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the interefts of a petty prince? And how ridiculous
is it to make their omiffion to mention it, a ground
of unbelief, efpecially when it is confidered, that
they either, through ftudy of brevity, pafs Herod’s
ftory altogether; or if they do not, they comprize §
all they tell us about his elevation to the throne, his
behaviour in it, his death, and the divifion of his
kingdom among his fons, whofe very names withal
they omit, in three or four lines!

It déferves, neverthelefs, to be obferved, while there
is {o entire filence about this barbarous action among
contemporary Gentile writers, that Macrobius, a Pa-
gan author, towards the end of the fourth century,
in a dialogue which receives its name from the fea-
fon at which it is laid, the feftival which was folem-
nized in honour of Saturn, introduces Avienus, alfo
a heathen, relating among many other witty fayings
or jefts of Auguftus, one which proceeded upon that
emperor’s information of Herod’s order to kill boys
under two years of age, as an uncontroverted fact.

§ Thos all which Tacitus fays on the fubject is, ¢ Regoum ab
¢ Antonio Herodi datum vi@tor Auguftus auxit. Poft mortem Hero~
“ dis, nibil expeQato Caefare, Simon quidam regium nomen invafe-
¢ rat, Is a Quindilio Varo Syriam obtinepte punitus, Et gentem co-
¢ ercitam liberi Herodis tripartito rexere.’ Hiftor, §, 9. Strabo, again,
is equally brief and concife, Jib. 1 6. Edit. Cafaub. 765, ¢ Herod, a
¢ man of the country, baving arrived at the priefthood, furpaffed fo
¢ much thofe before bim, efpecially in familiarity with the Ramans,
¢ and in adminiftration, that he obtained the title and dignity of king,
¢ firlt from Antony, and afterwards from Caefar Augnftus. But of his

¢ foos, he himfelf flew fome, for having laid fnares again(t his life.
~ ¢ Others he left his fucceffors whea he died, having affigaed each his
¢ fhare of that territory which belonged t0 him,’
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Avienus’s words are, ¢ When * Auguftus heard, that
¢ among the boys under two years of age, whom He-
¢ rod king of the Jews commanded to be put to
¢ death in Syria, that prince’s own fon had been alfo
¢ flain, he faid, It is better to be Herod’s hog than
¢ his fon.” Andis it not prefumable he put this ac-
count of the occafion of this fmart fpeech of the
emperor, which alludes evidently to the tendernefs
of the Jewith people toward fwine, as they forebare
to eat their fleth, into the mouth of Avienus on the
teftimony of fome antient writer, fin¢e he profefled
to his fon, that his book was juft a collection of all
his reading both Greek and Latin, for his advantage;
fuitably to which, it is found to contain accurate ex-
trats from older authors, where, by their prefervati-
on until our time, there is any room for comparifon?
Nay, is it not probable' h¢ did fo, an the teftimony
of a heathen writer, rather than of the evangelift, or
any other Chriftian, fince he himfelf , together with

* Macrob. Saturmal. 2. 4. ¢ Cum audiflet Auguftus inter pueros
¢ quos in Syria Herodes rex Judacorum, intra bimatum juffi interfici,
¢ filium quoque ejus occifum, ait, melius eft, Herodis porcum efle
¢ quam filium.’

4 Iam feofible, fome have paid little regard to Macrobius’s tefti-
mony, becaufe they have thought him a Chriftian ; though Collins hath
only faid, ¢ Perhaps he was a Chriftian.” But for this opinion, I know
no pretence, except that he bore public offices in Theodofius’s time,
which is no good reafon, fince under this emperor, there were Pagans
both in the fchools of philofopby and rhetoric, and in the fenate, andin
places of magiftracy. See Lardner’s Teftimonies, book 4. chap. laft,
P. 460.——466. And there are many {trong arguments againft it ; par-
ticularly, that the whole fcope of the book where this repartee is found,
is to vindicate the fyftem of polytheifm, and to juftify the heathen fu-
perttition, and that the interlocutors are zealous friends thereof, as in,
the next note. .
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all the interlocutors{, were Gentiles in principle and
. belief ; efpecially when it is confidered, that, befides
making one of Herod’s fons perith among thefe chil-
dren, which Matthew does not, the maflacre is re-
prefented to have been enjoined through the whole
province of Syria; while by the facred writer, and
thofe who have followed him, it is faid to have been
confined to one town of that province and its envi-
rons? His teftimony, therefore, though fo remote in
time, may be allowed to add weight to Matthew’s
account.

As to Jofephus’s omiffion of the atrocious deed,
again, I confefs, it is at firft fight more ftrange. Per-
haps, indeed, he might not find any mention of it

$ As Vettius Praetextatus, at whofe houfe the conference here re-
cited is reprefented to have been held for a fucceflion of days, and Sym-
machus, another fpeaker in the dialogue, are allowed to have been
perfons of diftinguifhed bigotry to Paganifm by all who are acquainted
with the tranfa&ions of thofe times, the other fpeakers appear to bave
been perfons of the fame complexion ; in particular, Avienus, who re-
lates this witty word of Auguftus. For in the beginning of the 17th
chapter of the firft book, he is introduced acknowledging that he had
frequently and long confidered with himfelf, why he and the reft wor-
fhipped the fun, fometimes under the name of Apollo, fometimes under
the name of Liber, fometimes under ftill different appellations, and ap-
plying to Vettius, who, by the divine will, was prieft to all deities, for
an explication of the reafon of it. At the end, moreover, of Vettius's
veply, Macrobius defcribes all whom he addrefled, by confequence,
Avienus, who propofed the queftion, as filled with admiration at bis
fine difcourfe, and breaking forth in his praifes, fome for his learning,
fome for his memory, all for his religion, and faying, ¢ That he alone
* was acquainted with the fecret nature of the gods, that he alone
¢ could comprehend in his mind and exprefs thefe divine matters.” See

chap. 24. of the fame book, at the beginning. But I muft forbear to .

quote the original,
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in the hiftory of Nicolas of Damafcus, to which he
was obhged for many articles in his account of He-
rod’s reign. For we are aﬂ'urud as he was Herod’s
friend, he fupprefled fome actions which were dif-
graceful to him, as his violation of David’s § fepul-
chre; while on the other hand, he attributed ho-
nours to him to which he had no title: for inftance,
that of being defcended from a principal Jewith fa-
mily that returned from Babylon to Judea, when his
father was in truth an Idumean. Neverthelefs, it is
not reafonable to fuppofe that he could be ignorant .
of an aftion that would make fo much noife, and
raife fo great difpleafure againft Herod as this, fince
he was a native of the country, and a perfon of fu-
perior intelligence by his rank and education, (for
he was of the facerdotal or prieftly race, and bred .
fuitably) and he wrote within lefs than 100 years
after it thould have happened. He muft then have’
. been acquainted with it, if fuch a maffacre was exe-
cuted, as with many other things recorded by him
to Herod’s difadvantage, either by fome earlier writ-
ten relation, or fome verbal information ; and, if he
hath * been altogether filent about it, as the objec-

§ Antiq. 14. 1. 3. and 16. 7. 1. -

" ® I exprefs myfelf thus, becaufe fome learned men have fuppofed
not only a reference to the cenfus or earollment of the Jewith nation
at Chrift’s birth, in Jofephus’s ftory of the whole pooples taking an
oath to be faithful to Caefar, except 6000 Pharifees ; but alfo® refe-
rence to this maffacre which followed that cenfus, after Herod heard
that a king of the Jews was born from the wife men, and learned from
the chief priefts and {cribes, that the prophecies foretold his nativity in
Bethlchem, in the account he gives of Herod’s putting to death fome
of the Pharifees, who had foretold that God had decreed to pat an
end to the government of Herod and his race, and to transfer the.
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tion fuppofes, he muft have been filent of intention
or defign.

But furely it does not follow, becaufe he hath o-
mitted this fa&t, which he 1s allowed to have heard
of, that therefore it is falfe. Many reafons, different
from a conviction of falthvod, may lead a hiftorian
to be filent about a deed which hath come to his

- knowledge; fo that it would be rath to conclude it
fabulous from his avoiding to mention it.—Nay,
from that love of truth which is natural to men,
and from that difpofition which we have to correct
the miftakes and errors of others, to the difparage-
ment and difgrace of their underftanding, but to the

.credit and reputation of our own judgment, there
even arifes a prefumption that a ftory is true, when
a writer, in whofe time it is much fpread and be-
lieved, does not contradict and confute iti—In the
prefent cafe then, Jofephus’s filence about this inhu
man meafure of Herod ought not to be confidered
as an evidence of its being a fition.—He may have

forbore to record it from other principles than a-

fenfe of its being an idle and malicious tale; for in-
ftance, from a tendernefs + for Herod’s reputation,

kingdom to Pheroras’s family, together with Bagoas and Carus, and

every one in his own family who adhered to the Pharifees in this mat--

ter : about which the reader may fee Jofeph. Antiq. 17. 2, 6. and De
Bello, 1. 30: and confult Dr. Lardner’s Credibility, vol. 2. book 2.
chap. 1. page 628,—645.

1 Itistrue, Jofephus hath related many wicked actions of Herod,

But this is no foundation for impating to him fo great enmity againft
Herod as would not {uffer him to fpare him here; for he attempts.to
vindicate him from blame on fome occafions, mentions fome of his
wicked contrivances only in a flight manner, and intermixes many
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which he muft have been aware would be more huitt
by an order to maflacre 2 number of innocent and
inoffenfive babes, at leaft among the Jews and fuch
Gentiles as did not perinit td fathers the power of
killing them at their pleafiire; than by his other cru-
elties; from an unwillingnefs to provoke the difplea-
fure of that prince’s kinfmen or friends, and thereby
bring inconveniences upon himnfelf ; from a delicacy
toward his readers, who, he might be apprehenfive,
would be tired and difgufted by a recital of more
heinous and foul crimes in his life, yea, tempted to
fufpect him of loading him beyond the trath. But,
perhaps, more than by any or all thefe motives, he
may have been determined to fay fothing of this
flaughter of the infants, from political and religious
confiderations: that he might not, by fwelling his
reprefentation * of his barbarities, render the uneafi-
- nefs and difcontent of his countrymen ‘under the
. Roman governors, whofe treatment of themr was,
in comparifon, mild and gentle, more inexcufable ;
and that he might not afford, by his natrative.of .
it, any advantage to the caufe of Chriftians, who
pretended that the maffacre owed its rife to the re-
port of his birth whom they affirmed to be the Chrift;

things to his honour and advantage, which otherwife muft have been
wnknown. Antiq. 14.9. 4. I5.1.1. 16. 7. 1. &c.

