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«CUM rerum a CHrRIsTO geftarum
«pulla fuperfit hiftoria fide digna,

« preter cas que a fan@iffimis viris, qui
“ Evangelxﬁz dicuntus, confcnpta funt;
« maximi eft momenti certo fcire a quibus,
“« & quo .cofg/ilw fcripta fint, tum etiam guo
o tempore in lucem fint editz; ne fides,
s q\uam iis habemus, temeraria credulitas
“ ari queat, aut levibus objeing-
“] is poffe labefa@ari.”

annxcx Harm. Evangel. Differt. tertia.



PR ETF A C E

ULD we truly difcover at what

time, for whofe ufe, and on what

occafion, the Gofpels were refpec-
tively written, we fhould doubtlefs be able,
not only to underfiand them more perfect-
ly, but alfo to read them with more pro-
fit, than we have the happinefs at prefent
to pretend to. For fuch a Difcovery, as
it would throw light on the difficult paffa-
ges, and <help us to reconcile the feeming
contradiCtions, which obftru@® our pro-
grefs in thefe facred ftudies; © would it
impart an additional luftre, force, and pro-
priety to the feveral arguments, which the
Scripture offers for the confirmation and
improvement of our Faith,

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

quence, then furely an E/fay which is made
A2 towards
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towards it may hope to meet with a candid
reception, though it thould not fucceed in
cvery refpe.

Tre following difquiﬁtioris, if they can
plead no other merit, may yet at leaft lay
claim to this—that they were formed with
2 good defign, and conducted with the ut-
meft impartiality, For the Author, hav-
ing no hypothefis to ferve, nor any other
end in yiew but the inveftigation of truth,
faffered himfelf to be carried a]ong as the
hde of e'ndencc bore hxm

G

'th; courfe of his enqmry, he follow-
Qﬁ biefly the light of Scripture ; and
where that failed, betook himfelf to the
prishitive Writers for farther inftruction.
Bot 44 thefe Wiiters differ widely in their
atcoftoss, he has only fo far adopted their
opinions, as they appear confarmable to the
facred hiftory, and confiftent with each
other—and even the teftimonies alledged
4re geacerally: to be looked upon &s no more
thea sollateral proofs of what hed.hegn de-
shuced before from the internal firu@ure of
the Gofpels.

o Tuis
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'THis is the method in which - he thought
proper to conduét his enquiry. The re-
fult of it he now humbly fubmits to the
judgment of the learned; who, as they
are alone able to pronounce on its merits,

will be the moft ready to pardon its de-
feQs.

Tue Author ‘may appear perhaps fin-
gqlar in his opinions; but he defires no
indulgence to any fingularitics that are
wrong. If he differs in fome points from
thofe who have written before him, it is
not, he prefumes, altogether without rea-
fon.

If he has affixed to fome of the Gofpc]s,
and parucularly to St. MATTHEW'S, an
carlier date than others have done, it was
becaufe the peculiaritics of this Gofpel,
in conjuntion with the cxrcumﬁanccs of
the Fewipb Church, evxdcntly pomt 10
fuch a periad,

| “Ir ‘he'has dnfpﬁced the c{nnmon order
of the'Gofpels, it wabéchufe 'He: fHund
4 that
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that order incompatible with their internal
chara&er, and contrary to the fentiment of
primitive antiquity.

Ir he afferts, that the later Evangelifts
perufed and tranfcribed the Writings of the
former, it is upon no other account, but
that he was forced to do it by the cvidence
of fa@. Andif he feems thereby, to have
deprived Religion of an argument which
it did not want, he has the fatisfaGion to
think,. that he has fupplied it with another,
hy that very means, of which it really ftood
in need.

Ir the plan here exhibited be juft in the
main—if it be right even with refpet to
the Perfons for whofe ufe the Gofpels were
more immediately written—then there is
a new field of Criticifm opened, where
the learned may ufefully employ their abi-
lities, in comparing the feveral Gofpels to-
gether, and raifing obfervations from that
comparative. View. -Some few fpecimens
of this fort, the Reader will find mfcrtod
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in the Notes. More could not conveniently
be added, though they fprung up thick in
the Author’s way. This fuperftru&ture he
leaves to others andto future time: his pre-~
fentconcern is for the goodnefs of the foun-
dation, which he intreats the public to exa-
mine with care, and to judge of with can-
dour and impartiality. Whatever is defec-
tive in it, he heartily withes to fee fuppli-
ed; and whatever is exceptionable, cor-
rc&ted. The whale aim of his refearches is
the acquiﬁtion of Truth, to which he is
ready to facrifice any of the fore-mentioned
opinions, whenever they are proved to be

falfc.
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[ 1]

OBSERVATIONS
ON THE

FOUR GOSPELS.

BECT. L
F we think fit to enquire — ¢ by whom
“ed' the ' Gofpels  were otiginally com-

o« ~we fhall find'thern afcribed by
alt the éecéfiaftical writers of antiquity to
tbc four perfons, whofé names they bear.
In this article the feveral authors perfeitly
agree and therefore may be depended up-
on with fafety. But if we enquire further—
« at what particular time or year, cither of
«* thefe Gofpels was pennied or publifhed”—
the accounts they have left us on thishead
are evidently too vague, confufed, and dif-
cordant, to lead us to any folid or certain
determination. Difcordant, however, as

B thefe
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thefe accounts are, it may not be improper
o colle® them together, and prefent them:

to the Reader’s view. And

I. WiTH regard to St. MaTTuHEW;
EvuseB1vUs intimates-[a}, and Tm:opmr-

ﬁon, that ns, about thc year of our Lord
XLI;

OTHERS [c] date the publication of it
about feven years later, viz. A.D. xLvi1,
AR ,

[AwD, Iungus [4}, b;m*s it fill lowdr
[ayﬂmz years, namely), tq the yess rxit,
For fo laig, it malt be, before the Apofes,
St. PETer and St. Pavy, preached the

[c]Hil!'Eed Iib. i, e 24.

