as being  a prefumptuous dogmatsft ;"

and then the author taking the Religionitt
upon
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free from calumny, how fhall the dead
efcapeit; and if ourneighbourisabufed,
- who

upon him, falls into this pious ejaculation...
“ God forbid!" p.4.vol.v. 8vo. of Philo--
foph, works, Dr. Clarke is called an « auda-
cious, vain fopbift.” And p. 4. vol.v. 1t is
faid, * nothing but the extremeft flupidity of
mind, or perverfenefs of {pirit, and difregard
to truth, can make any man affirm like him
(Dr. Clarke) that moral’ fitnefles are, &c. as
manifeft as.mathematical truths. '
Mr. Woollafton is treated in the fame
rude manner, by this peerlefs philofopher,
who, p. 393. vol. iv. calls him the * whining
philofopher.” And p. 376. vol.iv. when Mr,
Woollafton argues for the immortality of the
foul, it'is * madhefs, nonfenfe, a miftake in tbe
delirium of metaphyfics.” And again, after
a very partial and defective account.of M.
Woollafton’s arguments for the immateriality
and immortality of the foul, the anthor of
Works called philofophical, fays, “ I will de-
“ tain you no longer about fuch difcourfe, as
“ would conpvince you, if you heard it at
““ Monrog’s, that the philofopher who held it,.
“ was a patient of the doltor, not yet per-
“ fectly reftored to. his fenfes,” p.219. vol. L
Is this philofophy:;. this reafoning ? and could.
Dr, Clarke.and Mr., Woollafton, when dead,
N pro-
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who may foon hear, and as foon refent
it, how eafy will it be to abule men who
have been dead ages paft,and who have,
of late, been feldom mentioned, but for

the fake of abufe and ridicule.
Some men had lifted up the autho-

rity of the fathers higher than could be
juftified: They were not content to
make {aints of them, but their opinions
muft be decifive in all matters of faith,

and religious controverly.
From one extreme are the fathers

fallen to the other, from having been

provoke this, or any man,to rail againft them in
this unworthy and indecent manner,who,when
living, were as remarkable for the excellency of
their difpofitions, and moral virtues, as for the
powers of their minds, and the extent of their
knowlege and reading ; in all which they were
ornaments, and an honour to their country,
and were diftinguifhed as {fuch ; which was
enough to provoke this foul-mouth'd, very
triffing critic, and dogmgatical pedant (thefe are
his own words, p. 332. vol. iil.-8vo.) to {narl
at and abufe them in this outrageous manncr.

almoft
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almoft Gods, they are become lower
than the children of men. The great
reverence the Chriftian world once had
for them, may have proceeded from
the excellence of their chara&ers, and
a frequent reading their productions;
for it- is hard to read them, and not
to be prejudiced in their favour: And
that this efteem is now gone, may be
owing to a neglect of their writings:
and perhaps they who have been moft
free in their cenfures of them, have
been leaft converfant in their works.
Men who knew nothing more of them,
than that they were Chriftians, {trangers

to their very names*, as well as to
their

¥ Quibus fi laboriofam aliquam defen-
fionem parare velim, omnium fim vanifiimus;
cum {ciam hzc, non ex judicio, fed ex ne-
quitid, & infitd quadam improbitate animi,
aut faltem ex impotentid, {ummaque levitate,
provenire. Quomodo enim ex judiclo hzc
decernant ? nifi forte tam acre & ﬁupendum

judicium habeant, ut de iftis, quz non intelli-
N 2 gunt,
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their real charaéters and writings, are
moft ready to purfue and join the cry
againft them, as if they had been the
very worft, or the very weakeft of
men. But for the fake of juftice and
honour, let us not condemn men with-
out knowing what can be faid for
them ; nor, for the fake of common
{enfe, as well as common honefty, con-
demn them without knowing what 1t
is they have done. From fuch vo-
Juminous writings, many ftrange things
may and have been produced, but this
s not peculiar to the Chriftian fathers;
and if men or books are to be judged
of only by their faults, who fhall be
faved ? It would be thought very par-
tial, and very unpuft, to glean from
Diedorus, Herodotus, Livy, Pliny,
Plutarch, and other good and antient

aunt, recte fentire & judicare valeant. In
przfat. ad Jomam, cod. Talmud, per Robert.
Sheringham,

_pagan
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pagan writers, the rubbith of all forts
that may be found in their writings,
by 2 man who has the dirty difpofition
to look after fuch filth, and impofe his
medley of faults upon the world for a
fpecimen of the veracity and approv-
ed abilities of thofe authors, But this
has been done over and over again
with the fathers; fo that their lateft
enemies are not intitled fo much as to
the merit of dilcoverers; nor have
they added much to the old heap,

though they bave much to clamour
and abufe.

When Herodotus, the father of the
Greck hiftorians, was cenfured by
ecclefiaftics for the fictions in his writ-
ings, Harry Stephens undertook thede-
fence of him, by recriminating upon his
adverfaries, and publithed an amazing
colle@tion of forgeries, and fictions, and
rogueries, in his famous apology. And
when the chriftian fathers, and even

4 {fome
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{fome ‘of the lateft and the worlt of
them, were cried up above their value,
and théy were made to ferve the pur-
poles of intolerant opinions, it was
time to {hew they were no Gods.
From hence others took the opportu-
nity to treat them, as if they had been
worfe than the worft of men, and
Chriftianity has been wounded through
their fides. But is there no medium
between the two extremes? and are
they fallen fo low, as not only to be
cenfured, but to be defpifed? Are
they all to be condemned by the lump,
arid"thrown afide; at laft, 4s -ufelefs
to thie world ? - Yes, when religion and
learning are upon the departure, thefe
muft pack up and go along with them.
They have ‘mutually fupported each
otlier, and when they fall, they muft
fall together. -

Religion is neceflary to a ftate; no

people ever have been gaverned without
it
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it, and the decline of the one, has been
the ruin of the other. "It may be fo
mixed with other things, as to become
foul and mifchievous,and then it thould
be reformed  but it is very impolitic and
weak, as well as wicked, to be always
pulling down without having any thing
to put up in the room of a pillar, fo
neceflary to the ftru&ture and exiftence
of all fociety and laws.

Tothe fatherswe appealed ,in defencc.
of the reformation, and it is for the ho-
nour of Proteftants, to have their opi-
nions and practice conformable to thofe
of the apoftolic age. AndI fee no rea-
fon any politician can have for running
down the fathers of that age, and the
proteftant religion of this, unlefs it
be to introduce the fuperftition of the
laft age, which was popery. For every
attempt to drive out the one, Is an in-
let for the admiflion of the other ; and
as men cannot do without a religion,

Ir
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if what they have now is decried fo as
to become ufelefs, they will imme-
diately have recoutfe to the old one;
which muft, in the end, be as fatal
to the proteftant fucceflion, as to ‘the
proteftant religion.

It is of great confequence to every
Chriftian, to know the rife and progrefs
of his religion, which have always been
confidered as one good arpument, at
leaft, in fupport of it. Nor is it lefs ne-
ceflary to be acquainted with the hiftory
of theological opinions, thatwe may dil-
tinguifh between antient and modern
theology; between the doctrines of the
firft ages, and thofe which are faid
to have been always received in the
Chriftian church, though they are no
where to be found, for fome centuries at
leaft, after the apoftolic times. Notthat
the opinions of the earlieft writers after
- the Chriftian’s bible, which is the only
religion of proteﬁants, was corhpleted,

are
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are infallibly to be received as of equal
authority with Scripture, or of any au-
thority without the concurrence of re-
velation or reafon, or the evidence of
facs; for fome of them, particularly
Tertullian and Origen, are {uppofed
to have fallen into great errors, and
none of them, who had been brought
up in the pagan {chools before, laid
afide the opinions any more than the
drefs of philofophers.

Not only as Chriftians,but as {cholars,
as curious in antiquities, or delighted
with hiftory, we fhould {hew fome re-
gard to thefe antient writings, which
contain many things relating, not only
to the hiftories of men, but the know-
lege of antient rites and laws, and
cuftoms, demonology and philofophy.
And when we confider the excellence,
and elegance, and ufefulnefs of the

Greek language, we muft own, that

1t is greatly beholden to the labours of
O {uch
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fuch Chriftian men as Suidas, Photius,
Clemens Alexandrinus,and others, who
have preferved many fine paflages from
antient authors, and much of antient
hiftory, which, but for them, had been
entirely loft. And, perhaps, the know-
lege and ufe of that language would
not have been fo extenfive as it has
been among the moderns, if the Chrif-
tian fathers had never been in higher
repute than at prefent. Whenever 1t
{hall be thought neceflary to read the
‘Grecek fathers, the Greek language muft
be cultivated ; and if the learned Ma-
dam Dacier was not miftaken in her
affertion, that true tafte is infpired by
the Iliad, our manners will improve
with our learning ; and therefore both
decline, if, inftead of being obliged to
read Greek, men fhall be reproached
for reading Chryloftom or Clemens.
But if the Greek fathers are negledted,
they who have written in the Roman

tonguc
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tongue may be better received, as that

language is more generally underﬁood
and it cannot be denied that there is-
a noble {pirit and force in Tertullian,
much learning in Jerom and Auﬁm ,
and great elegance in La&antius.

At this time, however, I fhall con-
fine myfelf to a few of the firft Chrif-
tian fathers ; for they are very far from
belng all of equal ufe, or equal autho-

rity and goodnefs
It is not of much confequence to in-

quire what may have been the charadters
of fome of the laterwriters, if the firft are
not worth your regard and confidence.