¢ Say fome, that he might remove any caufe of uneafinefs and dif=
quietude to the Roman emperors, to one of whom, even Vefpafian,
be had applied the prophecy relating to Meffiah’s reign, De Bello,
4- 10, 7. and 6. §. 4. whofe anxicty was, after all, fo great, as was
alfo Domitian’s afterwards, as to caufe fearch out and kill all David's
defcendents. Eufeb. Hift. 3. 12,and 19. To have mentioned this
flory would, at leaft, have weakened the credit of his own applica-
tion of the oracle in their facred books,
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and that it had been ineffetual to accomplith his
death, though intended to makeit fure. Indeed, ho »
natural would it have been for us to have argued
from his relation thus? ¢ There muft {furely have been
¢ fome credible alarm, that a child was born at Beth-
¢ lehem, concerning whom, there were greit hopes
¢ and expectations that he would be king of the Jews,
¢ but fome uncertainty about the houfe where he was
¢ lodged ; otherwife the ruler of the country would
¢ never have thought of fo horrid and thocking an
¢ expedient for preventing all mifchieffrom that quar-
¢ ter,asto command a general murderof infantsthere,
¢ May he not, however, as our evangelift affures us,
¢ have efcaped through the diligence of his keepers *
And how likely is it, that an averfion to give fuch
ftrength to our faith, wrought with him in an emi-
nent manner to obferve filence, (if it be fuppofed that
he has not fpoken one word about Jefus or his follow-
ers throughout his whole work, as is done by our
author and many others, who Took upon the only
paflage therein where he is mentioned, as fpurious,)
when we refle®, that, within that period on the af-
fairs of which heis moft exat and minute, the Chri-
ftians had their rife in Judea, and had thence fpread
into diftant places, yea, into Rome itfelf, fo as to
create attention, and to be taken notice of by other
coeval writers, particularly by Tacitus, as uncon-
nected as he was with the Jewith nation, and as fu-
perficial and curfory as he is in his accounts of
their affairs?

Why then fhould any queftion the fac merely be-
caufe Jofephus hath omitted it, when fo good an ex-
plication may be given of his doing this? Upon the

M m
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principles laid down above, inftead of miniftring any
. ground for fufpe&ing its falthood, it rather thews,
unwilling as he might be to relate it, that he was not
able to refute it, fince it was at his time of writing
in the mouths of multitudes.—It ought to be fuffi-
cient to us that wehavethe teftimony of Matthew. For
we often receive facts upon the teftimony of one hif-
torian, who appears to have had goed oppertunities
of information, and at the fame time feems a fair and
candid writer, free from all violent prejudice and
prepofleflion for or againft the perfon that is treated
of, though they have been omitted by another of the
fame age with him, or by feveral writers more near to
the time when they happened. Thus, as we believe
en Jofephus’s authority alone many things about He-
rod which none befide him atteft ; fo we credit ma-
ny things about the Caefars upon Tacitus’s relation,
which Suetonius, who was his contemporary, paf-
fes; and many tlnngs upon Dio’s affertion, though
he lived about 100 years later, which neither of

them mentions in their hiftories of their lives and

reigns.—Is it not then very equitable to rely upon
Matthew’s account of this action, though omitted by
Jofephus ?—He muft have been borr probably at the
time it happened; but Jofephus was not born till
more than 30 years ¥ after Herod’s death, as we
learn by his own teflimony, that he came into life
in the firft year of Caius Caefar Caligula’s reign,
which was the 37th of the Chriftian aera. Matthew
alfo wrote within fixty years of the tranfattion ; but
Jofephus after an interval of go years, fince hc tells
us himfelf, he finithed his Antiquities only in the
* Jofeph. vita. parag. 1. and Antiquities at the end.
I
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13th year of Caefar Domitian, that is, the 93d of
the Chriftian aera.—Moreover, there is not difcover-
ed by Matthew any hatred or rancour againft He-
rod, which might incline us to doubt his narrative
of founnatural an aétion. He tellsit in a fimple man-
ner, without making any remarks and obfervations
to excite horror and deteftation at him, as great
room as there was for them. Yea, he fpeaks of it
fummarily and concifely, without entring into any
detail of circumftances, which might have more
rouzed indignation at the author of fuch a fcene of
diftrefs and mifery.~Nor does he introduce upon
the occafion, any other of his cruelties, the more to
expofe him, and confirm his own account of the maf-
facre, ready as moft, I believe, would have been to
do it, which furely does not look like a forwardnefs
to blacken him at the expence of truth.—Once more,
whoever confiders Herod’s chara&ter and manners,
as delineated by Jofephus himfelf, muft be conftrain-
ed to acknowledge, it is no way improbable that he
thould have enjoined fuch barbarous execution as
Matthew charges him with, from ambition and an-
xiety about royal power and authority. For what
muft he not have been capable of in fubferviency
to his own grandeur, who could give fuch direct-
ons, and purfue fuch meafures as that writer fays *
he did.

*  Jofephus informs us, that he perfuaded Mark Antony by a fum
* of money, to put to death Antigoous his rival, when be was taken pri-
foner by the Romans, left he thould fometime after revive his preten-
fiony to the throne and diadem as a branch of the Afmonean family—
he dire@ed Ariftobulus, brother of his wife Mariamne, to be murder-
ed, though only about 18 years of age, becaufe the people of Jerufa-
Jem had exprefled peculiar favour and refpe@ for him—he put to
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So much fer the cavils againft the ftory * of the
murder of the infants. As to Mr. Voltaire’s other
cavils, 1 may be thorter upon them ; for many of the
fame obfervations may be applied with equal pro-
priety and force to obviate them, and to difpofe us;
notwithftanding, to acquiefce in the teftimony of the
evangehﬁs.

of tbe omi(fion of the Star by other biftorians.

‘WitH relation to the ftar at our Saviour’s nati-
vity, there is indeed mention made of it by Chalci»
«dius in this manner. After giving examples how ftars
had portended the difeafes of a people, and the deaths
of great men, and after fpeaking of Homer, and his

" ufe of poetical licence, he adds, ¢ There is alfo ano-

¢ ther more holy and more venerable hiftory, which
¢ declares, that by the rifing of a certain ftar, not
¢ difeafes and deaths were fignified, but the defcent

death Hyrcanus his grandfather, 2 maa who had fhewed bimfelf of a
quiet temper under all revolutions, even in his vigorous age, and a
man who had faved his own life when he was perfecuted by the fanhe-
drim—He even brought to a public execution his beloved wife Ma-
riamoe, and her mother Alexandra, and caufed Mariamne's two fons
to be ftrangled in prifon, as it feems, upon groundlefs fufpicions, Fi-
tially, in his laft ficknefs, he fummoned all the chief men of the Jews
to meet at Jericho under pain of death, furrounded them in the cir-
cus there, on their arrival, with his foldiers, and conjured his friends,
with tears in his eyes, to fend in thefe foldiers to kill them as foon as
be fhould expire, that all Judea, and every family in it, might mourn,
though unwillingly, at his deatb. What a moofter! Antiq. 659,——
666, 6670 “43_688, 745, 768¢ Edit. Hudfen.

® Upon this article [ have been obliged for feveral thoughts to Dr,
Lardner's Credibility and Teftimonies, Mr. Maffon’s Vindication of
the Slaughter of the Infants as an Hifterical Fa&, and Nouvelle Bibh
Germanique, vol. 5. ‘
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¢ of a venerable God, for the fake of the falvation
¢ of mankind and the advantage of mortals. When
¢ fome truly wife men of the Chaldeans had feen
¢ this ftar upon a night journey, as they were well
¢ pradifed in the contemplation of the heavenly bo-
¢ dies, they are faid to have inquired after the recent
¢ birth of a God, and, upon finding that young ma-
¢ jefty, to have worthipped him, and made vows, a-
¢ greeable ta fo great a God, which things are'much
¢ better known to thee than to others*.’ But as
this writer flourithed fo late as the year 330, as he
refts the credit of the fa& upon the evangelical hif-
tory itfelf, and as it is much difputed among learn-
ed men, whether he was not himfelf a Chriftian ,
like the Ofius § to wham he infcribes his book, and
to whom, in the end of this very paflage, he pays
the compliment of having more accurate acquain-
tance with that facred hiftory in which the account

* Eft quoque alia fan&ior, et venerabilior hiftoria quae l;erhibet
ortu flellae cujufdam, non morbos mortefque desuntiatas, fed de-
fcenfom Dei venerabilis ad humanae confervationis reramque mortali-
um gratiam. Quam ftellam cum no&urno itinere fufpexiffent Chaldae-
orum profecto fapientes viri, et confideratione rerum coeleftium fatis
exercitati, quaefiviffe dicuntur recentem ortum Dei, repertaque illa ma-
jeftate puerili veneratos effe, et vota Deo tanto convenientia nuncupafie 3
quae tibi multo melius funt comperta, quam cacteris. Comment. in
Timaeum. cap. 7. fe&. 125. p. 325. edit. Fabric. 219. edit. Meurfii.

1+ So fome have accounted him, as Cudworth, Beaufobre and Fa-
bricius, which laft, in his Bibliotheca Latina, fpeaks of an old MS. of
the book in the Bodleian Jibrary, with a note prefixed, bearing, ¢ That
¢ he was archdeacon to Ofius a Spanith bithop. -

§ This Ofius, or Hofius, is fuppofed to have been he who was
bifhop of Corduba imr Spain, and, according to many accounts, prefided
at the Council of Nice. Indeed the compliment Chalcidius makes himy,
is fuitable enaugh to his epifcopal charadter,

Mm 3
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of the ftar was contained, although I incline myfelf
rather to{ think he was 2 Gentile or Heathen, I da
not infift on his narrative as an exception to the
truth of Mr. Voltaire’s aflertion, that the ftar is o-
mitted by all other authors befides Matthew, both
Jewith and Chriftian.

Still, however, their filence is no good reafon for
difbelieving Matthew’s hiftory of it, which is at-
tended with fo many ftrong circumftances of credi-
bility. To have recorded this extraordinary appear+
ance of the ftar, would yet lefs have fuited Jofephus’s
enmity to the Chriftian {e&, and affeation of referve
about them, which is indeed fo firiking, when all
things are confidered, than to have related the maf-
"facre of the babes, with its occafion. We need not
therefore wonder that he has not given it any place
in his work. Then, as to Roman hiftorians, fuppof-
ing them to have heard a report of it, it is natural
to conceive they might be lefs careful to enquire in-
to its truth, becaufe accounts of prodigies were eve-

1 This appears to me more probable, from his fpeaking of Mofes’s
divine infpiration in fo faint a manner, as & thing faid; from his ap-
proving the divination of futurities from the flight of birds and intrails
of beafts; from his confuting an opinion which he himfelf afcribes
to Mofes, though withoot foutidation ; from his calling the ftars gods,
and reprefenting them to be animated with a divine nature ; from his
afferting the world to have been eternal : and like arguments, of which
there is a good account by the learned Motheim, in his notes on Cud-
worth’s Intelle@tnal Syftem, vol. 1. p. 730. And indeed, if he had
been a Chriftian, why fhould he not have difcovered himfelf fuch,
plainly, fince the head of the empire was now Chriftian, and world-
ly advantages, rather than inconveniencies, attended an open profef-
fion of faith in Jefus? Of this opnmon was Cr, Hody, and to it alfo
Dr. Lardoer is inclined.
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ry day brought from fome of the provinces of their
great empire, among which Judea was looked up-
‘on with fovereign contempt, as a feat of foolith and
abfurd fuperftition : and,again, fuppofing them to have
been fatisfied of its reality, it is eafy to fee they might
notthink themfelvesbound to relate it morethanevery
ftrange phenomenon, feeing it was not pretended to
be accompanied, or followed with any events affeCting
the interefts of the ftate, but only with the birth of 2
perfon who was efteemed by fome king of the Jews,
but was in a thort time, without ever having difturbed
or alarmed the government, crucified as a deceiver and

impoftor. To this, add, there is no reafon to ima- -

gine this appearance in the heavens at Jefus’s nati-
vity, was a new ftar, in the common fenfe of the
phrafe, that is, 2 new luminary kindled in the ethec-
real fpaces, to thine there for perpetuity, and to be
confpicuous, from its pofition therein, through the
world. It feems to have been only fome radiant or
lucid body in the lower regions of the air, of fhort
continuance and narrow obfervation ; probably alfo,
even in thefe places where it was vifible through the
period of its duration, feen but at intervals; for the
account given of it, leads us to apprehend, it with-
drew and returned, or vanithed and fhone out, ac-
cording to the neceffities of thofe Arabian * travel-