[‘] u"‘l".' —_ l7p44 2 Eufyn\m —prr. ere Fro 'ru [
Hpril dradiduis. lhcmusﬁubﬁh_gd-” ofs an-
s afumpti in conas Cunists. Prefl Com. in MatTru,

_Ilexenaou.m Eccl. Iib. ii. 5. 45. Chyon. Alexand
Cav. Ht&.LIt. in MatTusmo.

(4] MATTulnua—Smptunm edidit Evlngdu, cam Psz-
Tavs & PAuLus Roms evangelixarent, & fundarent ecclefiam.
BaunHamChh.nLc. 1. & Buena. Hit. Ecel, lib. v. . B

1 _ Gofpel
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Gofpel together (if indeed they ever did
pteach the Bofpel together) at Reome [e].

~ II: WiTH regard to St. MaRrK,

fae fame Author relates [ £], that he
cortimitted His Gofpel to writing bme time
after the departure of the fore-mentioned
Apo&les which, if he means their de-
parture: from: Rome, might be about ‘the
year Lx1v; but if he means their dcpart-
ute out of this wotld, i. e. their deceafe,
then it could not be earlier than the clofe
of the year Lxvin. N

(¢] 6. Paws arvived at Rewe ie the year vx1, and conty-
pued sew years & prifongr there. It is a queflion whether we
are to refér the publication of St. MaTTHIW's Galpel to the

 degimmingy ox the éad of s perivd. Miry. inclines to the frf,
pud fappoles it to be puldifhed in Lx1 (Prolgg. N. 61—64).
We have taken the medium, rxn. But Dr. Lazpnaa

thinks, that Inangus fpeake of the fimd time thar S¢. Pave

was at Bome ; and theace concludes that S¢. Marvusw writ

his Gofpel in the year vx1v. Supploment to Crediduliny, vol, ¥,
, chap. 5.

{/] Poft horum exceflum, (Graee ifedw) Maincus difci-
pulus & interpres PeTri, & iplfe que & Pxrao stinuncia
erant, per {ripta mobis tradidit. Inzx. ubi fupras Vide etiam
ATnanAs, ad fin. Synopf. S. Script. et Hiszonyu, Catal,
Script, Eccl. voce Marc.

B 2 " Bur
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But THeopuYLACT [g]and EuTHY-
Mivus [4] both affert, that the Gofpel of
St. MARK was written about fen years af-
ter our Lord’s afcenfion, namely,  in the
year xL111 ; — which is agreeable to the
date affixed to the end of it in fome Greek
manufcnpts [].

I1L, WiTH refpect to St Luke,
Inxu;us informs us [£], that he digefted
into writing what St. PauL had preached
among. the Gentiles ; intimating. thereby,
that it was after that Apoftle had difpatch-
od a Confiderable part of his miniftry :—nay,
he' had difpatched indeed the far greater
pmof it, Before St. Luks engaged in this
work, if our author’s account be true. For,
(,conﬁdenng he ranks him after St. MARK,

Lg] T Mg Realyirste purid dbua fry v 15 Rprs b
Aoy evwygipe b “Pups. Evengelion fic. MAncus gof dices
axses gfowpti Qrifti Reme conferiptum of. Pref. Com. in
Marc. .
.. {£) See his teftimony produced at large in Laronze's Sup.
Mmant &cc. val. L. chap. vii. p. 179.

(7] Vide Miixv. & WiTsTan. ad finem Maunct.

(4] Lutas autem fefiator PavLs, quod ab illo predicabs-
tar Evasgelium, in libro condidit. Contra Here/: uli fopra. |

4 it
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it is evident he thought him to be a /azer
writer ; and confequently, that his Gofpel
could not be publithed fooner than the
year Lxv-—when the Apoftle of the Gen-
tiles had well nigh finithed his courfe. «

BuT THEOPHYLACT fays exprefsly [/],
that St. Luxe wrote his Gofpel within
Sifteen years after the afcenfion of CHR1sT;
that is, about theyear of our Lord xrvii;
which is the time fpecified in fome Greed
manufcripts [m].

IV, Wx'ru refpe& to St. Jonun,
TueopuyLAcT affures us [n], that he
penned his Gofpel zbirty-twe years after

[/] T} Ealyier puvs @aoes sxplilas, o5 n > aUTS T ®00i-

@, avTi ipainf, puve orlaidaa B i vis T8 Xord sradi-

I ovpygidse. Evangelinm cum omui diligentia conferipft, id
od (S proamive gjus declorat, pofl affampinm in cales Cuni-
STUM anno guints dacimo. Argument. in Evangel. fec. Lutan.
'RuTnyMive sfirms the famie. LARDNER's Supplemient Soc. vol.
L. chap. viii. p. 225.

[»] Vid. MiLL. & WersTEN. ad fin. Luc.

(7] 0 (ESalriher) owiyealn, & ﬂcfm' N rjoy TN
Ibﬂhv, pove rpansils Suo Fre T *% Xpry arardlance
Quod (fc. Evangeliom) &F exul in Patmo infula conforipfie pof
triginta duss anmos affemspti in cals Cunisti. Pref, Clll in
Joax,

B3 our
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our Lord's aleenlien; vig. i the year
LXV, '

Nicepuorus fays fe] that he wrote it
Jour years later; namely, in the year Lxix,
" Burt others affirm [ p] that hecompofcd
it in bis, wé age, and near the conclufion
of'tho fisft century ; that is, about thc yoar
of our Lord xcviil.