And it is abfurd and ridiculous, 2- the
late Mr. Pope’s learned friend very juftly

obferved, (let the man who pretended to
be aftronted by it, have been as angry
as he pleafed) to admit the Golfpels,and
at the fame time attempt to deftroy the
credit of thofe from whom we receive
them; efpecially when the fame in-

O 2 con-
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confiftent writer tells us, in another’
place, that there are forty other dif-
ferent Gofpels. But he 1s willing to
admit them upon the authority of the

council of Laodicea, which was not
held till after the middle of the fourth

century, anno Chrifti 364. ¥ and 18
appealed to by the Papifts, as giving

% See the poftfcript to the principles of the
reformation, concerning church communion,
p.212. of a colleftion of traéts, publifhed

1709. under the title of, An Account of the
growth of Deifm in England.

“ That thefe four narratives, which we call
“ Golpels, are genuine and original writings,
““ and not romances, forged in the apoftles
‘“ pames, we learn from the authority of the
“ clergy aflembled at Laodicea; in which
“ council it was agreed, that the books of the
‘““ New Teftament were genuine and authentic

“ records, a. d. 164.”
Perhaps the author of works called Philo-

{ophical, took his information from the above
book, and fuppofed the council of Laodicea
to have been. held two centuries earlier than
the truth, L

autho-
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authority to fome of thole doltrines
that diftinguith them from other Chril~
tians. So that this egregious politician
does not chufe to admit Chriftianity,
till it became popery.

“ Bn quelques-uns (canons) on voit
« des preuves evidentes du facrifice de
« ]a Mefle, du jeline du caréme, de la
« diftin@ion de 'evéque et du prétre,
« et de 1'ordre de la penitence pub-
« lique.” Morers.

Thofe who lived with the difciples of
Jefus, and were admitted, not only to
their friendthip, but to a care and
charge of the churches, as Clemens
Romanus,Ignatius,and Polycarp, could
not but know their hiftory and opi-
nions ; and if they were good and ho-
neft, and fenfible, as well as pious
men, and communicated what they
knew, tofuch as were like themlelves,
there can be no better evidence, no fafer

eonveyance of the Gofpels than this.
% Hence
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Hence it becomes nece{Tary to In-
quire into the real charaders of thefe
men; to fhew the opportunities thcy
had of knowing what they relate, and
from their chara&ers the credit that is
due to their relations. To anfwer the
firft purpofe, it will be fufficient to fhew
when and where they lived ; for the
{econd, how they died, that they were
martyrs, and facrificed their lives in
atteftation of the truth of what they
profefled to have received from the
dlfmples of Jefus.

It is but of late that the cha-
rafters of thefe fincere and honeft
men have been called in queftion,
and therefore it muft not be expect-
ed, that any antient evidence fhould
be produced againft them, The pri-
mitive Chriftians were, indeed, very
grofly and very falfely calumniated by
the heathens ; but then they were fully

juftified by the apologifts, and even by
Julian
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Julian and Pliny. But as nothing can
be objected, that is of any credit or
antiquity, againft the firft fathers of the
Chriftian Church, or againft the tefti-
mony of their friends; {o neither is it
neceffary to produce any other wit-
nefles, in fupport of their charaders,
than what their own words and a&ions
afford.  Let them {peak for them-
felves, and let us determine their cha-
raters from their conduét.

To begin with Clemens the Roman,
a fellow-labourer with St. Paul, and one
whofe name is written in the book of
life. He was educated at Athens, and
being {olicitous about the immortality
of the foul, and a future ftate, he has
recourfe, but in vain, to the {chools of
the philofophers, and to Zgyptian
priefts ; but hearing of the Son of God,
in Judza, and meeting with Barnabas
at Rome, and afterwards with St. Pe-

ter at Czfarea, he is inftruéted, con-
verted,
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verted, and baptized, and becomes the
companion, as well as the difciple; of
Peter, for a great part of his life, He
is faid to have broiight over fome of the
firft families in Rome to the Chriftian
faith, which rendered him extremely
odious to Torcutianus, a man of ‘great
power. At laft he is condemned,
if he will not facrifice to falfe Gods,
to be banithed to Gherfon, there to
work in mines and quarries, the worft
and moft difgraceful of all punifh-
ments, or miferies, that could be in-
flicted on the human fpecies. In this
wretched ftate he finds fome Chriftians,
and converts many more, fo that pa-
ganifm was almoft extinguifhed there,
when Trajan fent Aufidius, with orders
to take Clemens on board a fhip, and
throw him into the {ea, fo as that the
Chriftians might never be able to find
him again. Thus died this faith-

ful companion and follower of the
dif-
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difciples of our Lord, more than two
years after his banifhment, and about-
ten from his having been fole bifhop
of Rome; in the third year of Trajan,

and g8th of Chrift.
And that he was of an excellent

difpofition, and moft worthy the pro-
tetion of {ociety, as a friend to vir-
tue and mankind, and a devout, {in-
cere, and honeft man, is evident from
the following paflages in his genuine
epiftle.

¢« * Let us therefore be of an hum-
“ ble mind, my brethren, throwing

€< Off
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« off all vain-glory, and arrogance,
“ and. folly; and wrath....For Chrift
 is with thofe who are of an humble
« mind, not with thofe who tyrannize
« over his fold....Let us revere our Lord
“ Jefus Chrift, whofe blood was given
<-for us; Let us honour thofe who
«“ are fet over us; refpe@ the aged ;

¢ teach youth the fear of God¢ Let

TWoAY, TO ETIEXE THS YAWATHS auTwy M THS
Qarns [a1yms) Qarepoy womoaTwoay, Ty ayammw
QUTWY M1 Xelx WPOoTKMGES alda Tagl TS
@obauevors Tov Ocov ogiws, Igny WapeyeTwoar. la
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“uy dire@ our.wives to that which is’
“ good ; that they may fhew to all
“ chaftity of manners,worthy of love ;
“a fincere defire of mecknefs, that
““ they may manifeft their moderation
‘“ of {peech, by filence, exercifing their
“ charity, not partially, but to all alike
“ that fear God in holinefs. Let. our
“ children partake of Chriftian infti-
“tutes ; let them learn of what force
““ humility of mind is with God, how
* prevalent is chafte love with him.
“ How good and great is his fear, fav-
“ing all who turn unto him in holi-
“ nefs, with a pure mind. For he is
“ the fearcher of our thoughts and
“ defires 5 whofe breath is in us, and
““ when he pleafes he takes it from us. ...
“ Who amongft you is generous, who
“ compaffionate, who filled full of
“ love? let him fpeak; and if difturb-
“ ance, contention and divifions have
“ anfen on my account, I am ready
P 2 “ to
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« to depart, and go wherever you
« pleafe, and to do whatever the ge-
 perality may require of me; only
¢ Jet the fold of Chrift be preferved
< in peace, with the elders appointed
« over it.... And in the end, the good
 man prays for faith, fear, peace,

“ conftancy, purity, and fobriety.”

Can any thing be objected to the
teftimony of fo good aman? or {hall
we difregard his authority, and blame
his weaknefs, for having illuftrated the
refurre@ion from the dead, by the fa-
ble of the Arabian Pheenix, believed
in his time ; and by fuch images as the
mutual fucceffion of the fetting and
the rifing fun, of night and day, of
feeds and fruits ?

If he believed the Pheenix to rife up
out of its own afhes, he was not the
only one that believed it at that time;

and many great and learned men bave
believ-
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believed as abfurd fictions. Errors of

this fort were then more excufable,
when the producion of animals, from
no other parent than the earth, impreg-
nated by no other principle than heat
and moifture, was afferted by philo-
fophers as well as hiftorians *, ~We
muft not cenfure thofe authors for not
knowing more of philofophy, than had
been difcovered in their days. But al-
lowing that he was deceived in what
he had read of this extraordinary bird,
it will never follow that his evidence
is not to be taken for what he him-
{elf faw, or knew, or did.

The next Chriftian father I fhall
mention, is Ignatius, who was intimate
with the apoftles, and, together with

* Cazterum afpici aliquando in Z£gypto eam
volucrem non ambigitur. De avi Pheenice,

Annal. 1. vi. Taciti.

¢ But that the bird itfelf is fometimés feen
‘11 Egypt, 1§ not doubted.” - - _
| Euodius,
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Euodius, chofen bithop of the great
city of Antioch, by St. Peter and St.
Paul, who planted Chriftianity there,
Upon the death of Euodius, Ignatius:
prefided over that church alone, and

lived there forty years. He was con-
ftant in the performance of all the du-

ties of a Chriftian, and indefatigable
in his care of believers, protedting

and encouraging them under per-
{fecution ; but did not think his own:

character or fervices complete, unlefs
he fuffered martyrdom. And when.
Trajan came to Antioch, the good bi-
{hop was, on account of his religion,-
committed to prifon and torture, and-
then fent to Rome, to be devoured by
wild beafts. - |
Thus died Ignatius, when he: was
upwards of eighty years old, .in the
oth year of Trajan, and about the
107th of Chrift. There 15 an ac-

count of his laft journey to Rome,
and
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and martyrdom there, much efteemed
by Scaliger, written by Philo and Aga-
thepus,  who attended upon him: It
was publithed by Uther, and is ren-
dered into Englith in Cave’s life of this
fathér.