* The fcripture is exprefs, that they who came to Jerufalem, up-
on the obfervation of this light, which they either conje@ured to be
an indication of the nativity of the great perfon then expedted, ac-
cording to a current or prevailing opinion of thefe times about the omi-
nous virtue of comets and other unufual lights, Origen contra Celf.
I. p. 45. or underftood by fome divine_ revelation and difcovery ta
be declarative of it, came from the eaft. Now, Arabia is fliled the

Mm 4
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lers, who repaired, upon the view of it, to fee the'
new-born prince. Agreeably, it moved from eaft to
weft, contrary to the ordinary courfe of the ftars,
and it ftood over, and pointed out the village, and the
houfe in the village where this child was, whereas
every common ftar, through its diftance and height,
muft have left perfons uncertain and dubious about
both. We thould not then hefitate to receive Mat-
thew’s narrative about the ftar, becaufe other hifto-
rians are filent concerning it,

Of their omiffion of the darknefs, and other circumflances,
at Chriff’s paffion.

-

Mz. VorTa1re here takes for granted, that the
duknefs when Jefus was crucified was univerfal, or
that it covered the whole earth where it was then
day. And fuch many have fuppofedit, believing it was

ealt in Scripture, Gen. xxv. 6. Judges, vi. 3. Jerem. xlix. 28. and
is faid to bound Judea on that quarter by Tacitus, Hiftor. §. 6. ¢ Ter-
¢ ra finefque, quae ad orientem vergunt, Arabia terminatur.’ It was,
moreover, famous for thefe commodities of which they made prefents
to the illuftrious infant, gold, frankincenfe, and myrrh, asindeed He-
rodotus, lib. 3. p. 231. edit. Stephan, fays, ¢ there alone of all coun-
tries frankincenfe did grow,’ It appears, finally, to have abounded with
magi, as indeed it would have been ftrange if they had not fpread into
it, confidering its vicinity and neighbourhood to Perfia, which was
their great feminary. See Prolem. Geogr. and Plin. Nat. Hitt. 30. 1.
Accordingly, Juftin Martyr makes them Arabians, Dialog. with Try-
‘pho, page 303. Tocall them Chaldeans, as Chalcidius does, feems
far wrong, as Chaldea lay north from Jerufalem, wherefere the Chal-
deans are defcribed in the prophets, the people of the nonh, Jerem,
b 14. 15, vi, 21. Joel, ii, 20,
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mentioned by Phlegon, a freed-man of the emperor
Adrian, in his Chronicles, according to thefragment
quoted by Eufebius*, Origen, and others, which
fpeaks of a great eclipfe of the fun, exceeding all
which had happened before, at the fixth hour of the
day, fo that the ftars were feen, in the fourth year
of the 202d Olympiad; and that it was likewife de-
fcribed by Thallus, who, fays Africanus referring
his words to the time of Chrift’s paffion, hath re-
prefented there was a great darknefs over the whole
world, and improperly called it an eclipfe: nay, that
#t wasteven marked in the Chinefe annals. But
furely fince Mr Voltaire denies that there is any re-
cord of this darknefs by heathen writers, he had no
right to confider it as of fo wide extent. The words
of the evangelifts Matthew, Mark, and Luke, do

* I farbear quoting the paffage, which m3y be found Eufeb. Chron.
P- 77. Origen againft Celfus, lib. 2. p. 80. Syncell. Chron p. 323.
and read in many moderns ; and ftill more, a difcuffion of the controverfy
whether Phlegon and Thallus intended this darknefs, and not a natu-
ral eclipfe of the fun, in a different year from that in which our Saviour
fuffered, as it hath been agitated between Whilton, Sykes, and others.

4+ Whereas it hath been faid, that there is mention in the Chinefe
Jafti of a total eclipfe of the fun, in the 28th year of their 46th cyclg,
the lalt day of the third moon, which was pronounced a fign, that a
heavenly man fhould die, as it happened before its time, and this
hath been explained of the darknefs at the paffion; to fay nothing
of other writers, Pere Souciet, in his Obfegvations Mathematiques, A-
ftronomiques, &c. if I am not mifinformed, hath clearly fhewed, that
neither the year, nor month, nor age of the moon, when that eclipfe
is faid to have been obferved fooner than it was computed, fuit this
darknefs at Chrift's death, which was at the paffover or full moon:
and that the wmiffionaries who explained that eclipfe of this darkoefs,
applied to it what was faid about the foretokening quality of an eclipfe
that bappened no lefs than 600 years before our Saviour fuffered.
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not neceflarily imply this, but are fully accounted
for by the hypothefis, which confines it to the coun-
try of Judea, in which Chrift died, as may appear
from the inftances above * produced of the ufe of
yn, even with the adje@ive of univerfality joined to
it, for a particular land or region of the earth. Ac-
cordingly, our tranflators themfelves feem to me to
have thought it reached no further, for in their ver-
fion of the two firft gofpels, they call it ¢ darknefs
¢ over all the land;’ and though in that of Luke’s
gofpel they ftile it in the text, ¢ darknefs over all
" ¢ the earth,” where the original expreflion, however,
is precifely the fame as in Mark’s hiftory, they are
neverthelefs fo cautious and fair, as to direét every
reader’s attention to the margent by the ufual note
of reference, wherein they have placed the word
land. And many others, both tantient and modern,
of great learning and good judgment, have likewife
reckoned the darknefs had no larger fpread, but was
circumfcribed within the Jewith territories at the
utmoft, even as the darknefs which God fent in tef-
timony of his difpleafure againft the Egyptians was
topical or local. Nor have fome, wha have contended,

* See Part 2. fe&. 25. p. 347.

1+ Among the former I mention Origen, in his Commentaries on
Matthew, Tr. 3. where he reafons for the darknefs’s being confined
to Judea, as the other extraordinary appearances at Chrift’s death,
were to the neighbourhood of Jerufalem, in an{wer to the objection
againft its truth, from the filence of heathen authors, though in his
book againft Celfus, he had appealed to Phlegon’s teftimony, and con-
fidered it as more extenfive, Among moderns, no meaner perfons than
Erafmus, Calvin, Gerard John Voffius, Scaliger, Le- Clerc, Lenfant:
and Beaufobre, Doddridge, and Lardner, have declared for itsbeing li~
mited to Judea, '
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for *its being diffufed over all that vaft tract of the
terreftrial globe, where the fun then fhone, denied
that the words of the evangelifts might be very well
expounded to denote its being barely firetched over
Judéa, fo that they have adopted the other fenfe on-
ly or chiefly, from a deference to fuch authorities,
as Voltaire does not allow to have any allufion to it.
‘Why then thould we affirm the darknefs at our Sa-
viour’s paffion was univerfally diffufed, unlefs there
was greater evidence fuch Gentiles attefted it, than
thereis? Though confined to Judea, it wasa fufficient
teftimony from heaven of the innocence and digni-
ty of the fufferer, and a fufficient demonftration of
God’s wrath againft the criminal actors in his execu-
tion; indeed more fo, than if it had been common
to all other nations with them. Thus alfo, it would
bear a greater refemblance to the other proofs of Je-
fus’s miffion or authority, which, if we except the
ftar at its firft rife, were all exhibited in that country
alone, which was the fcene of his dofirine, inftead
of being alfo exhibited in other parts of the world,
where his name was not then known or heard of,
nor likely to be known or heard of for many ages,
perhaps not till all remembrance of fuch atteftations
to him fhould be effaced and obliterated.

*® 1 particularly intend Reland here, in his Palacftina, who fays,
¢ Quod fi quis exiftimet, uti Luc, iv. 25. 72z 5 y» notat folum
* terram Ifracliticam, ita hic quoque notare poffe, me mon habebit
¢ repugnantem. Fateor ita accipi poffe ;* though he himfelf embraces
the other opinion, becaufe the words are capable of fignifying the whole
carth, and becaufe the fenfe of words fhould rather be diminifhed and
ftrengthened Pr the honour of our religion, and its author, and be-

caufe we have the teftimonies of Phlegon and other antient heathens, and
of the very Chinefe in this matter, lib. 1. eap. 5. p. 30.
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Should any oppofe to this account of the darknefs,
the ftory which is told about Dionyfius the Areopa-
gite’s having obferved it in Egypt, in company with
Apollophanes, a mafter under whom he profecuted
his ftudies, and broke forth into this exclamation,
¢ Either the God of nature fuffers, or fympathizes
¢ with the fufferer;’ it is a ftory, as was tintimated
before, which appears altogether unworthy of credit.
For there is no account of Dionyfius’s having re-
marked it, and made fuch refle¢tion upon it by Eu-
febius, or any other of the early ecclefiaftic hiftorians,
as important and worthy to be tranfmitted to pofte.
rity as the fa¢t muft have feemed, confidering how
illuftrious his rank in life was, and’that he was then
a heathen, having been only converted by Paul when
he preached at Athens, about eighteen years after
the crucifixion. As little is there mention of it in a-
ny of the different apologies ftill extant, which were
written by Juftin Martyr, Athenagoras, Tertullian,
Origen, and others, for the Chriftian religion, though
they fpeak of the darknefs, and appeal to fuch evi-
dences as they relied upon, in fupport of it, as proper
as it muft have been thought by them for ferving
their caufe, or in any of the commentaries or homi.~
lies upon the evangelical hiftory of Chrift’s paffion,
by Origen, Chryfoftom, Jerome, Ambrofe, Theodo-
ret, and others, which we have tranfmitted to us,
though fome of them are pretty prolix and full. If
we meet with Dionyfius’s obfervation of the dark-
nefs in Egypt, in his own works, thefe were never
heard of till the fixth century, and are nqw very ge-
nerally looked on as {fpurious and forged, both by

t Part 2, fed. 27. page 371,



APPENDTIZX 55

Papifts and Proteftants of the moft eminent critical
judgment and ability ; even there, however, there
is no notice given by Dionyfius, in his minute and
circumftantiate detail about the darknefs he remark-
ed at Heliopolis, of his having made fuch an excla«
mation as hath been afcribed to him, nor is it rela-
ted by any before Syncellus, a writer of little autho-
rity, who flourithed about the year 828. Withal,
the fabulous authors who do fpeak of it afterwards,
tell it with fo much variety as to deftroy its credit,
at leaft in concurrence with what hath been already
offered, as much weight as hath been by fome laid
upon it. But I muft not enlarge on the fubje&t, and
farlefs can I tarry to produce the proofsof all this now.
‘What hath been faid, may be enough to fhew, that
none ought to conclude the darknefs was more large-
ly diffufed, upon the authority of this tale concern-
ing Dionyfius.