From thefo accopats, dchmd down
to us by the ancient Fathers, the only in~
ference we can draw with certajnty is, —
‘that, of all the Evangchfts, St. MarT-

'THEW, in their opinion {¢], wrote ficft ;

8t. MARK, nexts then St. Lyxe; and
batt of wll St. jonu though perhapc thc

Gofpc]s themfclves, carcfully examined,

155 unb. agivge Sygify rpusieer vy sugvypel, pera X
-thiﬁg&&m-ﬁhﬂnw! avedr
i S i Joa NSy awiam, gui prins fine foripts var-
.Mm pof srigiass fona CHRIATI afofioes anvw,
Mmmnml:urdfmhdudfuﬁi "Hidk. Bedl.
ib. i, ¢ 45, -

[A Tnsn. ml-hnf lib, iii. c. 1.-& 3. Eripuan. Her.
‘11.5\: Hunpwu Cat.Smpt.Ecd voce Joaw. Mur.
. . D 18: ed. Kustn .

{‘]_Ewu Hlﬂ Mllh w.c. z;

_may
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aay afford us reafon to doubt the exadmefs
of this order.

 WiTH regard to the Times, in which
the Gofpels are faid to have been publith-
ed, and which differ fo widely from each
other, it may be fufficient to obferve at
prefent, that the circumflances of things,
and the geceffities of the Church, feem to
plead in favour of the earieff, rather than
of the /ateff dates. For we can hardly
fuppofe, that the Church fhould be left, for
fo many years as thefe dates imply, with-
out any authentic account in writing of
fa@s fo hlghly important not only to its
edlﬁcatxon, but alfo to its very. being [r]-
And if we may ﬂepend on the te(hmony of
Evusesius, we find in reality it was not.
For he exprefsly affures us [], on the credit
.of antiquity, that 5t. Jonn, at the requeft of
the faithful, perufed and ratified the three
firlt Gofpels; and afterwards added his own,
as a proper Supplement to them, Whence it
s evident, that thofc Gofpels muft not only

{r) Vide Cugutcs Difirsasionem tertiam Harmon. Evangel,
fpbjonfiam,

{+] Hift. Eccl. lib. iii. ¢, e4.”

. B4 have
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have been publithed, but alfo received and
acknowledged by the world, long before
theick/e of the fr_-/l century [.;],

SECT. II.

ALL that has been hitherto advanced,
we have taken on the authority of the an-
cient Fathers; and they, ’tis to be feared,
fook it upon truft. The oldeft of them
colleCted the reports of their own times,
and fet them down for certain truths; and
thofé who followed, adopted their accounts,
with implicit reverence, ‘Thus, traditions
of ‘every fort, true or falﬂ: Paﬂ'ed on from
hand'to hdnd without examination, until
it was almoﬁ too late to examine them to
any purpofc.

Tuznn being, then, but little depend-
ance to be 1aid on thefe external proofs, .let

" [#) This i further confirmed by the frequent ‘afafiens to
thele Golpels, and the many gawatisss from them, which are
to be found in the apoffalical Fathers, Barwanas, CrzmanT,
snd Hanmas ;- whé are all fuppofed to have written about the

end of the firt century. Sco Lawonsa's Credibility &c.
yol. IL. Book i. ch, 1—4.

us
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us now fee whether any thing can be in-
ferred from the interng! confiru&ion of the
Gofpels themfelves, either for or.againf
the preceding articles.

WHEN the firf Evangelift had penned
his Gofpel, it is natural to conclude that it
was foon publithed and difperfed abroad
among the various affemblies of Chriftians;
who would be eager to obtain a #rxe¢ and
genuine account of the words and actions
of the Founder of their Religion, that is,
of thofe things, in which they had been
inftru@ed ; and upon which their faith was
founded.

Hence then we may further conclude,
that the feeond Evangelift was perfetly ac-
quainted with the writings of the fir/# : and
that the ¢4ird, when he wrote, perufed the
Gofpels of the other #wo; which he might
apply, in part, to his own ufe, making what
additions he thought proper. This we of-
fer at prefent only by way of fuppofition :
hereafter it may appear to have been real
falt.

BuT to clear our way to the proof of
this fad, it will be neceffary to determine,

among



Yo OpsERvATIONS o Sé&.II,

pemong other things, which of thefe facred
Hiftoriams is in reality to be accounted the
firft ;- which the fecond; and which the
tbird: for much depends upon this quettion.

WHEN the Apoftles, after their Mafer's
deceafe, hegan to open and difchasge their
commiffion ; it is well krown, that, sppre-
hending the Gentwes to have no concern in
the Chryflian Covenant, they preached the
Golpel to the Frws only [4].. Under shis
miftaken apprebenfion, -they continued at
leaft for the fpace of fmyan;’ and cons
Geuently, duting shat time, confined their
Jabours altogether to the limits of the Hoy
Dand [¥]. Nay, they confined them ia ge-
neral to 2 much narrower compafs. Fox

(] ABs 5. l9

. [*] Drx. Cave (Liv. q‘rhlp art, St Pey. § 11 P 44}
concludes from a pallage in Cramzns Avix, Stram. Hb. #,
that theApofties preached to mhttlvcyuu in and abent
Judes, for sevidve yems afier our Spviow's afcention —~and
&atmmﬁqmaqfhufpeudm Thep:ﬂ'agen-
fem:dtnuﬂm-—’lqﬁgvmslhmﬂlmdpﬂunwm,l .5
Yoy Yow fodl repont, dnd betiloh 16eGolpel; e foull ds. por-
dened; but after twelve wars go ye into all the aworld, thismove
may. provend they baze wot beard. v, Guan. Spicileg. Patr.
fec. i. p. 67. Arou.oums relates a trpdition to the fame pus-
pﬁ. Evers. Hift. Ecclﬂb vic 18,

they
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they feam to be all this while intirely taken
np in fptﬂl)g and fottling the Church at
Yerufalem [y); which, confidering the
weight of oppufing difficulties, sequired
indeed the conflant exgrtion of their joint
laburs.