As fome good men have doubted
the genuinenefs of the epiftles of Ig-
natius, and it is very certain, that, if
they were written by him, they have
been very much interpolated fince; I
{hall not produce more than one fhort
paffage from the epiftle to the Ephe-
fians, and in this leave out thofe words
which are printed in red letters in Uther’s
edition, the mark he ufed to dlﬂm-
guith what was fpurious,

* & See that the weed of the devil
““ be not found in you...be watchful and
¢¢ {ober

% Bagméle un 78 Sabors Bolarn evpelln ey
umv --.-m\lrl:fjf, o'wtppavno'aqs ey Xpigrw Inog. wi.
€0,0TOL XeLIpot AGITOY EGIV at%uyﬁwpﬁr, cpocnﬁwysy
Ty puaxpoluiay 78 O vere RaANY Yacp THY EA-

3 Agoay
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«« {ober in -Chrift Jefus. Thefe that
« remain are -the laft times, Let us
« reverence and fear the long-fuftering
« of God ... let us dread the wrath to
« come, rather than be in. love with
“ the joy that is prefent in this life.
« But let prefent and true joy be:to be
¢ found in Chrift, which 1s true life.”

Polycarp, bifhop, or rather angel of
the church of Smyma, [Revelat. 1.}
where he was educated, if not born,
and where he fuffered martyrdom,
prefided feventy- four years over that
church, from the end of Domitian’s
reign, to the perfecution under M. Au-

relius, when he fuffered, being about

a hundred years old. |
Of this divine old man’s writing,
there is only one epiftle left, which,

rooay opyny @obnbupers 7T EvECWORY YAPLV
QYeTNGWMHY €V T VU Piw e5w Je N EVEG WO
oapz Xab B oy TO_[ovoy € Xpigw lnos
supedvaty €is wa adnives Caw.

how-
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however, ferves to thew the excellence
of his difpofition and manners, as well
as his piety. He exhorts Chriftians
to * ¢ Stand faft in the pracice of
“ thefe things, and follow the example
““ of our Lord : be ye firm in the faith
““ and unchangeable, lovers of the bro-

“ therhood, loving one another, united
“1n truth, fhewing mildnefs of dif-
““ polition to each other, defpifing no
“ man, When you can do good, do
““ not defer it..... I exhort you there-

“ fore, that ye abftain from covetouf-
‘“ pefs, and be chafte, and followers

¢¢ of the truth. Abftain from all man-
‘“ ner of evil.”

* In his ergo ftate, & domini exemplar fe-
quimini, firmi in fide et immutabiles, fratern:-
tatis amatores, diligentes invicem, In veritate
fociati, manfuetudinem alterutri praitantes,
nullum defpicientes. Cum poteftis benefacere,
nolite differre. .... Moneo itaque vos ut abfti-
neatis ab avaritid, & fitis cafti & veraces. Ab-

ftinete vos ab omni malo.
Polycarpi Epift. ad Philippent.

Q. I
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If fuch doftrine will intitle him to
any credit, Irenzus affures us, "that
« * Polycarp always taught thofe things
« which he had learned from the
« apoftles, and which he delivered to
« the church, and which alone are
« true.  All the churches throughout
« Afia bear witnefs to this, as do the
« Succeflors of Polycarp, in his feat, to
« this day ; who was a far more wor-
« thy, faithful, fteady witnefs of the
« truth than Valentinus and”Marcion,
« and other falfe teachers”

Irenzus knew well what he faid:;
for he had himfelf been the difciple
of Polycarp, and fucceeded the good

* Tavra (Ua?w:«:ccp?ro;) &IJaEas ael o xab
mape Twy ATogoAwy ematliey, ot %ol TH EXAANGICH
woped WhE & xal prorce €IV el paprupsay ah
wara Ty Agiay exxdnsial wagal, o 0f MEYH
yuy S1adeyuevor Tov 78 [loAunaprs Opovar, woAAy
«EiomigroTepoy natk BebatoTepoy alnfaas paprupc
ovra VoAvzapmov, Quadertivs wal Maoniwyos xaé
TWr AGTRY ARRSYIDILOVLY s

2 old
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old Pothinus, as bithop of Lyons, in

179. a time of dreadful perfecution.
Under Commodus, and part of the
reign of Severus, the Chriftians enjoyed
fome reft ; but, at laft, this excellent
bithop, with almoft all the inhabitants
of that vaft and populous city, were
put to death, about the 202d or 208th
of Chrift, and the 10th or 16th of Se-
verus. He was the author of a very
learned and good book againft here-
fies, in which is thewn the abfurdity
of appealing to Marcion, Valentinus,
and other corruptors of Chriftian doc-
trines for gofpel truths, In this work
Irenzus forbids his readers to expe&
from him * ¢ the art of compofition,
““ which he had not ftudied, nor the

* Acywy TEXII, W EX emalousr, s7e Suva=
wy guylpagews, nr ex NOHNTAUEr, BTE XaAAW-
ooy AeSewr ) 8TE Tiar o’nﬂrx, W 81 oldcper”
aAAx an'w'?tws, 5 a:?i.ngws, i QL TIA WS, &ec.

Irenzi pmfat.

Q 2 ““ powers
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“ powers of an author, which he did
‘““ not affe®, nor fine language, nor
“ perfuafive turns, to which he was a
“ ftranger ; but with fimplicity, truth,
‘“and plainnefs, &c.” n

To thew what doé@rines the church
received from this plain honeft man,
it will be neceflary to recite part of a
fetter he wrote to Florinus, upon his
defedtion {rom the truth, inclining to
the errors of Valentinus.

As this letter fhews the opinions of
Polycarp, as well as of Irenzus, to have
been truly apoftolical, and as they were
mafter and diciple, I have joined their
lives together, though Juftin the mar-
tyr lived before Irenzus.

* ¢« The prefbyters who lived before

“yus, and who were taught by the

““ apoftles

\ P - ¢
¥ Tavra va deyueale ot wps npuwy wpeabulepor,
61 % TOIS AT 0T OA0IS GUMLDUTITRITESy 8 waped wrey
cai.  Eidoy pap o, wals wv €T, & TN xaTw
Adia, waga Tw Lleaviaore Aapwpws wpaTlorTta
| gy
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‘¢ apoftles, did not deliver down thefe
“ tenets to you, For I remember to

“ have feen you, when I was a young
“ man, in leffer Afia, at Polycarp’s,
““ when you appeared with {plendor in
 the royal court, and took pains to
‘“ approve yourfelf to him. For I re-

£v 0 Bagihinn avAn x welpwuevoy evdonipey wop
avlw’ pardoy yop To Tolg dILAVIIROVEU®W, TV
erayyos diaylvoperay® at yap ex wadwy maly-
o¢ts quravEsgar T Juyn erovvtar avly' wee ue
Suradyar eiew %) Tov Tomwoy év ¢ xalleCouevos Jre=
Aeyelo o panaptos TloAvkapmos, s Tas raped'ss avls
% Tas egadss, % Tov yapaxipe T8 [ B Tav
18 gwpalos ideav, % Tas SaAeEes as emoielo
oS TG winlos, § v pera Iwavys ouvavagpo-
iy, ws aTnYIEANE, X THY €T, Twy AoITWy Twy
ewpaotwy Tov Kupiov, % ws ameuvnporeve 785 Ao-
yos avlor, x5 wep 8 Kupis tve w « wap ex-
EVWY QUINoE” Ay WEPL TWY JUIRUEWY QUTE X TEpL
s Jidacralias, ws WAL TWY AUTOWIWY T
Cons T8 Aoys wapangws o MoAvxapwos, amrni-
VEAAE TavTa qUuQue Tals ypadals’ Tavle
Tore Mee To eAeos T8 Og8 To £W EMOl YEYovos
swedalws nusor, vromvipaTi(omerss avle 8x sy
wvaptn, aAN & Tn emn xaplicy, g ae dMa THy
yapy T8 Ogy ymaiws avle avapapuxwpar, &c.
Irenzus apud Eufebium, lib, v.

¢ member



[ 118 ]

¢ member thofe things better than fuch
¢ a5 are more recent : What we learn

“in our youth, grows up with the
“ mind, andintimately unites with i it,
« 8o that T can tell the place where
« the blefled Polycarp did {it when he
« difcourfed, his going and returning,
« the manner of his life, and the form
< of his body, and the difcourfes he
« made to the multitude, and how
¢« he would declare the converfation
« and intimacy he had with John and
«« others, who had feen the Lord, and
“ how he remembered their fayings,
« and what he heard from them con-
« cerning the Lord, of his miracles
« and his docrine, as he received them
« from thofe, who, with their own
« eyes, beheld the Lord of life; Po-
 Jycarp declared thefe things confe-
“ nant with theScriptures.  Thele, by
« the mercy of God aflifting me, I

“ then diligently heard, committing
¢ them
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¢ them not to paper, but writing them
““ on my heart; and, by the grace of
““ God, I will ever continue to employ
“ my mind in the {incere and genuine
¢ recolle®ion.of them.”

There appears, in this extrad, fuch
fimplicity, and: goodnefs, and warmth
of heart, as, one wauld think, fhould
affet every reader, capable of being
moved by fuch excellent qualities, and
render it impoffible for him to think
that thefe are the men who have im-
pofed upon the world falfe fadts, and
fpurious gofpels, and carried on their
hypocrily to death; being not only
ready to dye for their opinions, but as
one of their worft adverfariés chufes
to exprefs it of .one of them ¥, even
a/pired unto martyrdom.