Now, if the darknefs was thus limited, inftead of
involving all nations in it, and even Rome itfelf,
which our author reprefents, it is unreafonable to
fufpet or deny its truth, merely becaufe Greek and
Latin hiftorians of that age are filent about it. Indeed,
if it had been univerfal, as it was not the darknefs of
an eclipfe, but a darknefs preternatural and extraor-
dinary, which the evangelifis thew, forafmuch a3 no
cclipfe happens at full but at new moon, nor creates
an obfcurity of fo long duration, it would have been
very ftrange, if it had been entirely overlooked by
them all, fond as they were of recording prodigies,
and ftruck as they muft have been with wonder and .
aftonithment at the fight of it. But when the cafe
was otherwife, the neglect of it by heathen hiftorians
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need not offend us; we may eafily digeft its omiffions
by them, and even by Jofephus, who was a native
of Judea, upon the principles already propofed.

After this I need fay nothing, in particular, upon
his cavil from their filence about the opening of the
tombs, when Jefus was upon the crofs, and the ri«
fing of the juft from the dead, which I apprehend,
however, to have been rather at his refurre@ion than
at his death, fince thefe things were only in the neigh-
bourhood of Jerufalem, and were too ftrong marks
of divine approbation and favour to him, whom the
rulers of the nation putto death as a2 malefattor, tobe
related by their own hiftotian. It remains,therefore,on-
ly to confider what he has advanced, with the fame
view of deftroying thecredit of the evangelical hiftory,
from our meeting no trace of Jefus Chritt in the hif~
torian Jofephus, though his father muft have been
an eye-witnefs of Jefus’s miracles, the little paflage
relating to him, in his works, being now univerfally
given up as interpolated, and from no Roman hifto-
rian’s having taken notice of the prodigies, (meaning
1 fuppofe the ftar, darknefs, and refurretion of the
juft,) though they happened in the reign of Tiberius,
under the very eyes of a Roman governor and gar- -
rifon, who naturally would have fent the emperor
and fenate a circumitantial account of the moft mira-
culous event ever heard of.
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Of the entire omiffion of Fe ﬁa Cbnji by Fofephus, ac-
cording to the univerfal opinion at prefent, though bis
JSather muft have feen _‘7 efus’s miracles; © the little
paffage relatmg to bim, in his works, being now uni-
verfally given up as interpolated ;” and of the filence
of every Roman biftorian about the prodigies at
bis birth and death, though a circumflantial ac-

count would naturally be tranfmitted to the emperor
and fenate from the Roman governor and garrifon in
the province of Fudea.

- THE little paflage in Jofephus to which our author
herefrefers, runs thus, ¢ At that time lived Jefus,
¢ a wife man, if he may be called a tnan. For he was
¢ a performer of wonderful works, a teacher of men
¢ who received the truth with pleafure, and he
¢ brought over (or profelyted) many Jews and Greeks.
¢ This was the Chrift. And Pilate having condem-
¢ ned him to the crofs, at the follicitation of the chief
¢ men among us, they who at firft loved him did
¢ not ceafe from entertaining an affc&xon for him,

+ Antiq. 18. 3. 3. I quote the original paffage, that the learn-
ed reader may better underftand the critical emendations which have
been propofed by its defenders, and judge more furely about the juf-
tice or injuftice of any different tranflation, 'weray % xara rvror
zor xpovor Inowg, aopoc armp, erfe ardpa avror acfew xpu. Hy yap
wapadobor epfor womrne, d8asxarcs arbpomer Tor niorn 7 annby

EXOUEIGT, XY TONNVE sy Ivdanvg, wonnve 8¢ xay 7v Exnnriny smne
fafero "0 Xpisog avroc, nr* xoy avror,erdedes vor mparwrariper wap’
nuw, savpe smireriunxoros Tlinary, vx twavarro orle xporor ave
ror afamnoarre sparm Jap avroic Tpirnr sxor nuspar, xanw Lo,
T oﬂﬂ' TPO?"TUY, TAVTR T¢ XY AANX Fllfl“ o“ﬂﬂlﬂ, ﬂ'i’l avry

apmeorar, Ei evirvr vor Xpisiarar axe el WIOKATMErY UK EXE-
MTEr TO QUANY,
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¢ For he appeared to them the third day again alive,
¢ the divine prophets having faid both thefe, and in+
¢ numerable other wonderful things concerning him.
¢ The fe& of the Chriftians which is denominated
¢ from him hath not ceafed until now.” However,
when he affirms it is now univerfally given up as in-
terpolated, by which he muft be underftood to fig-
nify, it is by all in this age regarded as a forgery from
beginning te end, fince upon this he builds his affer-
tion, that we meet with no trace of Jefus Chrift in
the hiftorian Jofephus, he fays what is far from true.
For it hath been vindicated and received as genuine,
in whole or in part, by many learned men, even of
late ¥ years, as by Tobias t Eckhardus, Jacobus}Ses
renius, Dr.§Chapman, Dr.||N. Forfter of Oxford,

* A5 | confine myfelf tolate years, I fay nothing of Huetius, Cave,
Fabricius, Voffius, Spanhemius, Whifton, and others.

4+ In libro cui titulus, Non Chrifianorum de Chrifto Teftimonia,
€X antiquis mopumentis propofita et dijudicata. Quedliburgi, 1736,

1 Paftor at Nykoping, and member of the Royal society at London,
in a book publifhed about 1758, of which is an account, Nouv. Bibl,
Germ. tom, 24.

§ Author of Eufebius, and of the defence of Phlegon’s eclipfe againft
Sykes, who would explain ‘O Xpisoc w7dc nv, as the title on the crofs,
¢ This is he who was called Chriff,’ and refer the avry in the claufe
about the prophets, not to Jefus, but to Chrift or Mefliah, by which
" fome chief objetions againft the paffage from Jofephus’s charatter are
removed.

| To him isafcribed the Differtation on the fubjec, which Dr Lard«
ner hath examined in his preface to the 2d volume of his Teflimonies,
who, as he agrees with Dr. Chapman, in his verfion of ‘Ovroc m» Xpio<
70og, would read 7 anfy inftead of 7 aanly, fo that Jofephus thould
only fay, he was a teacher of men, who received new or unheard of doc-
trines with pleafure, and again would alter 7wr ferwr into 7wy diar,
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Dr. Gregory Sharpe * and Dr. Samuel Chandler $,
Neverthelefs, I do not infift on it; it feems to me,
indeed, it ought rather to be utterly rejected. For it
hath not been quoted by any of the various Chrifti-
ah writers we are acquainted with, till the 4th cens
tury, when it firft appears in Eufebius}, whatever
natural occafions they had to introduce it or to ap-
peal to it. It hds not {o eafy a connection in the nar.
rative where it ftands as might have been expeted
fromi fo exa® a writer as Jofephus. Photius, in the
ninth century, feems not to have read it in his co«
pies of Jofephus; for he takes nonotice of it, as
he does of his honourable teftimony to John the Bap-
tift, although he had a good opportunity of it in
three different articles which hé allows this writer.
Nay, in fpeaking of Juftus of Tiberias, a contempo-

fo that he fhould only fay, ¢ Both their own prophets of preachers re-
¢ ported thefe, and numberlefs other wonderful things concerning him.*

® See his argument from the conceffions of the moft aatient adver-
faries, where, p. 39. he pardans Origen for his omiflion of jofephus's
famous paffage concerning Jefus, by fuppoling it thay have been wanting
in his copy, though it were extant in the original one of jofephus.

1 It appears from Dr. Larduoer’s life, that Dr. Chandler addrefled
a letter to him on his publication of the firft volume of his Teftimo-
nies, wherein he fays he had been althays inclined to think the pa~
ragraph as to the gteateft part genuine, propofed two or three ob«
fervations in fupport of it, which are the obfervations of a learned
friend, that Dr. Lardner confiders in the preface to the ad volume,
and thinks the whole claufe from a/arnsarre to e ¢71, &c. an ine
terpolation of Eufebiug or fome other Chriftian,

1 Demonfir, Evangel. Lib. 3 cap. 5. p. 124. It is true, a tefli-
mony to it and quotation of it by Viacarius, who lived fooner than
Eofebius, was produced by Tenzelius in his Collog. Menltr. an. 1697,
but thefe a&s of faints where it occurs, are, if not fpurious, smuch im«
- terpolated, Fabric, Bibl, Gr. 4. 6. 5. p. 237.

- Nna
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Jary Jewifh writer, he intimates, it was common te
all the Jews not to make the leaft mention of Chrift
or his miracles. 1t is altogether unfuitable, in the on-
ly proper fenfe of the expreflions, to this hiftorian’s
charadter, as a Jew, and enemy of our religion, in-
ftead of a profefled Chriftian. And if, to get rid of
this objection, we once admit of vitiations and cor-
ruptions without any authority of MSS. or antient
fathers, as fome of the lateft and moft able advocates
for its authenticity in the main have done, whatever
is left muft be very uncertain and infignificant §.
But, though I thus give up the little place in Jo-
fephus, and therefore admit that he hath not men-
tioned Jefus’s miracles, I am not equally fatisfied that
1 ought to grant Pilate negle&ed to fend any ac-
count of the prodigies or extraordinary occurrences
about Jefus to Tiberius the Roman emperor, becaufe
no Roman hiftorian hath taken notice of them. For
Juftin Martyr, in his apology for the Chriftian religi-
on to Antoninus Piusand the fenate of Rome, about
the year 140, having fpoken of Jefus’s healing all
difeafes, and reftoring the dead to life, according to
Ifaiah’s prophecy of him, that at his coming, the
Iame men would leap as an hart, and the tongue of
the dumb (or ftammerer) be eloquent, the blind re-
cover their fight, the lepers be cleanfed, and the dead
§ That it fhould be rejected hath alfo been the opinion of many
fearned men, as Bloodel, Ittigius, Faber, and Vitringa, who is pofi-
tive the paffage did not come from Jofephus’s hand as it now ftands,
and even, after erafing fome claufes, thinks there is an infurmount-
eble argument againft it, from its interruption of the thread of the
tiftory ; fo argues likewife Dr. Lardner, who obferves that effa -

padefa is miraculous works in Jofephus, not merely firange unufual
things, as Forfter tranflates it.
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tife and walk, adds, ¢ And * that he did thefe things,
¢ ye may learn from the acts made under Pontius Pi«
¢ late 3’ even asin a former paflage of it, which I quote
below, he appeals } to the fame aéts about his crud-
fixion, and fome circumftances then in the behaviour
of his enemies toward him. Tertullian, again, in his
apology, about the year 200, writes thus, after
mentioning Chrift’s difmiflion of his {pirit upon the
crofs}, ¢ At the fame moment the day was withdrawn
¢ when the fun was in his meridian height. They
¢ thought it indeed an eclipfe, who did not know it
¢ was alfo foretold concerning Chrift. The reafon