Frowm thence they went out qccafional-
ly, one or more as it was thought requifite,
to canfirm the Chusches that were planted
by otbers in various parts of the country.
For the Churches eftablithed at a diftance
from Yersfolem, in the feveral diftricts of
the Holy Land and the countrics adjoining,
were otiginally founded, not by the Apofies,
bat by thofe imfhired Chriftian Converts,
who wete difperfed abroad on account of
the perfecution carried on by Savul [a]}
under the direction of the Sawbedrim. Thele
men Kid the foundation; dire@ed therein
by {epernatural influcnce, and aided by ex-

(7] It way of infinite confequence, that a Chriftian Church
thould be efiablithed at Yera/alew, the place where Chrifianity
- was firft preached ; otherwife the Gafpel would have been im-
mediately rejefted in mare difant places, 23 2 mere forgery —
sazble tomaingin it ground smong thole perfons, who wess
beft qualified to judge of its mevits,

{=z] A&ts viii, 4 == 13. 40, ’

traordinary
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traordipary powers. . But whatever . their
powers uad abiliticswere, yet the:dottrines
they preached: feain il to have wanted
the concurring aid 'of apoflolical’ teftimony
to advance them into Gofpel-Truths. Such
a teftimony therefore they obtained. For
two of the Apol'ﬂes are’ exprefsly faid to
have borne Wneﬁ to the truth of what had
been preached in 'the region of Samaria [a]:
nor is there any room to doubt, but that
othiers of them did‘the famé in other places.
BuT neverthelefs, ‘all that the Apoftles
é(heiv preached or confirmed, in thefe tliort
exdurfions, could only be the general Heads
of Chiiftianity; and not that perfolt Syftem
of Religion, which their Mafter had deli-
vered to'them. - Such oomplut inftry@ion
they could not impart in fo thort a time:
and if they had, how liable would it have
been;* as it-depended upon memory, to be
foon forgottcn! To guard therefore againft

[a]Aasnﬂ lh&c“NowwhtheAroﬂa » which were
“uTn/&.Mﬂhmumﬁe word of
« Gov, d\erfen’cﬁwlhm Peren and Jonw® &t.—*¢ And
« they; whets they had sgfifia? and preached the Word of the
“Lon,remrnedwj'enﬁh and preached the Gofpel in
“ plny villages of the Semaritans,” ¥ 25. "

. c
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many inconveniences which incvitably at-
tend oral Tradition, and to fix tbefe Churcher
ona ftable footing, it was evidently necef-
fary, that fome one or other of the Apofties
fhould deliver to them a written narrative
of their Mafter’s life and do&rine; which
might remain with them as an infallible
flandard of what they were to believe and
pradife. )

As the Yewifb-Convertsin Fudea ftood in
need of fuch an account, fo we find that
they were accordingly fupplied with it. For
it is the wnanimous opinion of antiquity,
« that St. MATTHEW wrote his Gofpel
¢ for the fervice of the Fewsin P&Ie/line [6]';
« with a view to confirm thofe who be-~
«¢ lieved, and to convert, if poffible, thofe
« who believed not.” The ftructure "and
genius of his Gofpel countenance and cors

(6] ‘0 @gvrmr £ yéyeanlas vinl ¥ wor) ke, Sripe N
"Atirorer Twu Xpurd, Matlain, iaddvnire asvs 1ot S 'fadaion
ps oyruones. 8. 7. A Prisoem fcilicet Evangelizm friptum ofi
MATTBZ0, priss quidem Publicans, pofise vere Apefivie Jnosv
Cun1evi, gui illad, Hebraico fermone conferipinm, Yudeis od -
dem cowverfs pablicavic. Onionn. apud Evssa. Hitt. Eocl.
&ib. vi. c. 25. Vide etism Hignowym: Com. in Marty.
Proem. & Tusorkrract, Proem. Com. in MaTT.

roborate
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roboghte this opinion; For he begis with
the gebealogy of ChrisT. froih’ ABRAZ
HAM [r}refers often to Fiwi/f coftorns—
relates the mofd of our Savieur's difeouifes
againft Yewi/b errours and fupesRitions[d]s
guekes the goeateft aumber of paffages from
shii | [fewsfh Sctiptuses ~- anfwers the molt
eanfiderible Fewyh objedtions ~ and fre~
quently makes ufe of the terms and plmfcs

of. Yo if% Thealogy.

[:] St. Mnrﬂuw. inmfdmtywkh tbejrwﬁcnﬁqn.
t&genalbgy of Crnrer according to his kgul de-
2 andl bringe it down fom Aseaiiaw; droighk Davm,
Ao ¥is tide W the hingdom of [éadi Vid, Cisgviose.
ol in IlA;r'rn
' ‘[ﬂ]}C\l xxiji. L4=33: Here St Mn"ralw fpeaks o
bmwﬁmuy‘& reproves their fuper&uona, a8 our
Swwiger Jid, ﬂnvlcw t0 corred them, “Aod St. Lwx,
wholbid 1 do with ferge Yous, Sollms the e meabod,
. 4a—ga, But S Manr, xii. 38—40. vili. 14. vii, g—7.
ﬁaﬁa ‘of tire Yran; wtd cheix varioas fupetfBtions ; and
feunliodo'itwithaviewwdﬁia‘nﬂ_thmﬁqmthe%fh:,
‘who viere édatinouty, the® ahjultly, fobked upon as s felt of
the Jouiw, st comprebended under chat denomination in the
inperinl olits - By fiewing in this manner that the Chriftians
condomned et Yiwih foperflitions and faltious tevets, St.