Before I proceed to Juftin Martyr,
I would obferve, that if fome falfe cir-

* Origen. See philofophical works, as
they are called, |

Cuflil-
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cumftances have been added to the
true account of the death of Polycarp,
he 1s not to be cenfured for them :
Whatever form the flames might have

aflumed ; whether there was a pigeon
{een to fly at that time, as it were out

of the flame, or out of his fide; and
whether thefire wasextinguifhed, by the
faint’s blood guthing from a wound he
received in the flames: Whether there
were any extraordinary appearances, or
no, that gave occafion for thefe reports,
the credit and chara&er of the man
who {uffered cannot be impeached by
them, no more than the life or death
of Julius Cefar can be difputed, be-
caufe of the omens and prodigies that
are reported to have foretold and at-
tended his death. A very little know-
lege of human nature will readily ac-
count for fuch reports, on fuch melan-
choly occafions: And whilft fome in-
it upon the credibility of fuch rela-

tions,



[ 121 ]
tions, others make a contrary ufe of
them; for if the firft believe too much,
the others believe nothing at all, -But

to proceed,

Juftin the martyr was born at Nea-
polis in Samaria, and fo well informed
of the do&rines of the apoftles, that,
in his epiftle to Diognetus, he fliles
himfelf their difciple. He was one of
the moft early, and moft learned, wri-
ters of the eaftern church. He was
a very able, diligent, and impartial
fearcher after truth, With this view,
like other antient fages, he travelled
into Agypt, and having examined all
the various fyftems of philofophy, pre-
ferred that of Plato to the reft, About
the year of Chrift 132. and the 16th
of Trajan, he was converted to the
Chriftian faith, He gives a very par-
ticular account of the manner and
motives of his converfion, in his own

writtings, ‘As he was walking by the
| R {ea
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{ea fide, he meets a grave man, who
difcourfes with him about philofophy
and religion, and being :induced, :-by
his means, to confider the religion of
the Chriftians, he declares it to be
the only true philofophy.. About the
beginning of the reign of Antoninus
Pius, . he came to Rome, and :dielt
upon the Collis Viminalis near the Ti-
mothine baths. Here he is faid to
have written his firft apology for the
Chriftians, and to have oppofed the
rank errors of Marcion and others, Af-
ter this he revifits the Eaft, was at Ephe-
{us, and returns once more to Rome
again, In his fecond apology for the
Chriftians, he particularly exclaims
againft the injuftice and barbarity of
putting men to death, merely for be-
ing called Chriftians, without fo much
as accufing them of any crimes. He
had a famous difpute with Trypho
the Jew, in which he fhewed him-

{elf
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felf to be well verfed in the prophetic
writings, though, rperhaps, no great
critic in the Hebrew ; for he is charg-
ed with having ‘given a falfe etymo-
logy of the word Satanas. One of
his worft enemies was Crefcens, the
philofopher, a very bad man, but who
had influence enough over a fuperfti-
tious emperor to procure the imprifon-
ment and death of Juftin, about the
165th year of Chrift.

That he was a moft fincere, honeft,
and impartial man, a friend to realon,
and a lover of truth, is evident from
this paffage in his firlt apology
‘« * Reafon advifes thofe who are true

¢ philo-

* T xara aralagy cvoebos xar grogopss
mover-T alnlies Tipar wat gésyew o )‘La') 25 UTTy0-
£Vt fzactpm'r”psrsa J‘o*c&:: Tl Efr:c:w saglar,
av QavAzt ogir. Qv yao provor pn s"rsmm Tl
afiews 11 wpatasiy v & OYHATICATIY 0 CWOLWY
A09-05 m*a:yopﬂua I EX TEVTCS TEOTE Lal Who
Tis tqure Yuyns Tov QiAalnBi, way ""wm'rs

amedilaly, Ta Jixxia ASydy TE A *&'Ipac'l*iﬁv.
R 2 o::r:ci-
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« philofophers, and truly religious to
¢ Jove and honour truth alone, refufing
« to follow the do@rines of the an-
« tients, if they are wrong, For right
« reafon not only counfels us not to
« follow what is wrong, in dodrine
« or pradtice, but that by all means
it becomes a lover of- truth, though
« death threaten him, to make it his
« choice to fay and to do what is:juft.
« _ there arc who take the name; and
““ put ‘on the appearance of philofo-
 phers, but who do nothing worthy

« {uch a chara&er.”

Of the morals and behaviour ot

Chriftians, in his time, he fpeaks thus.
« % Ag our hopes are not conhned

« to the prefent ftate of things, we are
‘“ not

i 3 AogoQ:
aipeyar der. P 4o xat YaP Tot PrA0gOPIRS OVOIE

wat g ETLypagoriot THE OF ad v aiov Tits UwO=

a €0€ws TpaTisah P 9- edid. Sty. Thirlbius.
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¢ not much difturbed about thofe who
“ put us to death, for we know we
¢ muft die. But of all men we afhit
“you moft, and contend moft for
< peace, who teach, that it is impof~
¢ {ible for the wicked, the covetous,
¢ the infidious, or the virtuous, to be
“ hid from God ; and that every one
“ {hall depart to everlafting punifh~
 ment, or falvation, according. to the
“ merit of his actions. If all men

Bavew operopers” apwyot & vuw Xt cuppayo
wpas eipnyay €6 xey wavtwy paddoy avlipuTey, o
reute dobalouen, ws Aabay Ocov, xanoepyor, n
aAcorextny, n emiamor, 1 évapetov, aduvaloy e,
%ot EXCGOP ET RIWWAY XOARGI 1 CWTNPIAY XaT
bl Toy wpafioy woptvEDal’ € yap TAVTE av-
BP&J'H'GI TAUT E?IV&]U%GV, BX oV TIS THY KaXigy "IU'FO;
OAIYOY NPE:TO, YIVRTRWY TOPEVED et €T alwviay et
wugos xaTadinyy adl . ex wearls Tpowe tauToy
GUVEISYE %ol EXOOJE apeTy, omws Twy wapa Oge
ruoen ayaloy, xar Twv xoAasnpior arndAalpueros

e Po 10,

Here inftead of ¢yagelov, who has fallen-in-
to very bad company, T would chufe to
-~ read evapor-accurfed.  See Hefychius.

“ knew
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« knew thefe things, not one would
¢ chufe the alternative, to be bad for
«¢ 5 little feafon; when he knows that
 he muft undergo the fentence of fire
¢« in an everlafting ftate ; but, on the
« contrary, by all means, reftrain him-
« {elf, and put on the ornaments of
« yirtue, that he may obtain good
« things from God, and be delivered

« from places of torment.’

And in another place.
« * Many men and women of {ixty

¢ and feventy years of age, who have
« learned Chrift from their youth, re-
« main incorrupt and pure: And 1t 1
« our boaft, that we can fhew fuch of

* Ko woddot TIVES xas ?ra?ﬁ}m::, efnxov'rajrm
xat eePopmuorloTaty ot sx wardwy eualnTevbicay
T Kpig e, rx@gapoz Jiguevagt’ Aos EUOMRL XXTEL
@AY YEVOS cm*ﬁpm':rm roigT8s detCal. T Yoo Kok
AEYyoMEY TO cwmptﬂlmﬂov anbos Twy sg AROALGILS
pETabafoyTar Kok TAUTE fAzﬂou’rmp; 3 yop T8
Sinarss, 8IE T8 GuPPOVAs, €15 METaVOIAY ELAAE
civ 0 Xpigos, alda T8 agEods; Aal axIARG s

xoth dings. P. 22,
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“ every rank and age ; not to mention
¢ the innumerable multitude of thofe,
“ who are taught thefe things, leaving
“otf intemperance. For Chrift did
“ not call the juft and chafte to repent,

“ but the ungodly, the incontinent and
“ unjuft.”

“ * And becaule we refufe to facri-
“ fice to thofe, to whom we had for-
“ merly done, we are made to fuffer
““ extremeft tortures; and being ex-
“ pofed to death, we rejoice, trufting
¢ that God will raife us up through
¢ his Chrift, and render us ncorrupt-
¢ ible, impafible, and immortal.”

That any good f’catefrhan, or fkilful
politician, or true philofopher, {hould

oppofe fuch men, or their principles,

g
* Huers I varep pn Sumiale ots watar efuos
JLEV, UTOREIOMED Tas EaTas Tiuwplas xat Berz-
TEUEVOL YAIPOMUEY, TIIGEUOVTES CTI QVASHTES NS
e
o Ocos diw 18 Xpigs aurs, xet aplagles, xar
amales xa abaraTss womee. P. 230,

15
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is impoflible ; but the abettors of fu-
perftition and tyranny, not being the
friends of {ociety, truth, or virtue, can-
not be {fuppofed capable of prote@ing
and promoting that which is neceflary
to their fupport, and certainly de-
ftruétive of their own wicked {fchemes.
Hence it was that the enemies of thefe
apoftolic men met with a very dif-

ferent treatment from the pagan go-
vernoss 3 for Simon, Menander, their

followers, and  at this time,” fays
Juftin, ¢ * Marcion of Pontus, who
¢ teaches that there is another God

* Mapriwva & mive [Tovrinov, os new yuy g1
et Jidagnwy 185 weboperas arroy Tiva voulew
nelove 18 Snpuspya Beor. v wavTes 0t aro TETWY
oppwperol Xpigriayol xa8yTat, oy TPOTey Aak of
8 ROIWVWYBYTES Twy quTwy d0yaTwy Tols QIACo=
Qots, 1o emixaTnfopsuenoy orome THS PiAogodias
xotvoy Y301 € J€ xat T SuoOnua exewa mubo
NoYBREVE EpYR TWPRTIATY, AUsyVias ey avaTpoT 1Y,
et Tas aved v puges, xa arlpomewy caprwy Bom
pas, 8 yivwaroper” add o7t mn dwrovral; mie
d'e Qovevoytat vQ vuwy, xav dia Ta doyuaTd,
Emr;'a,ueﬁm P 43. Apo!og. L,
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¢ greater than the Creator ..., all thefe
* {pawns are called Chriftians, in like
‘““ manner as men profefling different
“ fyftems are neverthelefs called by one
““common name philofophers. But
¢ whether they are guilty of {uch in-
“ famous practices, as are fabuloufly
“ reported, as putting out the lights,
“ promifcuous embraces, feeding onh
* human flefh, we do not know; but
“ we do know they are not petfecut-
“ed, nor put to death by you, what-
“ ever opinions they maintain.”