® Itisin his firlt Apology, called in the Paris edition of his works,
anno 161§, the 2d Apology, p. 84. c. and runs there indeed, o7¢
T¢ Tavra sromaer sk 7oy e Horrw Ilnary yorousrer avre ua-
Berr JuracBs: but inftead of avra, it fhould have been axrwrs Ace
cordingly it is fo in later editions; and the Latin tranflator, Langus,
turns the text in that very edition as if it had been axrwr there,
¢ Et quod ita fuerit ex iis qui fub Pontio Pilato conferipti funt com-
¢ mentariis cognofcere poteftis.” It alfo occurs in that fame edition,
as in next note, )

+ 1tbid. p. 76. B. C. Having mentioned our Saviour’s crucifixion,
with the perforation of his hands and feet, and partition of his garments
by lot, among them who took care of the exccution of the fentence
pronounced againft him, he fubjoins, Kar ravra it yefors Suracls
paber o Tor sxs Morees Tlinars firouwror axzar, '

1 As the paffage is long, I do not quote the whole in the original,
but the moft material parts. ¢ Eodem momeanto dies medium orbem fig-
¢ nante fole fubdota eft; deliquium utique putaverunt, qui id quoque
¢ fuper Chrifto praedicatum non fcierunt: ratione noa deprehenfa, ne-
¢ gaverunt; et tamen eum mundi cafurh relatum in arcanis veftris (in
¢ archivis veftris, Rigaltius) habetis.~~Dehinc ordinatis ¢is ad offici- .
¢ um praedicandi per orbem, circumfufa nube in coelum ereptus eft,
¢ mujto melius quam apud vos affeverare de Romulis Proculi {olent,
¢ Ea omnia fuper Chrifto Pilatus, et ipfe jam pro fua confGientia Chri-
* flianus, Caefari tanc Tiberio nuntiavit.’

Nn 3
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¢ not having been found, they denied it; and yet
¢ ye have that calamity of the world in your fecret
¢ books [or archives.] Him the Jews, when he was
¢ taken down and buried, furrounded carefully with
¢ a military guard, becaufe he had foretold he would
¢ rife again on the third day from his death, left
¢ his difciples thould remove the body, and impofe
¢ upon the people. But, behold, on the third day,
¢ the earth being fhaken fuddenly, and the mafs
¢ which thut up the fepulchre being rolled back, and
¢ the guard difperfed through terror, without any
¢ appearance of difciples, nothing was found in the
¢ fepulchre, except the fpoils of the fepulchre, (1. e.
¢ the grave-cloaths.) Neverthelefs, the chief men,
¢ whofe intereft it was, both to publith the crime, and
¢ to hinder the people fubject to them from believing
¢ in him, fpread abroad, that he had been ftolen by
¢ the difciples ; for neither did he fhew himfelf to the
¢ generality, left wicked men fhould be freed from
¢ their miftake, and left all difficulty of faith fhould
¢ ceafe, which was deftmed to receive an extraordi-
¢ nary reward. But he fpent forty days with fome
¢ difciples in Galilee, a tra& of Judea. Thereafter,
¢ having appointed them to the office of preaching
¢ through the world, he was taken away into hea-
¢ ven in a furrounding cloud ; much better than the
¢ Proculi ameng you ufe to aver § about the Romu-

§ He refers to the flory of Julius Proculus’s affuring the curise
by oath, that Romulus, whom they fufpected, as was the truth, to have
been flain by the fenators, thomgh they gave out he had been on a fud-
dea furrounded by a flame, and foatched.up into heaven, had appeared
to him, and enjoined him to acquaint his people, that it had pleafed
the gods he fhould return to heaven from which he originally came;
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¢ lus’s. All thefe things concerning Chrift, Pilate,
¢ already a Chriftian, according * to his own confci~
¢ ence, -trapfmitted an account of ta Caefar, who
¢ was at that time Tiberius.” And he hath been fup-
pofed to hint the fame communication from Pilate
before, when, having mentioned Tiberius’s propofal
to the fenate, that Chrift thould be placed among
the gods, he fays 1, he did this, having received from
Paleftine in Syria, an account of fuch things as dif-
covered the truth of his divinity, FEufebius alfo, in
his Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, tells { us, when Chrift’s re-
furrection and afcenfion to heaven werein the mouths
of all men, or much talked of through all Paleftine,
Pilate informed the emperor thereof, as likewife of
his miracles, which he had heard of, and that, being
raifed up after he had been put to death, he was al-
ready believed by many to be a god. And, thereaf-
ter, he quotes a Greek verfion of the paffage in Ter-
tullian laft produced, with fome periods before and
after it, relative to the emperor’s motion and the
fenate’s refufal of it. Orofius, finally, of the sth cen-
tury, not to inftance in later writers, fpeaks § of Pi-
late’s having fent an account ta Tiberius of Chrift’s
paflion and refurre&tion, and of the following won-
ders which were done publickly by himfelf, or by

whereon, becaufe he was efteemed a fenator of great probity, and had
always been believed a friend to Romulus, they acquiefced, and de-
creed divine honours to him,

* Alluding to the opinion he fhewed of Jefus's innocence at his tri<
al, and his averfion to condema him,

+ Apolog. cap. 5. ¢ Annuntiata fibi ex Syria Palaeftina, quas.
¢illic veritatem iftius divinitatis revelarent,’

t Lib. 2, cap.2, § Lib, 7, cap, 4.

Nn 3
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his difciples in his name, and of his being believed
to be a god, through the encreafing faith of very
many.—Moreover, it is certain, and has been proved
undeniably by feverals (as indeed the cuftomarinefs
-of fuch kind of information to the emperors is ad-
mitted by our author) that the governors of provin~
ces were in ufe to compofe afts or commenta-
ties, and therein, to tranfmit to the emperors intel-
ligence of the principal occurrences and tranfactions
of the countries where they prefided. Why then
thould we queftion that Pilate, who was dragged in-
to the condemnation of Chrift, had fent fome fa-
vourable notices about bim to his mafter, fince we
fee that the more early advocates for our religion
appeal to them in their defences that were to be pre-
fented to magiftrates, who, unlefs it had been fo,
would thus bhave obtained a great advantage againft
them and their caufe. Further, we know from the
fame * Eufebius, who fpeaks of thefe adts, that, in or-
der to take from Chriftians all pretence of fupport
to their intereft from that quarter, the heathen peo-
ple forged aéts of Pilate full of all blafphemy againft
Chrift, which they difperfed diligently through all
the provinces, and which the perfecuting emperor
Maximin, about the year 307, ordered to be publick-
ly propofed both in town and country, and enjoined
fchool-mafters to deliver to the boys as leflons which
they thould commit to memory. Indeed Pilate might

* Hift.lib. 1. cap.g. and 9. 5. he is fo exa& as to acquaint us they were
convicted to be a forgery, from making Chrift’s death to have happen-
ed in Tiberius’s 4th confulfhip, or the 7th year of his reign, when it
appeared by Jofephus, that Pilate, under whom he was crucified, re+
ceived the procuratorfhip of Judea only in Tiberius’s 12th year.
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. bemoreready to tranfmit fomeaccountsto Rome con-

cerning Jefus, becaufe his followers had multiplied
confiderably, and begun to make a figure before he
was removed from his_government, which was not,
according to the thorteft computation, till almoft two
years after our Saviour’s crucifixion.

It does not however follow, that, if there had
been fuch adts, containing relations of ftrange things
which happened in honour of Chrift, fome Roman
hiftorian would have given us fome account of thefe
prodigies in teftimony to his greatnefs from them.
For it is feldom we meet with quotations from, or
appeals to, like commentaries and records, in thofe
writers who treat of the affairs and tranfaétions of
the provinces. Befides, it ought never to have been
expected, that hiftorians flill continuing heathen,
would give themfelves any trouble to fearch thofe
regifters, and to produce from them any ftupendous
proofs therein mentioned of Jefus’s authority and
miflion, who was fprung from a nation for which
they had a fovereign and proud contempt, whofe
claim and pretenfions themfelves difallowed, and
whofe aim in his doérine, was to banith out of the
world thofe idolatrous forms of worfhip to which
they were enflaved, together with their attendanet
vices, whatever advantageous things Pilate, the hea-
then governor, might have been led to fay in his
commentaries in fidelity to his truft as chief magi-
ftrate over Judea under Caefar, that he might ex-
plain the rife of a fe& which was growing numerous
in that part of the empire. There is not then fuffi-
cient weight in the objection, from the filence of the
Roman hiftorians, to overthrow the real exiftence of

Nn 4
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fome aés of Pilate with a narrative in the main fa-
vourable to Jefus. Neverthelefs, I muft obferve, we
cannot affert, with the moft exa¢t certainty, to what
degree it was {o, as none of the antient Chriftians who
fpeak of thefe ats, have pretended to recite to us
their precife words on the fubje@. And, further, it,
is plain to all attentive perfons, that while they fpeak
of their contents, every one in his own language and
diction, they alfo {peak of the matters therein declared
to his advantage, with fome variety and diverfity ;
and fometimes fo loafely and generally, that it is not
eafy to fay what they intended their readers fhould
underftand to be found in them, and what not.
But be it, that as Jofephus hath been filent about
all the miracles and prodigies which were wrought
in confirmation of Chrift’s authority, fo Pilate had not
wrote one word of them to Tiberius, notwithftand-
ing all the pofitive affurances we have from the fathers
that he had, becaufe no Roman hiftorian hath mention
ed a fyllable about them. Are thefe miracles and pro-
digics to be on this account difbelieved, and rejected
as idle tales? By no means. Even upon this fuppofi-
tion, they ftill deferve our fulleft credit and affent. .
The hiftories we have of them are written by per-
fons who had good opportunities to know the fadts,
who were originally prepoflefled againft Jefus’s pre-

tenfions to be the Chrift, through the national ex-

petations that fuch a perfon would appear with great
worldly pomp and {plendour, and who were ftedfafy
in their teftimony to the miracles, inftead of retract-
ing it, amidft any profpet of dangers which threatned
them, or any preflure of troubles and inconvenien-
ces to which they were fubjected for it; as were al-