Mann siight hope & procure for them a more favourable treat-
mmamm

THESE
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. Tuxssg marks of its being primarily in~
tnded for the benefit of the Fews[e],
{tand,, as it were, on the furface of his Gof-
pel ; 3ad are obvious to every Reader, that
is tolerably acquainted with the origipal,
But, if we look a little decper, we (hall
find that it abounds with orber characters,
ftrongly expreffive of the fame defign. To
introduce you to the knowledge of thefe
chara&ers, it will be neceffary to obferve,
THAT, IN PENNING THEIR GOSPELS,
THE SACRED HISTORIANS HAD A CON-
STANT REGARD [f], As WELL To THE
CIRCUM§TANCES OF THE PERSONS, FOR
WHOSE Y§8 THEY WROTE; AS TO THEB
8EVERAL PARTICULARS OF CHRIST's
LIFE, WHICH THEY WERE THEN WRIT-

(¢) Among other inftrullions delivered by our Saviour w0
his Apoftles, St. MaTTHEW records the following—** Go noe
“ into the way of the Gratils, and into amy city of the Sama-
“ risans enter ye not.” ch. x. 5. Whether #hs be suy proof
or intimation that he wrote his Gofpel for the fake of the Feers,
and before the converfion of the Geatils, let others determine.
No fuch wo:dabowevcrmtobefounde:dmm&. Mazx's
or §t. Luxs’s Gofpel.

(/] Vide WareTxn. de Imerput Nov. Teft. Regul, 2
o, ii. p, 878=—883.

INGw:
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186 ().~ It was THis that regulated the
cbnduict of théir darration—that frequenily
detefmined them in theit choice of mate=
fisls—ind; when théy Had chofen, induced
tfxem cith¥t to ctntract or eh“large, as they
jodged expediest. In- fhott, it Was THIs
hat m@ﬁd fheir H:ﬁones, dand gnve ‘theni
thbir &fferent poburihgs.

~Now, if the-Gofpele’ weré thus model
kd, as I apptehehé they weére, to the ftate;

tcmper, and dd}ﬁﬁnon of thc times; in

mﬂ:ed’thh certain Cnm‘tnu, by- which
e ‘yrizy “judge of theif refpe@ive dates:
F “thofe timics, whofc tranfiQions- accord
:'the turn of the diftourfes related: in
the Gq/ftI-Hylorkf are, in all probebility,
he 1m7 tme: when the GosPELs were
wnttcn ,
- Ir we bnng St. M.u"rnnws to  this

teﬂ and mnnne it by the foregomg pnn-

[ﬂﬂ'tbeiungelﬁa had regatdéd only thé pardcatars of
Cnuisis Lile, they would doubeiefl have metiosed as matiy
as they could of his Difcourfes and Mirsces: But, notwith-
“gﬂwyhlﬁﬁ‘vlhy of mutetiate 10 makre & chbice
from; yet the three firft of them chiefly. infift on the very faste
ciple,
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ciple, it will manifeftly appear to have been
penned at a time, when the Church was
labouring under a heavy perfecution. For
it contains many obvious references to fuch
a ftate; and many dexterous applications
both to the injurious, and to the injured,
party.

As to the injured and perfecuted Cbrsf-
ians, the Evangelift informs them — that
their afflitions were no more than they
had been taught to expe@, and had pro-
nlifed to bear’ when they embraced the
Gofpel (4] —'that, however unreafonable
their fufferings might be, confidered as the
effe@s of the malice of their enemies, they
were yet ufeful and profitable to them-
felves, confidered as trials of theis faith and
fidelity [s'—that, though they were griev-
ous to be borne at prefent, yet they operat-
ed powerfully to their future joy [4] —that
a pufillanimous defertion of the Faith would
be fo far from bettering their ftate and con-
dition, that it would infallibly expofc them
to greater calamities, and cut ﬂnm oﬂ'from

(2] Ch. x, 21, 22. 34-—36 <h., xvl, 34.. . ’

[7) Ch. v. 11. ¢h. xxiv. 9--13 N .
- [4) Chiv. 4. 10=—12.

C the
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he hopes of Heaven [/] < that they were
ot, however, forbidden to ufe the lawful
neans of ' prefervation ; but even enjoined
o put them in praltice, whenever they
>ould do it with innocence [m] — that the
lue obfervance of the Chriftian precepts
vas an excellent method to appeafe the
wrath and fury of their enemies, and what
therefore they were obliged, in point of
prudence as well as duty, carefully to mind
ind attend to-[#] — that, if it fhould be
théir fate to fuffer marty?dom at laft for
theif ReligiOn, it was mﬁmtely better to
abntmue faithful to their 1mportant truft,

an, by any bafe compliance to incur b

Tplbafure, in whofe hands aré¢ the iffues
not unly of ths life, But alfo of tbar which
is fo com? [o0].

- “ON 'the’ other hand agam, to calm the
pimon $ of the enraged Yews, and win them
vét 'to thie profeflion of the Gofpel, he la-
bouts to Men and abate their prejudxccs,

TS 1 i T ‘)1

(Q%m&rmas.

[=] Cb. xi 16, 17,23

[-]Ch.v 3o.vi! lz. 54.-:7 . v, ljd—zd o
[#)Ch. xvi. 25—27. ch. x. 28, e
N "and
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and to engage them in the pradice of
meckaefs and eharity [ p]. To this end, he
lays before them the dignity and amiable-
nefs of a compaflionate, benevolent difpo-
fition [¢] ;—the natural good confequences
that are annexed to it here; and the di-
ftinguithed regard, which the Almighty
himfelf will pay to it hereafter []. ‘Then
he reminds them of the repeated punith-
ments, which Gop had inflited on their
fore-fathers for their cruel and barbarous
treatment of his Prophets, and aflures them
that a ftill more accumulated vengeance
wis referved for themfelves, if they obfti-
nately perfifted in the ways of cruelty [¢] s
For Gop, though patient and long-fuffer-
ing, was fure at laft to vindicate his ele&,
and to punith their oppreflors, unlefs they
repented, believed, and reformed, with the
dreadful rigour of a general deftruction {¢].

[ #) Ch. ix. 13:

(¢] Ch. v. 43—4¢8. ch. xviii. 23——35. and is particularly
illaftrated in all our Saviour's Miracles.