Nothing could be more falfe than
thefe accufations were againft real
Chriftians, as is evident from the tefti-
mony of Pliny ; and fo far were they
from feeding upon human flefh, that,
as Tertullian obferves, “ * they did not

* Ne animalium quidem fanguinem n
epulis efculentis habemus.

Tertul. Apologetico.
S “ fo
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¢ {» much as fuffer the blood of ani-
« mals to be broyght upon their

¢ tables.”

After all that may have been {aid in
favour of the honefty, and diligence, and
learning of Juftin, it has not been fuf-
ficient to protect him a gainft the fevere
cenfures of hypercritical men, for hav-
ing inferted fome things in his writings,
which they mightily difapprove of.
Not to repeat the falfe derivation of
Satanas ¥, he is found to bear tefti-

mony

% Juftin Martyr's derivation of Sa#anas from

Sata and Nas, is not {o unaccountable as {ome
have imagined it to be. For both thefe words

(or, to {peak more properly, parts of the {fame
word) may eafily be derived from the Oriental

Languages, agreeably to the notion of awogu-
s, here afligned them, as will appear from
what follows :

Sata.
Heb. v, declinavit, daj‘lexiz‘, divertit.
S}”’- ‘.{)\m, D, the {ame; from whence
Jafdso N }-%-m.\.ea.\.a Auvertere [e pof ii:-a

tanan. Gr.
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mony to the cells in ‘the ifland of

Pharos, where dwelt the tranflators of
the

Gr. E"g'm'pmrnmv omiocw T8 2aTara. I Tim-Vp
14.
The Arab. b3 likewife feems to favour the
notion of amwogarns. It ﬁgniﬁCS, Dfﬁfz‘z'z‘,
longiis remotus fuit, limites exceffit ; but the
Heb. and Syr. are fufficient, as particularly
mentioned by the father,———-fry Isdawyy xat

2Upwy Q.
WNas.

Heb. 10, Tentavit, probavit. NP3, De-
cepit, [eduxit.

Syr. by, Tentavit, exploravit; often ap-
ply'd to the Devz/, or Satan, in the N. T.

Arab. \ws, Retroceflit, recefit, &c.

The Greek, after Nas, immediately adds,
e£ & n eppnvesa-ois exAnfn, alluding perhaps to
Gen. iil. 13. NN, The ferpent beguiled me;
(*3N"n, from the above-mentioned IN¥3;) and
hence our author, Apolog.I. p.40. edit.
Thirlb. makes odls, wﬂmag, and SiaboNcs, f}'—
nonymous terms.-——-Ap%ng»ﬂﬂs TWY LaARWY J oLi=
povwy uQis xaAeTaly xat gaTavas, xet diafolos.

Irenzus (lib.v. cap. 21. p.433. edit.Grabe)
gives the fame interpretation of Sazan; as Juftin
Martyr does here ;—Safana enim verbum He-
braicé apofiatam fignificat ; though he does

S 2 not
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the Jewith bibke, called the Septuagint,
or-Seventy, from the fuppofed num-
ber of perfons employed in tranflating
it. If Juftin had advanced any thing
here upon his own autheority, or had,
like modern antiquarians, built up a
palace for thefe holy interpreters, out
of fome undiftinguifhable ruins, let
him have anfwered for his own inge-
nuity, or have been left to the mercy
of a modern critic; but it happens,
that, in this place, he refers his readers
to the information of others; and ex-
prefly declares he received the know-
lege of thefe things from the inhabi-
tants; who teld him that the veftigia

not mention the Hebrew verb; but this his
editor, Dr. Grabe, fupplies; §7 fequamur in-
terpretaticnem Iren@s,  deducendun erit @
new, qued divertere fignificat jeu desicere,

The reader is obliged to Dr. Hunt, the
learned profeilor of Heb. and Arab. at Oxford,

for this note.
or
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or remains of certain little houfes he
faw in Pharos of Alexandria, were
the places where the interpreters did
live.

In his firft apology he charges the
Romans with having erefted a ftatue
to Simon Magus; and appeals to the
ftatue ftanding on the banks of the
Tiber, with this infcription, Simon:
Jan&o deo.  11hall not undertake to de-
fend Juftin,in the manner his late editor
has done ; who, having faid all thag
could be faid, in favour of his author,
againft thofe who aflerted this flatue
to have been ereGed to the Etrurian
Hercules, fays, ¢ *if his opinion is
“ afked, he muft own that he had
“ acted the part of an advocate, rather

* Siquis autem queerat quid de hac re ipfe
fentiam, patroni me potius quam judicls partes
egiffe negare non poflum, quaque dixi non
tam veritatis gratid quam Juftini dixifle, &c.
D. 42,

“ than



[ 134 ]
 than a judge, and had not regarded
« truth fo much as the defence of his
¢ author.” But if he had caft his eye
upon this paffage in the fecond apo-

logy, “ * no man is to be preferred
« o the truth,” he muft have {een

that Juftin would not have fubmitted
to fuch detence.

Juftin, being no more a critic 1n La-
tin than in Hebrew, might eafily be
deceived in reading Semoni tor Simont 5
or receive it from fome other Chriftian,
without knowing more of the matter

than what was reported by others. If
he had been a Roman, the miftake

had been lefs pardonable; but if taken
up in the fevereft manner, it 1s evident
he did not intend to decelve any one;
tor he addreffes himfelf to the Senate,
who could not but know what gods
they had admitted into their general

X AN BTI.')/E wpo TS arnbleias TiUNTESS
arng. P- 122 1. z0,
pan-
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pantheon. And no one argument he
makes ufe of, in defence of Chriftiani-
ty or Chriftians, at all depends upon
the exiftence of this ftatue. It would

have been a reproach to the Romans
to have decified the forcerer, and that

is the moft that can be made of it.
But, as if this was not fufficient for

abule, as indeed it is little enough, a

French critic has been very liberal of

his cenfures againit all preachers, mo-
dern as well as antient, becaule Juftin

and Gregory Nazianzen had offended
him, by being fuppofed to have faid
what they never did fay, or, at leaft,
what cannot be found in any of their
writings, It was the more unfortunate
for Juftin, who was himfelf a philo-
fopher, that he fhould be charged with
{uch a crime, which was no lefs than
the making Ariftotle to have drowned
himfelt in the Euripus, when it was
well known he died on the fhore. But

4 neither
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neither Juftin nor Gregory report any
fuch thing, The miftake was Faber’s,
and therefore he fhould have treated
it, as being his own, with more gentle-
nefs. “ *In Greece, as at prefent,
* the Aoy oraturs, il it bc right to
« diftinguifh thefe pulpit-cracks and
 cymbals of the mob, by fuch a
“ name, commonly reported that Ari-
“ ftotle, becaufe he could not difcover
“ the caufe of the tides that rife and

« fall feven times a day, in the Eu-
“ripus, threw himfelf, miferable as

* In Grzcid, quemadmodum hodieque fit,
oratores {acri, {i tamen tanto nomine illa pul-
pitorum crepitacula, & plebicule cymbala,
cohoneftari oporteat, v#lgo dichtabant Arifto-
telem, cum illius {eptenz 1n dies fingulos re=
ciprocationis caufam non potuiffet cognofcere,
ibi tum mifellum fefe in Euripum dedifle pre-
cipitem, & in maximam malam crucem abiiffe.
Juftinus cognomento Martyr, & Gregorius
Nazianzenus, qui primi, aut inter primos; hanc
fabulam olim in {eripta {ua retulerunt.

Jan. Fabri Epift. p. 1.
¢ he
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“ he was, headlong into it, and pe-
“ rilhed. Juftin, called the Martyr,
“ and Gregory Nazianzen, were the
“ firft, or among the firft, who men-
‘“tion this in their writings.” But
the truth is, the fupercilious noify
critic, and not the pulpit-crack, is
here guilty of a very grofs miftake,
the more unpardonable, as'it is moft
abufive, and without foundation. For
all that Juftin fays, in his cohortation

to the Greeks, is that ¢ when * (Ari-
“ ftotle) could not difcover the nature

“ of the Euripus in Chalcis [the me-
‘“ tropolis of Eubcea] greatly dejected
“ with difgrace and {hame, he depart-
“ed this life” Gregory Nazianzen
fays no more ; and there is not a word
in either of thefe authors to fupport
the calumny of Le Fevre. On which
account Mon{. Bayle, no great patron

* Qude Tv T8 Evpire guaw 78 cyros ey XaA=
atdt yvawan duynlles dio moArw adobiay % augu=
v Avrnlles peresn T8 fis.