t
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fo their companions; for it is not preténded that -
any of them denied their reality, or accufed them as
fham and trick, whatever difpleafure they incurred
of the mafter himfelf, or of his friends, by their of-
fences and mifcarriages.~—And thefe hiftories were
publithed to the world foon after the wonderful
things which they fet forth are faid to have been
done, in the country which is reprefented to be the
fcene of them, or in places which, amidft their dif>
ance, had eafy and frequent intercourfe therewith.---
There are no incredible and ridiculous circumftan- -
ces interwoven in the narratives of thefe extraordi-
nary events, fuch as demonftrate many monkifh and
pagan tales of miracles to be mere arrant forgeries
and frauds.—Nor are thefe events in themfelves lu-
dicrous and trifling, of which fort have been the
tricks and rogueries of wicked men, but grave and
important.—The power to which they are afcribed
alfo is adequate to the operation of them. And the
end for which they areaffirmed to have been done is
rational and exalted, meet therefore and worthy of
God.—The hiftories of them, moreaver, tho’ com-
pofed by four different perfons, agree well with one
another, allowance being made for the not uncom-
mon omiffion of fome faéts or circumftances of falts
by one writer, which another takes notice of ; and
reafonable caution being ufed that we do not con-
found all miraculous cures through Jefus’s life, and
all appearances by him after his refurrection from the
dead, as the fame, which have fome mutual likenefs
_ and fimilarity.—And they come accompanied with
epiftles or letters, at leaft from one of the party, to
churches or focieties of Chriftians, among whom he
kad virulent perfonal enemies, and reproves fome for
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abufesand corruptions,of which they wereguilty, with
fharpnefs, yea, threatens them with a rod, wherein,
notwithftanding thehandle he would have given them
to infult and triumph over him by any falthood in his
pretenfions, he fpeaks in a familiar manner of like
extraordinary powers having been exerted by himfelf
and his fellow-labourers, and even of their being pof-
fefled by many among them{elves thro’ the grace of
Jefus, as we are told in thefe hiftories fignalized him.
—Befides, not to repeat what was faid above, in enu-
merating the marks of credibility obfervable in the
four gofpels in general, the details of the wondersare
in particular moft artlefs, inftead of being framed
with the fkill which diftinguifhes a cunningly devif
ed fable. For there is no gradual rifing from mi-
racles where the effeét was more flow, to thofe where
the effe@®@ was more inftantaneous; from miracles
where was fome external action or application, how-
ever inadequate to the effect, to miracles where none
was ufed; from miracles where the change and al-
teration produced was lefs beyond human pawer to
thofe where it was fo more confefledly :—in a word,
from miracles lefs fhowy and ftriking, to thofe more
fuited to amaze and aftonith, which would have
been a method more calculated to prepare the rea-
der for believing the whole; but all are told pro-
mifcuoufly as they were tranfalted: while at the
fame time, there is fometimes only a fummary men-
tion of works that muft have appeared more ftupen-
dous, a minute recital being preferred of thofe that
were lefs fuch.—And, throughout, there is great
fimplicity and fhortnefs of relation, whatever room
there muft have been for enlargement and embel-
lithment to commend and extol the doer of them.
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" Further, they were never contradicted by any writ.
ten memoirs of thefe times ; none fuch do now exift §
none fuch can with any thadow of reafon be alledg-
ed to have formerly exifted, but to have perithed
by accident or intention. Authors of that age whofe
works are come down to us, inftead of confuting
the miracles, and expofing them as falfe and legen-
dary, grateful as this muft have been to rulers and
magiftrates, and to the majority in every nation, and
promifing as the fuccefsful attempt muft have been
of honour and profit to themfelves, have been filent,
and left them to receive whatever dependence upon
them thefe hiftories could procure for any oppofite
endeavours on their fide to prevent it. 'What an im-
preflion, in this view, does Jofephus’s mere omiffion
to refute the truth of the evangelical hiftory make,
fince he himfelf belonged to that very nation which
crucified Chrift as a falfe prophet and deceiver, and,
though not born at the time, was born within a few
years after he was thus put to death, yea, born
to a prieft; one, by confequence, of that order of
men who had been very ative in procuring his ap-
prehenfion and condemnation! Efpecially when we
add, that he could not be reftrained from doing it
by fear of fubjetting thofe of his own religion to di-
ftrefs and mifery from the Romans, upon pretence
of their adherence to Chrift; becaufe, before he
wrote, Jews and Chriftians were very well under-
ftood by them to be feparate and diftint feds.
Even the gofpels, which have been called apocry-
phal, and juftly excluded from the canon of the New
Teftament, inftead of overthrowing, rather confirm-
ed the accounts contained in our genuine and au-
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thentic gofpels'of the miracles and of the prodigies in
general abovementioned. For all the writers of them
fuppofed that Jefus had a power of working miracles,
and that he rofe, and that he afcended inta heaven;
only they gave fuch accounts of his extraordinary
works as fancy had fuggefted, or tradition had cone
veyed to them; and took away or added fuch fpe-
cialities ta his hiftory and difcourfes falfely and with-
out ground, as were unfavourable or friendly ta
their own diftinguithing peculiar notions refpective-
ly; of his not having any previous exiftence to his
nativity in the days of Auguftus; of his not being
born of a virgin by the miraculous agency of the Ho-
ly Ghoft, but born as other men are; of his not hav-
ing real but only apparent humanity ; of the tran-
fcendent excellence and virtue of celibacy, or the
like *.

Again, the moft keen and inveterate adverfaries
of our religion in the early ages, do not feem to have
abfolutely denied the miracles which Jefus is record-
ed to have performed, though, as they lived very
near to the pretended time of thefe operations, they
enjoyed fuperior advantages for difproving them if

* I muft fatisfy myfelf with this general account of thefe gofpels,
which, in general, were producions of the fecond century, Whoever
would be better acquainted with them, may read Beaufobre Difcours
fur les livres Apocryphes, Hiltoire des Manichees, tom. 1. liv. 2.p. 4 55,
~—464. Lardoer’s Credibility, vol. 6. p. 400, &c. vol. 12. near the
end, Fabric. Codex Pfeudepigraphus N. Teftamenti. 1 only add,
for illuftrating what hath been faid, that fome of them began with John’s
baptifin and preaching, and had nothing at all about the miraculous
conception, the appearance of the ftar, the vifit of the Magi, the mafs
facre of the babes, and the retreat into Egypt, the prefentation of Je«
fus in the temple, and like matters, .
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they were fititious. They appear rather to have owned
the facts, and to have difallowed their force to eftablith
his divine authority, 2nd confirm the gofpel, by afcrib-
ing them to magical fkill, (juft as the Pharifees, dur-
ing our Lord’s perfonal miniftry, evaded all the argu-
ments from his ejeétion of demons for thewing he
was the Son of God, by faying, He cafteth out de-
vils by Beelzebub the prince of the devils) and fome-
times alfo by difparaging them in comparifon of the
wonders which fome of their own perfwafion and
jparty had wrought. This is evident from the quo-
tations from their pieces which are preferved in .the
writings of the Chriftian fathers. For thefe produc-
tions themfelves are * long ago loft; which the

* Neverthele(s, the profeflors of our religion fhould not be whol-
ly blamed for the want of thefe works of Celfus, Porphyry, Hiero-
cles and other enemies, It is indeed true, that the zeal of fome Chrif-
tian princes of old, led them to order them to be burnt, Conftantine,
foon after the Council of Nice, in a letter to the bifhops and people, of
which Socrates hath given us a copy, fpeaks of his having required
that Porphyry’s books againft religion fhould be committed to the fire ;
yea, feems to have denounced capital punifhment to every one who
fhould hide or conceal them, inftead of bringing them forth to be
burnt, if we may judge from the penalty he annexes to the neglec of
faving Arius’s books, where he appears to make his own condu@, with
relation to Porphyry’s writings, his model. Hift, lib. 1. cap. 9. page
32. Baut it was not effetual to abolifh his works; for Libanius read
them, and Apollinarius anfwered them about the middle of the 4th
century: and Jerome gives us large quotations from them in his Com~
mentaries, even about the end of that century. Nay, there is 2 law of
‘Theodofius the younger and Valentinian, appointing that all books whick
Porphyry or any other had written againft the religious worthip of the
Chriftians, with whomfoever they were found, fhould be caft into the
fire; which fhews they were extant fo late as A. D, 449. Cod. lib.
2. Tit. 1. De Summa Trinitate, leg. 3. As agaio, in Juftinian’s No-
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moft wife and able advocates for our faith do [z«
ment, becaufe thence occafion hath been taken to

vels, we have a reference o its having beenr dee¢hated unlawful by fors
mer emperors, to tranfcribe or poflefs Porphyry’s writings againit the
Chriftians; where the fame thing is ftatmed about the books of Severus
the heretic, under pain of the lofs of a hand for writing them. 42.
eap, 1. However, the heathens had here fet the example ; for Dio-
clefian had before ordered the fcriptares to be burnt, in the year
303. Eufeb, Hift. 8. 2. 294. in purfuance of which; it was don¥
#n the market places, urany delivering up thefe divinely infpired books
to the flames, that they might preferve their lives. 1bid. §. 2. 293,
Lattantius, or the author De Mort, Perfecut. cap. 12. Auguftinus Col-
lat. cum Donatiftis, cap. 15, &c. As, indeed, it had been the old pracs
tice both of the Greeks and Romans, to deflroy in this way whatever
tended to overthrow their religions. Valer. Maxim. lib. ¢. cap. ¥+
fe@. 12. LaQant. Inft.lib. 1. cap. 22. Cic.de Nat. D. L. 1.c, 23.
Minutius Felig, cap. 8. and La&aut. de Ira Dei, cap. 9.—Hence, ac+
cording to Arnobius, who flourithed about A. D. 307. not a few heae
theas in his time, murmured that Cicero’s writings were not abolithed,
(meaning, I fuppofe, in particular, his books De Divinatione and De
Natura Deorum) becaufe they contributed to promote the Chriftian tes
Jigion, and fubverted the reverence of antiquity, thus feariog the tefti-
fication of truth, Adverfus Gentes, lib. 3. p. 103, 104. And Julian,
in the intermediate period between thefe ediés of Conftantine and
Theodofius, had fhewed the fame difpofition with relation to Chriftian
writings. For, upon the murder of Georgius Bp. of Alexandria, he wrote
to Endicius, governor of Egypt, to do him the favour of procuring
for him all his books : ¢ For he had ntany philofophical, and many rhe-
¢ torical books, and many concerning the do&rine of the impious Galis
¢ leans, fays he, which I would wifh to be entirely deftroyed ; but that
¢ more ufeful books may not be deftroyed together with them, let thery
¢ alfo be fought with exacinefs.’ And thea he goes on to bid him
employ his fecretary, who, if he fearched themr out with fidelity,
fhould be rewarded with the enjoyment of Mis freedom; but if he bee
haved ill about the matter, fhould be tortured for his difcovery of
books. See Epift. 9. and compare Epift. 26. Chriftians then had
learned this method of procedure from the Gentiles themfelves, thought