(#) Ch. v. 5, 7, 9. ch. x. 40—42. ch, xviii. 33—35. ch.
v. 21126, ch. xxv. 31—46.

(] Ch. xxiii. 27—39. ch. x. 14, 15.

{#] Ch. xxiv. 2, &c.

C 2 Tupse
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Tuese and fuch like arguments St.
MaTTuEw has inferted in the body of
his Gofpel, by way of comfort to the af-
flicted Chriftians, and as a warning to thofe
who opprefled and injured them. But
thefe arguments evidently refer to a ftate
of diftrefs and perfecution: And therefore
the Church muft be fuppofed to labour
under fuch a ftate when the Evangelift ad-
vanced and urged them. Now the greateft
perfecution ever raifed againft the Church,
while it confifted only of Fewib Converts,
‘was that, which was firlt begun by the
Sdwbedrim, and afterwards continued and
'condu@ed by Saur with implacable rage
and fury [#]. During thefe feverities,
which lafted in the whole about fix {x]
years, the members of the Chriftian Church
ftood in need of all the fupport, comfort,

(»] Eusksius calls it *“ the firft and moft grievous perfecu-
« tion.” Hift. Eecl. 1ib, ii. c. 1. and fo does St. Luxz, AQts
wiii. 1.
* [#] Namely till the third of CaL1ouz A, A.D. xxxix. or xt.
when the Fomos were too much alarmed about their svww affairs
to give any forther difturbance to the Cériffians. See Lanp-
‘Ner's Credibil. vol. 1. B.I. C.ii. § 13. * Then bad the
% Churches reft,” &c, AQts ix. 31.

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

‘TH1s opinion is not only conformable
to the circumftances of the time, and the
tenor of the Gofpel, but is alfo fupported
by ancient teftimony. For Cosmas of
Alexandria, who wrote in the beginning of
the fixth century, informs us[y], that a
pcrfcgunon being raifed on the death of
STepHEN, which obliged St. MATTHEW
to depart from Jfudea, the Believers entreat-

{7) Cosmz Topographia Chyiftiana, Jib. v. p. 245. Ap.
B. MonTrave. Nov, Colle&. PP, tom. i, Paris, 17¢6.

C3 cd



22 OBSERVATIONS on Se&. II,

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

Tue Author of the Imperfeli Work on
§t. MaTTHEW, formerly fuppofed to be
St. CHRYS0STOM, .feems to intimate the
fame thing [2].

From hence it appears to have been a
common notion, that St. MATTHEW wrote
his Gofpel before the end of that firft per-
fecution, which raged in Palefine after the
death of the Martyr STerHEN. He muft
therefore have written early. And if he
wrote {o early as the yéar xxxviii, the
fecond of CaLiGuLA, and the ffzh from
our Saviour's afcenfion, then it is cafy to
fee why he did not continue his Hiftory
beyond' that memorable event. Nor is it
lefo cvident, why he affixed no marks or
dates to any of the tranfactions he has re-
corded. They were ‘then recent, and toe
well known to ftand in need of fuch fpc-
cification.

(=] Vide Eruditi Commentar. in Evang. MaTTRE), iD-
certo Authore, Prolsgwm, qu'OpenCuuaorr ed, Comp-

:nehn
SECT.
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SECT. I

WHEN the partition-wall was broken
down, and the Gentiles had admittance in-
to the Chriftian Church; as they were
anxious to fhare in the privileges of the
Gofpcl, fo were they eager to learn the fe-
veral particulars of the MEssiau's life,
through whom thofe privileges were con-
vcyed to them. But, having no opportu-
nity of knowing CuRrisT perfonally, all
they could learn of him and his actions,
muft neceflarily be derived from the fcat-
tered informations of others. And though
we thould fuppofe, that they purfued their
cnqumes wijth care and diligence; yet they
would be able at laft, after all their pains,
to gain but a flight and 1mpcrfe& account
of the things 'Which had been tranfa&ed
by him. To Chriffians however, that is,
to themfelves now in their converted flate,
the knowledge of thefe things was of the
utmoft importance. But then, how was
fuch knowledge to be obtained ? Hiftorijes,
compiled from broken accounts and mper-

C 4 Jeit
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feét Traditions, were not to be trufted to.
One Hiftory indeed, I mean St. MAT-
THEW'S [4), they might with fafety de-
pend upon as far as it went. But that
Hlﬁory, being confefledly written for the
fake of the Fews, and confequently adapt-
ed to their peculiar cxrcurnﬁanccs, muft
neccﬂ'anly be defe@ive in feveral particu-
lars, which nearly ‘concerned the Gentiles.
And therefore it feems to.be hnghly cxpe-
dient, that fome infpired apoffolical perfon,
fuﬂicmntly acquainted with' all the tran(-
a&mhs of our Saviour's life, fhould deliver
fuqh a regular and autbentic account of
them, as might fatisfy the enquiries, and
fupply the wants of thelc Heathen Con-
vorts

Accon INGLY we arc informed, that
St. Luxe, a a perfon in all refpe@s quali-
fied for the work, wrote his Gofpel with
this defign ; and delivered it to the Gentile

[a]It houkd feem by what Evsanivs fhys (Hift. Eccl. Lib,
v, c. 10,) that aushentic Copics of §t. MaTrazw's Gofiel

were carried by the Apoftles into the feveral coantries, where
zbeywmuopmchltdmr gvnerlld.lfpc:ﬁon about the year

LY.
Chriftians.
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Chriftians [#], that they might both fee
and be convinced of the truth of thofe
things, in which they had been inftru&ted
by their Teachers [c].

WRriTING therefore to the Gentiles,
who were far remote from the fcene of
a&ion, and confequently ignorant of - Jew-
ith affairs, it was incumbent upon him,-in
order to accomplith what he had in view,
to trace the fubjet quite up to its fource,
and to proceed through the whole of our
Saviour’s miniftry in a circumftantial and
methodical order.