T of
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of the fathers of the church, makes
this very pertinent refle®ion,  in his
notes upon the life of Ariftotle, that
“ * fome men, not having the regard
¢ they ought to have for the fathers,

“ have charged them with too much
‘ credulity.”

This it 1s to condemn without read-
ing, and this fhould teach us not to de-
pend ablolutely upon the authority of
other men, who, becaufe they have ac-
quired the charaéter of critics, impe-
rioufly demand univerfal affent to their
vain conjectures, and often groundlefs
affertions.

And here I would obferve, once for
all ; that if right notions of the Deity,
and every moral relation and duty ; if
an uniform condu®, built upon that
foundation; if fincerity, even unto

¥ Pluficurs perfonnes, n’ aiant pas pour les
peres de Peglife tout le refpec qu’l faudroit,
fe plaifent 3 les taxer d’une aveugle credulité.

death,
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death; if free enquiry, right choice,

goodnefs, firmnefs, are proofs of fenfe
and wifdom, the citations already pro-
duced from Juftin, and other Chriftian
writers,. muft {hew them to have been
as wife and fenfible, as good and pious,
The philofopher Juftin preferred the
Chriftian religion, becaufe it appeared
to him to be the true philofophy ; and
Clemens, for the information it gave
of the future flate of the foul of man.
And fo far were they from being fu-
perftitious, that they judged with free-
dom, and condemned, and were con-
demned by, the fuperftition of their

days. |
Bat Juftin, Irenzus, Papias, and
others,were Chiliafts, and believed in the
Millennium. They pretended to have
received this notion from the apoftles
themfelves ; and in fome late works,
called philofophical, it is faid, we fhould
either receive this, or give up other
T 2 apofto-
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apoftolical traditions: If we do not
believe they received this do@trine from
their mafters, it will not be eafy to
determine what they received from
them ; or there can be no dependence
upon thefe primitive men. And how
they will anfwer this, who are unwilling
to admit of any Millennium, T can
no more conceive, than I can account
for the admitting the revelations of
St. John to be divine, and yet deny
what they {fo manifeftly contain. The
Scriptures exprefly declare, that men
are to rife again at two periods; the
firft is the refurretion of the juft, ¢ the
¢ fouls of them that were beheaded
“ for the witnefs of Jefus, and for the
« word of God; and which had not
¢ worfhiped thebeaft, neither hisimage,
¢ neither had received his mark upon
¢ their foreheads, or in thetr hands:
“ and they lived and reigned with

¢ Chrift a thoufand years, But the
“ reft
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“ reft of the dead lived not again un-
 til the thoufand years were finifhed.
¢ This is the firft refurreéion, Blefled
“and holy is he, that hath part in
“ the firft refurre®ion! on fuch the
« fecond death hath no power; but

 they fhall be priefts of God and of
“ Chrift, and fhall reign with him a
“ thoufand years.” Revel. xx.
However, in receiving this as an apo-
ftolic do&rine, it is not neceflary to ad-
mit the fenfual pleafures of Cerinthus,
nor the many ftrange notions that the
Chiliafts have added to this account of
a firft and fecond refurreGtion. It was
not the doérine of the Millennium, or
the belief that the juft were to reign
with Chrift a thoufand years before
the fecond refurreion, that difgraced
the Millennaries, but the delights and
enjoyments they connefted with it;

which, according to fome, were {o fen-
{ual,
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fual, that there could be no good au-
thority for them.

To this {hort apology for theft early
tathers, it may not be improper to add
fome account of the manners of the
firft Chriftians, as contained in thé
old apologifts; that it may be {een
whether they deferved the cruelties in-
flited on them; whether they dif-
graced or honoured the Chriftian pro-
feflion ; and whether they were not the
beft fubjects, as well as the beft of
good men, and confequently their ca-
lumniators and tormentors, the very
worft of men: and yet the piety and
goodnefs of the one has been ridiculed,
when the tragic monfters have been
admired and applauded.

Athenagoras, who lived about the
middle of the fecond century, and
wrote his apology for the Chriftians,
betwen 165. and 170. an{wers for the

doc&rines and practices of Chriftians,
in
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in fuch a manner, asto thew they de-
ferved the protection, not the punith-
ment, of magiftrates, |

“ * If you afk what are the do@rines
“1in which we are brought ﬁp'P I an-
“ fwer. Love your enemies; blefs them
“ that cyrfe (you); pray for them that
“ perfecute you; that yon may be the
““ children of your father which is in
“ heaven, .... If we were perfuaded that

® Tives vy WY o1 Aoyl ols Ev?pepopﬁﬂé:; A=
Y0 vy ayardle Tous eylipss S, EUAOYEITE
785 XATapupeves, wpootugede vwep Tav Jwor-
TWY Upats, omas Yeme yor T8 TATPOS UMy T
€ 7pis 8pavois. ... Athenag, Leg, pro Chriftian,
P- 42. edit, Oxon..... & uey YRP £V TOV EVTaLu=
Bey Biov Riwoeou WETETMES Ay X OV EUTOT EVEly
ey Jedevorras caprs xas aipdr, n xepdes 3
emilupias eratlos (lege enarss) VEVOILEVSS, aLpiatp.
Tav' €wet J€ EQegnEran paev ots evvasuey, 015 A5
Py xat yTep xen el mpepar Tov Seow oidaper,
TavTa IE Qus auUTor VTe, Xtk Tt €y T *apdie,
apwy opar, memeopslz, T8 evravley amarram
vevros Pua, Puov irepor Piwoeda, apevora 1 xare
7ov ellade xau ETBpavior, 8x. ETLYEOY,s -

Athenag. Apolog, p. 146.

‘ 3 o we
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« we fhould live in this life only, it
* might be fufpeted, that we {hould
« be the fervants of fleth and blood,
« or be led by lucre, or conblipifcéﬁi;e,
« to fin. But fince we know that
« God is prefent with us, whenever we
« think or fpeak, by night or day ;
« that he is all light, and fees what-
« ever pafles in our heart; we are
« convinced, that departing out of this
« life, we fhall live in a better ftate

 than this, in heaven, not on earth.”

Theophilus, who was made bithop

of Antioch in 169. fpeaking of the
immoralities of heathens, the adulte-
ries of their gods, their cruel murders,

and tragical feafts, as that of Thyeftes,
fays «* Far be it from Chriftians to
(¢ a&

* Manpay &¢ amem Xpigiayols erbupnlvan 72
om0 wpalm, wap 0I5 CWPPOTUNN WAPETI
n X pUTEIL ALTKETay [OVOYAfLIE THPETS XYVE
guAaoseTal, adini exmoplerTas, apapTia expiC8-

Tas, dialoouyn MEAETATA VOGS T ONITEVET ALy
Seogebei
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“a&, or even think, in this manner,
“with whom 1s modefty and the
“ exercife of temperance. They allow
““ but of onewife; they preferve them-
“ felves chafte : (with them) unrighte-
““ oufnefs 1s deftroyed, fin extirpated,
“ law adminiftered, religion pradifed,
“ God worfhiped ; truth decides, grace
“ proteéts, peace furrounds them :
¢ The divine word is their guide, wif-
¢ dom inftrud@s them. The life (Chrift)

“ determines their reward, God reigns
“ over them.”

Such was the religion, fuch the be-
haviour, of the firft Chriftians. That

they too foon degenerated ; that error
and fuperftition, in time, mingled with

A
Sreooebern wpaostiar, Oeos opodoyeTa, a2nbe
'y
BP“‘QEUE’} Xpis qUYTHpEty ELpUIT T weponsmie,
Noyes ayics odnyer, cogia difacue. Con (Bpa-
Cevet, Ocos Baginevst,

Lib. 3. Theophil. ad Autolycum.
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the truth, and debafed the pure fim-
plicity of the gofpel-age; and that
many weak: paffages may be- produced
trom Chriftian writers,  who, in other
tefpedls, ‘may be very valuable and
ufeful, is true: but then it muft ap-
pear, from what has been faid in favour
of the firft followers of the difciples
of them,whofe lives and chara&ers have
been here examined, that, however
they may have been mi{’caken in the
ufe and application of any paffage in
the Scriptures, they were, by no means,
the corruptors of them ; nor did they
fraudulently deliver to the church for
apoftolic what they had never received
from the apofiles.

If, therefore, the author of works
called philofophical meant to include
thefe men in the following charge
againft the fathers, and, under the word
tradition, all that was delivered by
them, even the Gofpels, and other

o wirlt-
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wrltlngs of the New Teftament, he
deferved. the cenfure he has unworthi-
Iy caft upon others, and muft have
been ¢ very ignorant, of very impus
« dent *.”

- If Toland had not publifhed his
Arnyntor, and the late author of cer=
tain works called phlloft)phlcal had
not unworthil y trod in his fteps, with-
Sut conﬁdenng what had been fo un-
anfwerably written againft him, it
would not have been neceffary to have

faiid more of the fpurious Gofpels
than this, that they were never ad-
mitted into the Chrifian Church from

%6 He who pretends to clear the reverend
e fathcrs, by whom tradition was principally
Z conveyed dowr, from age to age, and to
“ deny this charge (that ecclefiaftical tradi-
“tion-has been, from the firlt and pureft
‘* ages, founded, for the moft part, in ig-
“ norance, fupcrfhuon, enthufiafm, and fraad)
“muft be very ignorant himfelf, or very im-
«: pudent.” p.39. vol. iii.