AN
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throw out fufpicions, though without reafon, to its
prejudice. To this purpofe we faw formerly, that
Celfus, an heathen of confiderable learning age abili-
ties, in his book which he infcribed, ¢ The true Word,’
about the year 170, made his Jew attribute the mi-
raclesor mighty works, on account of which Jefus was
clated, and afferted he ought to be acknowledged as
a God, to his having learned fome powerful arts from
the Egyptians, while he ferved for hire among them,

they did not equally with them negle& to refute irreligious writings.
‘Why, bowever, did they ot furvive thefe fevereedicts, evenas thefcrip-
tures did the like? This feems to have been owing to the great cone
tempt into which they fell by the progrefs of our religion, for which
we have Chryfoltom’s teftimony, who lived long before the laft of thefe
decrees for committing the books of adverfaries to the flames. For
he fays, De S. Babyla, orat. 2. tom. 2. Benedi®. 539. ortom. 5.
444. Savil. ¢ The philofophers and fine orators—after their difpute
* with usbavebecome ridiculous, and have appeared to differ in nothing
¢ from children that trifie; for they have not been able to perfuade over,
¢ out of fo many nations aod people, man or woman, wife or uowife, nor
¢ even a little child; but fo great is the difregard of the books written
¢ by them, that they have vanithed long ago, and many of them have
¢ perifhed as foon as they were thewed or publithed ; but if any can be
¢ found preferved any where, one may find it faved with Chriftians.”
In this there is, I doubt not, fome exaggeration; but itis eafy to fee,
in proportion as Chriftianity advanced, few would be at the trouble of
traofcribing.the books of enemies, or at the expence of caufing tran-
fcribe them, which mufthave been confiderable, {ince we find that among
a number of flaves alglg to read, nooe colt lefs than 100,000 summi,
or 800 }. Sterling, Seneca, lib. 4. epift. ad Lucil.— Accidental fires
too, violence of conquerors, and barbarity of fucceeding ages may have
contributed to deprive us of them, as they have loft to us many apo-
logies for the Chriftian religion, as Quadratus’s, Ariftides’s, Melito's
&c. and many anfwers to the books of unbelievers,. as thefe of Metho-
dius, Eufebius of Cefarea, Apollinarius of Laodicea in Syria, and Phi-

- Joftorgius again(t Porphyry, &c. We read of libraries, even large ones,
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being in ftraitened circumftances : which appears ¥
be admitting fomething extraordinary. *

oonfum&!'y lightening, and plundered, yea, burned by enemies. In
particular, the calif Omar wrote to his general, when the Saracens un-
der him had become mafters of Alexandria, A. D. 6, 2. to deftroy all
the books in the library there. becaufe if they agreed in do@rine with
the book of God, (meaning the koran,) they were ufelefs, and if they
contradi@ed it, they ought not to be fuffcred : while, thefeagain were fo
numerous, that, having been diftributed among the public baths, they
ferved for fuel for fix months. Abulpbaraji Hiftor. Dynaftiarum per Po-
cock, Dyn. 9 p 814 and who can tell what havock miere ftupidity
and ignorance may have produced ! Thefe things may check the cla-
mours and reproaches of infidels, upon this point.

* Celfus’s own words, as quoted by Origen, lib, 1. p. 22, are,
Kay vre¢ esc Asyvrror ,mdeapmnc, xa xel Smapwr TGy 1&;«0«:
9 «ic Aryvrrios aeprvrarray, exarmabor, o rasc doraueer usya ppoe
yor, xay & aurac ©cor avroy amyopvee, Yet I have fotiie doube,
whether Celfus, on the whole, did not rather maintain the appearance of
" miracles, through an impofition on the fenfes, than admit their reality,
For Origen tells us ibid. p. §3. Celfus pretends to grant the truth of
whatever things are written about Jefus’s cures, or his refloring to life,
or his feeding multitudes with fome few loaves, from which many frag-
ments were left, or whatever things he reckons thie difciples, in their
humour of telting prodigies (7¢parevsoucrve,) have recorded —And
immediately he makes them works common with thofe of jugglers,
(yenrar,) who promife more wonderful things, and with things doné
in the market-places for a few pence, by thofe who have léarned ad-
mirable fciences from the Egyptians, and who expell damoris from men,
and blow out difeafes, and call up fouls of heroes, and fhew expenfive
fuppers, tables, cakes, and fithes, which exift ngg, and mave as living
creatures things whichr are not living creatures, but are beheld fuch inap-
pearance, after which he afks, ¢ Becaufe mends thefe things, will it be-
¢ hove us to efteem them fons of God, or muft we not rather fay, that
¢ thefe are artifices of wicked men, and of mea influenced by an evil dae-
¢ mon?’ Hereupon Origen obferves, * You fee how by thefe words,he ad-
¢ mitted that there is magic, thoogh perhaps be is the fame perfon with
* him who wrote feveral books againft magic, butas it was ufeful to hins
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Hierocles, again, another writer, and a magiftrate,
who was very aftivein perfecuting the Chriftians,in his
two books, in whichhe endeavoured tooverthrow our
religion, did not deny the truth of the miracles. For
fays Lactantius his contemporary, ¢ When he would
¢ deftroy the wonderful acions of Jefus, and yet
* could not deny them, he t was willing to thew that
¢ Apollonius performedeither equal or greater things.*
And the fame thing appears from Eufebius’s confu-
tation of his book. For though he faid, according to
him, ¢ It is reafonable to think, that the actions of

¢ forhis purpofc, be likens the things recorded ooncermng Jefus to thingd
¢ doae from magic. And they would be like,if he had before evinced there
¢ wai nothiog but fhew or femblance in them, e usxps awodefeac -
¢ powac Toc payyarevsarr eplar Sofac.’ Aid then he goes on to ob-
ferve, how by his dorine he called men to fear God, and to reform
their maoners, that they might be approved by him, which none of
the jugglers did, and how he was an example of a virtuous life, while
they were filled with the moft flthy and abominable crimes; though
I may not recite the paflage éxa@ly, that I may fhorten, for which rea-
fon 1 alfo omit quoting the original. In another place, page 87.
Ongen fays, ¢ Frequently already Celfus, not able to gamfay the
¢ miracles which Jefus is written to have done, calomniates them ad
Jugglenes, yonteras,” If this be the cafe, there will be fome diffes
lfence, indeed, between Celfus’s real hypotheﬁs, and the acéount general-
ly given of it; for it will be this, that fpeators and patients were de~
¢eived about the miraclés, they being tricks of legerdemain. But itis
amoft ridicalous and abfurd pretence For there wasfucha concurrence .
of by-ftanders, and of thofe who were the fubje@s of the operations
themfelves, in behalf of the reality, as could never happen without an
alteration and change of their organs of fenfation equally miraculous ;
they were dooe alfo in a moft opea and public manoer, aod had
permanent and abiding effe@is.
t Lib. 5. cap. 3. * Quum faQa ejus mirabilia deftrueret, nee we
fea pegarer,” &Ke.
Oo
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¢ Jefus have been magnified by Peter, and Paul,
¢ and others like them, ignorant men, liars and im-
¢ poftors,’ and thought ¢ Philoftratus’s * account of
¢ Apollonius’s wonderful works more worthy of cre-
¢ dit,” he fill fuppofed Jefus to have made the blind
recover their fight, and to have performed fome fuch
amazing things, but Apollonius to have wrought
more; wherefore he blames the levity of Chriftians,

* Molt ablurdly. For this Philoltratus, who flourithed about A,
‘D. 210. wrote more than 100 years after the death of Apolionius,
acontemporary of Nero, and relied chiefly on the formerly uoknown me-«
moirs of one Damis concerning him, (fince loft,) that were then
brought to the emprefs Julia, wife of Septimius Severus, who ordered
‘him to compofe the life of Apollonins, which we ftill have, from them.
How filly and ridiculous ftories are there told of Apollonius, as the
whole are ill vouched, mmay be feen in Dr. Lardner’s Tefltimonies vol.
.3. chap. 39, Of Hierocles. If there is one relarion of his reftoring a girl
to life, when fhe was catried out to interment, to fay nothing aboit
the probability of the whole tale’s being a fition, the author him-
felf leaves room to think fhe was not really dead. For he fays, Apollo-
nius touching her, and murmuring fome words fecretly over her, awa-
%ened her from ferming death,a7o vy Soxvrro Qarary. Andadds, ‘But
¢ whether he found a fpark oflife in her, which efcaped the obferva-
* tion of them that waited on her, for it is faid, as Jupiter fent a fhow~
¢ er, fhe fent forth a fmoke from her face,” (a natural token and in-
dication of remaining warmth and life,) ¢ or whether he recalled and
™ cherithed op life that was extinguithed, the event appeared not to
* me only, but alfo to others, very wonderful. Eire 3¢ oxnfnpa e
Suxne evper ¢ kaury, oc enennBe rec Bipamevorrac, aeysray yrp ot
Jenalos per 6 Zevg, B 8¢ aruior aro vv xposwrrs, ere arwlenviay

2 Juxm avebande nay avenabor, appnroc i xaraxmlic vere yeyo-
Yer wx tuot poror, anAa xey Toi¢ waparvywow, Philoft. Op. edit,
Olear. 1ib. 4. c. 45. To read the whole, muft faisfy every oneto whav
Dard fhifts the heathens were driven, when they Taid hold on the won-
dersafcribed to this man, in order to fuppert the cawle of polytheifne
and idolatry, in oppofition to the gofpel -of Chrift.

B



A PPENDTIX 579

who preached Jefus to be a God fqr fome few pro-
digies reparaac, and praifes their owngafonable judg-
ment, who efteemed Apollonius, notwithftanding
he had done 2 greater number of thefe things, not
a God, but 2 man acceptable to the{Gods.” Julian,
finally, in like manner acknowledged the truth of
fome miracles at leaft, however he difparaged them.
For fays be in one place, where he is {fpeaking of the
unbelief of Chrift’s brethren, as quoted by { Cyrill,
¢ Jefus, who commanded the winds, and walked on
¢ the fea, and caft out demons, and as you will have -
¢ it, made the heaven and the earth, (for none of
¢ his difciples prefumed to fay thefe things concerning
¢ him, except John alone, nor he clearly and explicite-
¢ ly, but let it be granted that he faid them,) could
¢ not change the purpofes of his friends and relations
¢ unto falvation.” And before ¥ this, ¢ Jefus having

¢ perfuaded the worft fort among you, is celebrated
¢ a few more than 300 years, having wrought no
¢ work through the time which he lived worthy to
¢ be reported, uplefs one think to heal the lame, and
¢ the blind, and to exorcife demoniacs, in the villages
¢ Bethfaida and Bethany, are among the greateft
¢ works.! And fhould it nat be of weight, that thefe

+ Eufeb. adv. Hieroclem, pp, 512, §13. who gives us his very
words. :

{ Lib, §. page 213.

* Ibid, p, 191. I fhall give the original here, as it is fhort, while
it is, at the fame time, decifive, ‘O 3 Inows wrarasas 7o Xxespisor
TOH Tap UUIY OMYUC WPOS TOIC TRIAKOSIOIS CHIAYTON WOMALETE], Gipn
yacaueros wap ov eln xporor spyor wder axonc &fior, e uw 7ig oreray
Tug xuAAVE Xy Tupnws iasasbay, xay Saipororrag spoprir v Bof
saida xy o Bubanx Tag Ropayc, Tor meyiser ey e,

Oo 2
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perfons * who profefledly wrote againft Chriftianity,
and would have been glad to have deftroyed its evi-
dences completely, inftead of denying roundly that
fuch things were done as the evangelifts fet forth,
have exprefled themfelves as they have done, though
they could be under no reftraints of fear from men?
for the two firft wrote before the eftablithment of
Chriftianity by Conftantine, by confequence, before
any books which might be ferviceable to their caufe
could have perifhed, through a deference to impe-
1ial decrees; yea, in times of violent perfecution t,
And Julian was himfelf the head of the Roman em-
pire.