Hence it is—that he begins his Hifto-
ry with the birth of Jorn the Baptift [4],
as introdu@ory to that of CHRIST — that,
in the courfe of it, he mentions feveral par-
mulars [¢] omitted by St. MATTHEW —
and -that he is fo careful in fpecifying times
and places [ f], together with other cir-

(8] Teire Edalyiniér irn 76 xT Auxar, *3 vus 18 Maske ivas-
wipdper, Toix Ao P iy wewoinniva. Tertiom Evarglism off
illud fecundum Lucam, a PavLo landatum, & in gratiam Gen-
tilium cenferiptum. Or1GEN. Com. in MaTTH. tom. i. p. 203.
ed. Husr.

[c) Luxei. 3, 4.

(4] Ch.i. 5, &c.

{¢] Ch ii. 16, &e

[/] Ch. iii 1. 23, &¢.

[ cumftances
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cumftances of fa@s that were highly con-
ducive to the information of ftrangers;
tho’ they needed not to be recited to the
Fews,- who could eafily fupply them from
their own knowledge. Hence alfo it is
that he fets before them the genealogy.
of CurisT according to his natural de-
fcent [g] —and carries it up as high as
ADAM, in order to thew that he was that
Sced of the Woman, who was promifed
for the Redemption of the whole World [3].
And by the like references to-the ftate of
the ‘Gentiles, it is cafy to account for his
oihcr pccuha.ntxcs [4]).

[g] Ch. iii. 33 - 38.

[4] Thefe circumflances, which an ingenious Harmeeid
thmhlmpbcable on any other fuppofition than that of Se.
‘Luxs’s being the Firf Writer, appear now, [ prefome, very
oonfilent with the notion of bis being the §rvmd — and writ-
lngfor the infirpilion of the Gentile;.

(] Tho® St. Luxe wrote his Gofpel for the ufe of the Gen-
#ilb Churches, yet we are to obferve that thofe Churches had
matly members of Jrwvi® extralltion ; and therefore, in account-
ing for his mamm of writing, we moft attend to the flate of
thofe beliewing Feavs, a3 well as to that of the Genrils Converts.
It is for their fake — i. e, for the fake of the Ferws— that he
has produced fo many Prepbecies from the Old Teflament ; snd
repeated fo many Argaments that had been nrgtd befare ip fi-
mlarqfa bySt. MaTTHEwW.

4 With
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With regard to the general conftruétion
of his Gofpel, it feems to be formed very
nearly on the fame plan with that of St,
MATTHEW; as, indeed, the reafon of
things required it fhould. For if the ftate
and condition of the Gentile Converts was
fimilar to that of the Ffewsb, (and it is
well known that the former fuffered ' the
fame things from their own countrymen,
as the latter did from the F¥ews [£]) then
it was neceflary that St. LukE fhould ad-
juft the points of his Hiftory, as his Bro-
ther-Evangelit had done before, to the
circumftances of the perfons to whom he
wrote ; and fo modify his general inftru-
fons as to make thcm applicable to thofe
particular times. And we find, in fa&, that
he has fodone. For he abounds in appli-
cations {uitable to their condition; and di-
rets his arguments with great propriety
both to the fupport of the perfecuted
Chriftians [/], and to the converfion of their
obftinate and malicious Adverfarics [r]—

- . [A) 1 Thefl. ii. 14.
(/] Cb. vi. 20=23.xi. 4~12. 31, &< xviii, 28=30.

[=]) Ch. vi. 24~26. x. 12. xiii. 1—§. Xix. 41—44.
aof
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of whom the Jews refiding in the feveral
countries were ftill the chief [x].

Bu as the rage and envy of the Fews
fprang now from another caufe than that
which had moved their indignation before,
(for now they perfecuted the Gemtiles be-
caufe they laid claim to the privileges of
the Gofpel [¢]) fo it was neceflary, that the
Eva.ngehﬁ fhould attend to this particular
pomt, and prove their claim to be juft and
vahd

AGREEABLY thereunto he reminds the
j‘ﬂq.r — that, though they were formcrly
is chofen nation, and confequently enti-
d to his peculiar favours; yet Gop had

(s] Asd hence it is that the foope and tumn of St. Luxa’s ar-
guments. are in many places fo very fimilar w thofe of St. Mdy-
THEW. MEmphhhdﬁmdndeﬁgnm For if it was St.
MatTusw’s intention, among other things, to convert, if
pofible, the unbelieving Frw» who lived in Palfline; or to
ubate at leaft the fary and malice they bore to their Bretbren
wbohademhﬂmddlc Gofpel: So it was one partof St
Luxr’s intention to convert, if poffible, the unkelieving Jeus
who refided in difaxt Coastries ; - or to abate at leaft the rage
and violeoce, whick they exercifed towards the Gemtilas, and
thefs of their own Parfusfion, who had beliewed. There being
then fuch an affinity in their defigns, no wonder there is fuch
Jfmilarity in their methed and wrgusment.
(o] ASs xvii. §, 13. -
often
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often direCted his Prophets to confer thofe
bleflings on Strangers and Heatbens, of
which, by their ingratitude, the Fews had
rendered themfelves unworthy [ p] — that
this was the cafe with regard to the Gof-
pel, which, being ungratefully rejected by
them, was therefore preached to the more
obedient Gentiles [g]— that the hatred and
violence which they exprefled on that ac-
count was both unreafonable and inhu-
man [r] — that Gop, when he came to
vindicate his Ele&, would feverely punith
them for the injurious attempts they made
on his people, and the aggravated provoca-
tions they had offered to himfelf [s] — and
therefore that it behoved them to look to
the confequences, and ftrive to avert, by
faith and penitence, the grievous judge-
ments that were coming upon them [¢].
BuT fo prejudiced were the fews againft
the Gentiles, and fo averfe to their admif-
fion into the Chriftian Church, that they