U2 the
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the days of Polycarp, to the prefent
time.

But there are forty of them! Yes,
and more too. And if there'had been
forty times forty Gofpels, I cannot {ee
how they could leflen the credit that
is’ certainly due to the four Genuine
Gofpels. The more Gofpels there are,
the more evidence there will be, if they
are antient Gofpels, of the cormmon
facts related by all. And it will be
very hard to account for fo many
counterfeits, without allowing {ome to
have been original.  And if they were
contrived by the Ebionites, and fome
early fe@taries, who did not admit the
do@rines and authority of the imme-
diate difciples of jefus; we, who are
the followers of thofe difciples, and of
them only, who pretend to have their
writings, and their account of things,
can have nothing to do with any other ;
.no more than he, who declares himfelf
an
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an enemy fto the God of Moﬁ;s apd.
of Paul can, whatever he may pretend,
have any real concern for any revela-
tion at all.

But let what remains of thefe Gof-
pels be read, as they are colle@ted by
Fabricius in his Codex Apocryphus,
or by Mr. Jones in his Canon of the
New Teftament ; let them fpeak for
themielves, and let any man prefer
them to the four Genuine Golpels if
he can: for I do not think it is dif~
puted, at prefent, whether the adver-

fary fhould be obliged to believe all
that the church thought proper to re-

ject. The conteft with thefe men is not
about believing too much, but teo
little. And therefore it will be time
enough to difpute about the Apocry-
pba, when they have admitted any
thing to be canonical.

What credit is due to Polycarp and
Irenzus, has been already thewn j and

if
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i’f t‘hey adinitted the four Gofpels, 1t1

-'-ll--i'

thie ferongelt ev1dence that éan be gi ;1
in their favour.  The latter fajs ea;; :
prefly, that there neither was, nor could
bé, more than four Gofpels. Neque
plura nec minus quam quatuor ° * pof-
funt efle evangelia, lib. iii. c. 17, And
Polycarp, in that excellent fragment.

% Jreneus had been ridiculed for this affer-
tion, by the author of works called philofo-
fhlcal He compares the four Gofpels to the
our pillars of a houfe, the quartess of the
world, -and to the cherubim. And if this
was e fault in Irenzus, it was not peculiat”
to him, it was rather the vice of the age.
There was a Pythagoric guafernary, TETpalus;
wufayopinn, ofdoads, and many other numéri--
cal fancies. Philowrote a book about the vit-
tue of numbers, wept aoibuwr, now loft. Phi-
lofophers, and Jews, and Heretics, and ot~
thodox Chriftians, all played with numbeta;
and one or two men fhould nét be condemn’d-
fingly for what was almoft univerfal. Bue:
as he ufes eolue, 2 word of fimilitude, what
he fays of the parallel circumftarices of other
things having four parts, thould be confidered.

rather as a comparifon than a demonttration,
| pre-
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preferved by Vidor Capuanus, and
c1tcd by Feuardentlus, n hls notes on

the third book of Irenzus, gives a
rational account of the deﬁgn each

of the evangehﬂs had in writing hls
Gofpel.

¢ * Matthew, writing to the He-
“ brews, has inferted the genealogy of

“ Chrift, that he might fhew Chnft
“ to be defcended of that race, from

* Matthzus, ut Hebreis fcribens, geneas
logiz Chrifti ordinem texuit, ut oftenderet.
ab ed Chriftum defcendiffe progenie, de qua
cum nafciturum univerfi prophete cecinerant.
Johannes autem, ad Ephefum conttitutus,
' qux legem tanquam ex gentibiis 1gnorabant,
a caufd noftrz redemptionis evangelii fumpfit
exordium, quz caufa ex eo apparet, quod
filiom fuum Deus pro noftrd falute volait
incarnari. Lucas verd a Zachariz facerdotio
incipit, ut ejus fili miraculo nativitatis, &
tanti pradicatoris officio divinitatem Chnfh
gentibus declararet.  Unde & Marcus an-
tiqui prophetici myfterii competentia adventui
Chrifti declarat, ut non nova fed anthmtus
prolata ejus prwdlcatlo probaretur. ”

2 ¢ whenca
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« whence all the prophets had foretold
« he was to be born. But John, who
& was fixed at Ephefus, where the Law
«« was not known Dby the Gentiles, be-
¢ gan his Gofpel with the caufe of our
« redemption ; which caufe was ma-~
« qifeft from this, that God will’d his
 fon to be incarnate for our {alvation.
¢« But Luke begins with the prieﬁhood
« of Zacharias, that, by the miracle
«« of his fon’s nativity, and the office
« of fo great a preacher, he might
¢ make known the divinity of Chrift.
« And Mark, therefore, fets forth
« {ome antient paflages of prophetic
« myftery, agreeing to the coming of
« Chrift, that his preaching might not
« feem a novelty, but be conformable
« to what had heen antiently deli-
« vered.

Then Tertullian, who lived at the
end of the firft, and beginning of the

{econd
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feéond century, in his fourth book
apainft Marcion, fays exprefly, that
““ we have our fdith from the apoftles
“ JTohn and Matthew, and the apo-
“ ftolic Luke and Mark.” Nobis fidem
ex apoftolis Johannes & Mattheus in~
finuant, ex apoftolicis Lucas & Marcus
inftaurant.

After him Clemens of Alexandria
cbjedts * to any other than the four
Gofpels.

Origen {ays, over and over again, that
*“ there are no more than four Gof-
“ pels received by the church.” And
‘after him every Chriftian writer fays
the fame thing.

Thefe are the only Gofpels that are
cited as Scripture, by the moft antient
Chriftian writers, as may be {een in
Mr. Jones's Canon, and the learned

.
~ By 1ot Tepad £d'0[mEVOIS nARLY TETOGLY Evay~
I-E?Uo!g QUK ECIREY TO p)ﬂar. Strom. i.lll.

¢ That is not {aid in the four Gofpels we
¢ have d:livered to us.’

X and
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and laborious colleGtions of Dr. Larde-
ner : the contrary has been afferted by
Toland ; ¢ but fuch unfair pracice,”
fays Mr. Jones, p. 87. vol. 1. ¢ was
 yvery common with this trifling wri-
« ter.” It is very remarkable, that
in the dialogue of Juftin the Martyr
with Trypho the Jew, great part of
the Gofpel facts are recited, and never
once denied by Trypho. They are {o
largely and fo often cited by Chriftian
men, in different times and places, and
were fo often read in the churches,
that it is fcarce poflible to doubt the
genuinenefs of the four Golfpels ; or to
believe them to have undesgone any
confiderable change, or alteration, fince
they were firft written by the men

whofe names they bear *.
Another

¢« x The Gofpel was indeed corrupled by

¢ Marcion, Valentinus, and perhaps Lucan,

¢ but Origen, at leaft, did not know that 1t was

¢ corrupted by any other” MerayapaZayrys
X ¥
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Another famous proof of the au-
thenticity of the Scriptures of the New
Teftament, is taken from the old Syriac
verfion, which was made in or near
the apoftles times. The conftant belief
of the Eaftern churches, and the confent
of almoft all learned men, greatly fa-
vour this argument ; as does allo the
agreement of this verfion with the moft
antient copies of the Scripture in other
languages, and the omiflion of fome
paflages not found in them ; together
with the ufe of the old name Ake,
for Ptolemais (fee Pliny’s Nat. Hift:
"Lv. c. 19. and Stephanus ey monew),
And although the churches of Syria
received the epiftle of Jude, the fe-
cond epiftle of Peter, and the fecond
and third epiftle of John as canonical,

in the fecond century, they are not

de 7o evayledioy arss 8 oifa, 1 T8s a0 Me g
xiwr@, nax 785 amo Qualrertive, opou J'e ’,;’;
785 awo Asxars, contra Celfum, p. 77.

X 2 in
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inferted in this old ver{ion, which muft
therefore have been made before they
were known to have been written.

Hence 1t is manifeft, that the du-
thenticity of the four Gofpels does not
abfolutely depend on the canon of
Scripture, annexed to the council of
Laodicea, which is wanting in {ome
very antient manufcripts, and 1s not
found in Jofeph the gyptian’s Arabic
Codex conciliorum *.  Much lefs can
it depend upon that idle and ridicu-
lous ftory, related in the Synodicum
of Pappus, that the bifhops aflembled
at the council of Nice, to determine
what books were canonical F, “laid
¢ them under the holy table, in the

* See the preface to the works of the learn-
ed Mr. ]ohn Greg:ory of Oxford.

T Ev y2p Tw otxw T8 Of8 xarw wepa 'rn
e, 'TFE'TE() 1 aVTAS 'ﬁmmﬂrpeyn fmpoa‘eugcc'ro WS
cupebnra Tas Seomreveus emayw, Tov Kuptoy % o
Tioamevt, 4 Tas xLInAes, 0 % YEYOVED, vToRa=

swler. OyN. 34, “ hou
- IOULEG
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¥ houle of God, and prayed that fuch
¢ as were divinely infpired, might be
#¢ found upon the table, and the impure
¢ or apocryphal underneath; which
£ was done accordingly.”