Once more, though we have not relations of the
miracles and prodigies by Jewith and Gentile writ-
ers, perfifting {hll in enmity to our holy religion, as
indeed they could never be Tationally expected ; (for
what would it have been for them who were not
wrought on by the miracles and prodigies to em-
brace the gofpel to have entered into a detail of them,
but to have bore teftimony againft themfelves in
their rejection of it, and to have written a hiftory
to their own condemnation and confufion?) yet we

* I might alfo have obferved here, that Mahomet, who was al-
moft 300 years after Julian, attributes, in his Koran, miracles to Je-
fus, the fon of Mary, the apoftle of God. For, befides making him
fpeak to men in the cradle, he reprefents him to have formed of clay
the figure of a bird, and to have breathed therein, whereon it became
a bird; to have healed one blind from his birth, and a leper; to bave
raifed dead perfons; and to have caufed a table defcend from heaven
full of food. See Sale’s tranflation, chap. 3. page 4t. and chap, 5.
page 97, 98. and chap. 19. page 291. with the notes,

1 Origen adv. Celf. kb, 1, p. 5. and Laétant, Inft. §. 3.
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have the converfion of innumerable Jews and Gen-
tiles to Chriftianity, notwithftanding the ftrong dif-
fuafives they had from the prejudices of their edu-
cation, the importunities of their criminal paflions,
and the blandifhments of worldly wealth, honour,
and eafe, againft fuch a change: which fhould be a
very fatisfatory argument for the truth of the evan-
gelical accounts concerning them. This is a copious
fubject; but I muft be concife. Behold, then, multi- -
tudes of Jews trained up from their childhood in the
hopes of a Meffiah amidft great earthly pomp and
fplendor, who wonld fubdue the nations under them,
and enrich them with their treafures; in the belief
of the perpetual continuance of their law; in the
perfuafion of the uninterrupted confinement of the
moft valuable privileges to themfelves as the people
of God: and withal, ever accuftomed to a thowy
and laborious form of worfhip. Thefe, both in
Judea and in the countries of their difperfion, with-
in a fmall number of years, became profelytes to the
Chriftian religion, which declared Jefus to be the
Mefliah, though, after fpending his life quietly and
peaceably in the employment of an humble artificer,
or in the exercifes of a fpiritual inftru&or, he had
been crucified by their rulersas an evil doer ; which,
at the fame time, abrogated their ritual ordinances,
and laid open the favour of God and the felicity of
heaven, and other moft precious bleffings, to all men
without diftinction, upon the fame terms; and, fi-
nally, which introduced a mode of devotion moft ea-
{y, and fimple, and plain, unadorned with any degree
of that outward magnificence and gaudinefs upon
which they had fo fondly doted before, as in truth it
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is very apt to attract the admiration, and captivata
the affettion of the populace every where.—Behold
again, great numbers of Gentiles bred up from the
milk in a reverence far various idol deities, whem
they delineated under images of men, and beafts, and
birds, and fithes; or perhaps even in the denial of 3
Providence over the world, with a future ftate of re-
tribution ; educated, moreover, in an abhorrence of
the Jews, together with a fcornful difregard of all
their pretended revelations and prerogatives. Thefe,
in like manner, within- no long fucceflion of years,
came over to the Chriftian religion alfo, and ac-
knowledged the fame Jefus, though a Jew by ori-
ginal, and therefore of a nation hated and deipifed,
as a prophet from heaven, and the Saviour of the
human race; renounced the fervice of their countlefs
vain, and fictitious divinities, for the fervice of the
one true and living God, though a fervice deftitute
of all ufe of corporeal figures or material reprefenta-
tions, and of all that external pageantry with which
theirs had been accompanied ; received the doftrines
of a divine fuperintendency over human affairs now,
and of righteous recompences hereafter, even by the
generally exploded method of a refurrection of the
dead; and paid honour to the {criptures of the Old
Teftament as the oracles of God, of which the Jews
had been honoured by him ta be the guardians and
depofitaries, and in which the coming and circum-
ftances of the Chrift had been foretold. This new
religion, fo contrary to their moft rooted prepoflef-
fions, thofe different forts of people embraced, when
it was preached by men who had neither arms to
oonquer, nor power to awe, nor wealth to bribe, nor
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eloquence to perfuade them to undertake its profefs
fion, (for the preachers of it were themfelves illite-
rate, and poor, and feeble,) though it was oppofed by
the authority of the magiftrates, by the artifices and
intrigues of the priefts, by the learning and wifdom
of the philofophers and Rabbis, by the obloquy and,
reproach of bigots of all forts, and by their own vi-
tious appetites and affetions not' the leaft frenu-
oufly, upon which it brought a feverer and harder
reftraint than they had ever been under before.—And
what was the evidence upon which this religion, fo
oppofite to former notions, fo contrary to the luft$
of men, in the hands of inftruments fo weak and
defpicable, ¥o withitood hikewife at its firft appear-
ance by a moft frightful confederacy againtt it,
claimed mens faith and fubmiflion? Chiefly the mi-
racles and prodigies which had happened in honour
of Chrift, thefe having been at the beginning recit-
ed in more public or private addreffes by his friends,
and by four of them foon after (indeed by three of
them within thirty years of his crucifixion, or there~
abouts) committed to writing and made public, in
the language which of aHl others was then moft com-
menly undertood. But now, how can this mighty
revolution we fpeak of be accounted for, that Jews
and ‘Gentiles of all ranks in mmenfe multitudes,
frould relinquith and abandon their moft darling
and favourite, their mot confirmed and eftablith-
ed fentiments, together with al their peculiar nfages
and praitifes founded ¢hereon refpetively, in an age
" when fcience and liberal arts had made a very great

progrefs, and in places even the beft irftru&ed and
improved, as Jerufalem, Caefarea, Antioch, Thefla-
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lopica, Athens, Corinth, Ephefus, and Rome itielf;
to receive the gofpel of Chrift, by which they were
to be more controlled in their evil inclinations;
when, inftead of acquiring thereby any earthly ad-
vantage, they expofed themfelves to the hatred and
derifion of unbelieving neighbours, yea, to bonds,
banithment, ftripes, confifcation of fubffance, and e-

ven the deftruction of life itfelf, in thapes moft thock- *

ing and grievous? Surely it can never be accounted
for, that men made fuch a change, and, having
made it, continued in it, except by their having

looked on thefe miracles and prodigies upon which

Chriftianity bottomed its pretenfions to regard and.
veneration, as what had been really performed

and exhibited, in atteftation to the divine miffion of

its author. As, again, it can never be fuppofed, that
men would have eftecemed thefe extraordinary e<
vents to have happened, firft in the places where
they were recorded to have come to pafs but thir-
ty or forty years ago, and afterwards in places
more diftant, amidft fuch temptations to treat the
written narratives of them as forgeries and falthoods,
from antecedent miftakes early imbibed, from wic-
ked and corrupt paffions, and from fecular interefts
through the perfecutions which were raifed againft
Chriftianity, and throug)x the lofs of various profi-
table trades and eccupations that were fuperfeded

by it in proportion as it prevailed y apd amidit the

eafe and fpeed with which a fraud, had there been
any, might have been detected, whether perfons were
fituated in or near the country which was the fcene
of thefe tranfadtions, or in territories more remote,
as there was very free intercour{e and communicatior

A —



APPENTUDTIZX g8

between all parts of the empire, but efpecially thefe
more celebrated and more frequented parts where
the gofpel firft fpread, unlefs they had truly come
to pafs as they were reprefented. Indeed this fuc-
cefs of the gofpel, and propagation of our religion,
fo wide and extenfive, in fo fhort a fpace, i3 an
effett altogether inexplicable, in the circumftances
in which it was publithed, but upon the fuppofition
of the truth of the hiftory of the miracles and pro-
digies which the evangelifts have given us. For
who would now difcard the religious principles and
rites in which they have been nourithed up, and
adopt others in their room diametrically repugnant,
upon hiftories of wonders recorded to have been re-
cently done in this or any adjoining country, at the
application of perfons mean and contemned, with-
out any worldly inducement to incline to it, and a-
midft every. earthly motive to forbear it, if fuch
wonders were arrant fables? And if men would
not, in fuch a fituation, changc at prefent, why
fhould the thing be imagined to have been done fo
generally then? The fpeedy altcration in the world
itfelf, therefore, of which there are moft authentic
monumentsin the relations of heathen hiftorians, and
in the refcripts of heathen * princes and governors,
. 18 a ftrong proof of the truth of the miracles and
prodigies, notwithftanding the filence of Jewith and
Gentile writers, ftill remaining enemies to our re-
ligion, about them ; which is only a difficulty eafy to

® See Sueton. and Tacitus in the life of Nero. Plin. Epift. fib.
10, Epift. 97, and 98. Adrian’s refeript to Fundanus, Eufeb.' 4.

8. And compare even Celfus apud Origen, lib, 3. 10. Not to fpeak
of later times,

Pp
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be folved from a knowledge of human nature, with-
out faying, as Mr. Voltaire does in his ironical fcof-
fing manner, ¢ I fuppofe ¥ God would not allow
¢ fuch divine things thould be committed to writing
¢ by prophane hands.” Agreeably to this, well faid
an antient father, ¢ When our adverfaries 1 tell us
¢ miracles were not wrought, they wound themfelves
¢ (that is, hurt their own caufe) more exceedingly 3
¢ for it would thus be the greateft miracle, that all
¢ the world did run toward twelve poor and unlearn-
¢ ed men, being allured and caught by them.’

1t follows then, from this and other confiderati-
ons abevementioned, that the miracles and prodi-
gies ought to be counted worthy of all credit, tho”
we have the detail of them only from thofe who had

* In the fame way our author expreffes himfelf in his Philofophy
of Hiftory, chap. 19. page 98. After remarking the filence of all
the Egyptian, and all the Greek writers, about the plagues of Egype,
and the efcape of the Hebrews through the Red Sea, where the whole
army of their enemies were fwallowed up, ¢ God, doubtlefs, was un-

¢ willing that fo divine an hiftory fhould be tranfmitted to us by a- °

¢ ny prophane hand.” But we need not be furprized that the Egyp-
tians, who were 2 moft vain-glorious and proud nation, have omitted
to relate events fo difgraceful and humiliating to themfelves and to
their gods. Herodotus, again, who is by far the oldeft prophane writer
that gives us any account of the affairs of Egypt, travelled thither at
the diftance of more than 1000 years after thefe miracles happened.
And he himfelf owns ingenuonfly, that the Greeks had a very im-
perfe& knowledge of the things which befell that people, before Plam-
mitichus filled the throne there, which was no lefs than eight cen-
turies after the departure of the Ifraelites from the country. Lib.
2. C. 144. edit. Stephan. page 170, .

+ Eufeb. Demonftr. Evangel. lib. 3. To the fame purpofe Chry-
foltom, Hom. 4, in AQa, tom. 3. page 92, 93. and Auguilin de
Civit. Dei, 22, 8.
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hecome the difciples and followers of Jefus. Rely-
ing, therefore, on the hiftory, let us reft fatisfied of
Jefus’s divine miffion, endeavour to underftand that
fcheme of truth and duty which he hath taught the
world, and walk fuitably thereunto, in expeftation
of thefe glorious rewards which he hath promifed,
and which he hath affured he will return to beflow
upon all his fincere and faithful fervants.

FINTIS
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