To read thefe fpurious productions,
is fufficient evidence againft them;
which were contrived to account for
things of which the true Gofpels were
filent, as of the nativity of Mary, and
the infant adions of our Lord; or
to fupport fome abfurd opinions that
could rot be maintained upon the
. Principles of divine revelation.

The Gofpel of the nativity of Ma-
ry, was the farie with the Protevange-
lium of St. James, which are¢ not to
be found in Origen’s, nor any other
antient catalogue of facred books,
They are not cited by any of the an-
tient fathers ; were always rejected by
them, and contain many idle and ri-

| dicu-
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diculous ftories, and fome things abfo-
Jutely falfe.

The Gofpel of the infancy is full of
the moft abfurd ftories imaginablé;
contradits the true Gofpel, which.
afferts, that the firft miracle performed
by Jefus was at the marriage-feaft
at Cana in Galilee; 1s inconfiftent
with the filence of the four Gofpels,
and of all the primitive Chriftians, con-
cerning any miracles performed in his
infancy, or prior to that at Cana:
And, from fome internal marks, is
known to have been written {ome cen-
turics later than to be of that antiquity

it boafts.
The Gofpel of Nicodemus abounds

with as idle and abfurd fiftions as any
of them. Pere Simon therefore atks,
Y-a-t-il rien de plus ridicule que I'evan-
gile attribue¢ a Nicodeme ? it contains
many contradictions, and falfe fadls,

and is much later than it pretends to
be, As
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As for the Gofpel of St. Andrew, if
~ there ever was fuch a book in the
world, it is now no where to be heard
of, but in fome copies of the decree
of pope Gelafius, which condemns it
as apocryphal.

The Gofpel of Thaddzus allo is no-
where to be found but in this decree.

The Gofpel of St. Bartholomew is
mentioned only by Jerome and Gela-
fius, who condemn it.

The Gofpel of Barnabas, notwith-
ftanding all that has been faid by To-

land, (who was capable of faying or

~ doing any thing that he thought would
difcredit revelation) and others, was
not known to any writer in the four
firft centuries, but was manifeftly forged
to ferve the purpofes of the Alccran;
never {peaks of Chrift, but as a pro-
phet only ; and exprefly mentions Ma-~
homet as the paraclete by name.

The
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The Gofpd of Matthias was not fe-
ceived nor cited by any good writer;
but rejetted for its impiety and abﬁ.ll‘-“

dities,

The Gofpel of the Nazarenes, of
the Ebionites, of the twelve apoftles,
of Bartholomew, of Cerinthus, and
Merinthus (the fame man) and the
Gofpel according to the Hebrews, are
all corruptions of the Hebrew copy of
St. Matthew’s Gofpel ; are not in any
catalogue of the facred writings 3 are
not cited as Scripture, but rejected as
apocryphal by the firft Chniftian
writers 3 were never read in the
Churches, and contain maty things
that are falfe,

The Gofpel of Marcion was an in-
terpolated copy of St. Luke’s Gofpel.

The Gofpel of Apelles, fpurious ¢
he was a difciple of Marcion, .

The Golpels of Hefychius and Ld—

clanusy
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cianus, were only corrupted copies of
thofe received by the Church,
The Gofpel of Tatian was an har-
mony of the four Golpels.
The Gofpel of Philip, and the Gof-
pel of Perfe@ion, were forgeries of the

Gnoftics.
As was the Gofpel of Truth a-for-

gery of the Valentinians,

And the eternal Gofnel, as 1t is
called, is a forgery of the thirteenth
century.

Bafilides had a Gofpel, but he was
the difciple of Menander, and a gno-
- fticy and prebably the fpurious Gol-
pel of Peter was the {ame with that
of Bafilides, forsed by fuch of the
gnottics as were calied docere, heretics
of the fecond century, who held the
{ufferings of Chrift not to have been
real, but apparent only, from dsxer to
feem. It contained many things that

Y WEre
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were known to be falfe, and was ne-
ver received into the canori.

Scythlanus too-had a Gofpel which
s not extant ; he was the author of the
Manichean fe& For Manes (whence
the word Manichees) was the flave
Curbicus, adopted by his miftrefs, who
had the poffeflion of the wealth and
‘papers of Tereblnthus, the dlfc:lple of
Scythianus,

The Gofpel according to the ngyp—
tians 1s not to be found in any cata-
logue of the facred writings 3 1s not
“cited as Seripture, but rejetted as apo-
cryphal, and contains things that are

falfe.

The Gofpel of Eve was a monfter
of the gnoftics, full of ridiculous vi-
{ions, and founded upon the {uppofi-
tion of Eve’s having acquired {ome ex-
traordinary knowlege of {piritual mat-
ters, by her converfation with the fer-

pent.
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pent. It is mentioned by Epiphanius-
only, and was not known to Gelafius. -
Even Judas had his Gofpel, fays a
late writer of works called philofophi-
cal ; which he might have borrowed
from Toland, who had made the fame
remark ; for which he was juftly cen-
{ured by Mr. Jones, in the following .
manner ; “ Artfully faid indeed! A
“fet of impious, beaftly, prophane
““ wretches, (the Caianites) abandoned
“ to all the excefles of vice and .im-
““ morality, forged a piece, under the
““name of Judas; and this is to b¢
~ ““ ranked in the fame clafs with thofe
“ which contain the fublime do@rines,
* and holy precepts of Chriftianity.”
Dr. Grabe, in a note upon the 17th
chapter of the firft book of Irenzus,men-
tions the Gofpel of Leucius,which he fays
1s 10 the library of the college of Corpus
Chrifti in Oxford. And from him it

1s mentioned by Lamius, in his book

Y 2 De
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De eruditione Apoftolorum; and by
Fabricius, in his Codex Apocryphus;
but it is not in the catalogue of the
manuferipts of that college; nor could
I find it, though affifted in the fearch
by a learncd gentleman of that houfe.

Whocver is defirous of knowing more
of thefe falfe Golpels, may read the pro-
lecemena to Dr. Mills’ edition of the
Greek Teftament, the anfwers to To-
land’s Amyntor, Itigius, Fabritwus, La-
nius, Beaufobre, and particularly a new
and full method of fettling the canoni-
¢al authority of the New Teftament, by
Mr., Jeremiah Jones, 1726. In whofe
words, p.269. p.11. I conclude,
“ Did Mr. Toland, and his friends, 1n
¢ thefe their vile attacks upon {o ex-
¢« cellent and divine a confiitution, not
“ quibble and juggle, and prevaricate,
¢ as they upon all occafions do, in their
« citations out of the old records of
« Clriftianity (a cizmewhich they are
| ¢ cver



[ 165 ]

« ever forward to charge upon -others;
“ who are much more clear of it) I
« thould excufe mylelf, and the reader
“ from the trouble of any femarks
 ypon them, leaving them to theis
“ {lavith Infidelity: But when I ob-
« {erve a perfon ranfacking and mufter-
““ ing together all the filly trumpery of -
“ the antient heretics, grofly mifrepre-
“ {fenting the books he cites, only with
““ defign to fatisfy a bigotted humour,
“ againft the Chriftian Religion, I am
¢ obliged, by my regards to the profef-
“ fion I make of the name of Jefus, to
“ lay open fuch vile impofture.....One
“ can {carce tell whether his intention
« of vilifying St. Paul, or the method
¢ he ufeth to do {fo, be the more de-
“ teftable * : This forty, unbelieving
“ critic

* Much abufe has been thrown upon the
charater of St. Paul, by the late writer fo
often mentioned in the foregoing papers ; but

he is guilty of great unfairnefs, in not taking
2 notice
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 critie governs his fkill by his wicked
« ptinciples; and has no other way
“to judge of {purious and genuine
¢ books, than their oppofition to Chrif-
 tianity,” -

F
-
g
T
[ ]

notice’ of what Mr. Locke had faid, in an-

~ fwer to his calumnies ; which he could not be

ignorant of, for he owns he had him in his
hand, and has been ready enough to quote
him when it has feemed to ferve his own pur-
pofe. But the rational and learned com-
mentary upon the epiftle to the Hebrews, by
Dr. Sykes, is a f{ufficient anfwer to all -that
Toland and his FoLLoweR have faid againft

this apoftle.
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Page 28, line 26, read gofpel-blefing = 30, /. 5. dile choin
33, 0.9y of Heb.r. BV; [, 11, 7.0V o 34, foparate 20000
Jrom (IO — 38, Join 'D to thy preceding letters— 41, dele
WX 42, L 1. of the fecond quotation, v, YD I, 2,
Separate BN from NN L g, 1, PV for V12 9, Y05 4s
r WO —44, L. 4, of Heb. feparate V0 from V923 and for T
r. 1D ‘b-—-q.s, Li,».0; La,r, PN —46, L 19, r. ROM,
and 1,25, . YV after VO v 47, 1, 6, of Heb, 7. V2 — 48,
b3, of Hb. . [ 4, (=9 5/, g, Jeparate 1IN Jrom
the following letters ; and WP from 10~ 50, [, 22, 7. DDV
—§1, r.LW3— g7, /, 20, 7. confecraretur — g8, /. 6, re-
{pdit— 69, /. 55 7. e@iypaLe—72, /. 2, r.afcended — 3, /.
13, 7. o75dns—70, L 23, emididoasv—112, L. 21, 7, aya-
FAnawpsy = 115 lafl line, 7. 1f10Tines = 126, L 15, 1, 57464
Ao ~— 135, laft line, dele the.
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