[2#) Ch. iv. 25—27.
[¢) Ch. xx. g—16.
[r] Ch. xv. 11~32. fee Doppr1DGE On the place.
(s} Ch. xviii. 7, 8.
(r] Chap. xiii. 1—35. xxi. 5, &¢.
endea-
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endeavoured to degrade the charaer of
thofe who aflerted their claim, and quef-
tioned the authority by which it was fup-
ported [¥] They affirmed, that our Sa-
viour chofe no more than Twelkve Apoﬁ:les,
to whom he committed the care of his Re-
ligion—that they who undertook to preach
to tbe Gentiles were confequcntly but De-
puubs and inferior Minifters ; the truth of
whofe doftrines entircly depended on the
u.onfortmty they bore to what the others
taught — and therefore, that this grand,

fundamental do&rine of St. Pavir and
hiy A@ocxates muft needs be falfe, fince it

nted the feal of apoftolical authority.
w,xo obviate thefe objeions, St. Luke
informs them, that the Lord appointed
Seventy others (x], befides the Twelve, who
were particularly called Apofiles, to convey
the knowledge of his Religion to the world;
and .not only fo, but invefted them with
the fame authority —charged them with the
fame inftru&ions—and endowed them with
[s] A8s xiii. 45 —§3. “ Am1I not an Apoftle i* fays St.
Pavut (1 Cor. ia. 1.) to thofe who queftioned it; fec alfo Gnl

i andu.andtheCommMnthcreon

x —16.
Rk like
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like power of working miracles in proof
of their miflion, as he had done to their
brethren before: And confequently that
the Apoftles were not the fole commiffion-
ed Preachers of the Gofpel, tho’ they were
indeed the firft and principal.

AND as to the DocTRINE itfelf, it was
fo far, he affures them, from wanting the
fupport and evidence they fuppofed, that
it ftood on the higheft and beft-grounded
authority. For CurisT had plainly fore-
told them [y] that his Church would be
filled with the complying Gentiles, while
themfelves, who rejected his Gofpel, thould
judicially be reje@ed by him, and left to
perith in their fins and impenitence : —
and that all this was evident, not only
from the account which himfe!f now offer-
ed to the world, but alfo from the Gofpel
of St. MATTHEW [2], who was known

[#] Ch. xiii. 28—30. ch. xiv. 16—24.

{x] MATTH. XXi. 43. ch. xii. 18, z1. ch. xxiv. 14. It is
a great inflance of the wifdom of Providence, that St. Mar-
Tuew, who wrote fo very early, fhould give fuch frong inti-
mations of the talling of the Gentiles; otherwife it might
have been thought & crafty fcheme, invented by the Apoftles,
in revenge for the ill fuccels they met with among the Jews.

to
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to be an Apoftle, as well as an Evangelift :

and whofe Gofpel he had ftrongly recom-
mended to them — not by name -indeed,
but by a better, and more common me-
thod — that of quotmg and copying his
words [4].

Ir this affertion thould be thought to
ftand in need of proof, as in the opinfon of
many T fuppofe it will, the following Col-
lations may ferve to confirm it, at:the fame
time: that they illuftrate the obfervatxons
by which it was introduced.

EXAMPLE I
|MATTH. iil. 3. LUKE iii. {=6. ;
Qo Boi1G- b2 75 Our Beiil®- & 75
igipy “Evopdedls thd  tgiue’ ‘Erapdcdls the
3oy Kupis, Clulag o~ dov Kugsy, Llsiag xoi
are vas TeCus avrd.  ém Td; TSy asTd.
X. Te A.

[-]'I‘heBmgd:bofm refer to paflages in the Old Tefa-
-Hmhontmmgﬁebwhmwhchdlqmtobefound
And in lile manney, feveral paflages in the Gofpels are recom-
mended with a high degree of refpe by the Apofalical Fa-
&mmﬁout&cmd&ew

INn
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In this inftance, it is natural to expect
that both the Evangelifts hould perfeétly
agree, fince the whole is a quotation from
the Prophet Isaran [4]: But as this quo-
tation differs a little from the Greek Verfion
whence it was taken, it is not improbable,
that St. Luxke, in tranfcribing it, made the
fame alteration that he obferved §t. MaT=
THEW had done before — and then took
in the remainder of the Prophecy to thew
its accomhplithment in the admiffion of the
Gentiles into the Church of Curist. For
it plainly appeared at the time he wrote,
that ¢t all fleth was to fee the Salvation of

Gob,” and to partake of its ineftimable

leflings.

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

EXAMPLE IL
MATTH.ili.7—10. Luke ii. 7—9-
Pl»npaaixté‘rm, Tig l‘mp.a'& lxt&uv. Tig
e’«fnv upud ¢uym weanfu upsiv M
Y P pAAVes opytss  dom B pehuens ogys 5
’ [4] Ch. al. 3. .
D e~
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MATTHEW.
) l'!on;u’il o zueﬂ?'
i # pdwnir,
Kal i difils Abyer
& sauros, Talies exe-
Bp * "AGggap. Nyw
R ouir, o duia)) ¢
953;.; i T Aoy TiTow
tyfipas rinra T8 "ACpg-
ap.

Aoy 3 % v dfim

w5 T jc{av ¥ otdoav
miras  wae &y de vJeov
pq woidy uagtov xaAcy,

&“‘17‘3. m s wue
‘BG'M!D.

.. AxD agam,
VER. 11, 12,
Eyo & Baxlifs v-
pac &0 uz’.?c u; ;uu-
yuewr [¢). ¢ ) omice pu

PO, iauirds
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Luke.
Moncdls v ugtu‘c

a}ivc & pilaoias

Kai oy deydre Ailoo
& iaonic, Maries fxo-
O T "ACpasp. Alyw
B oud, i duba)) ¢

Ow; ox T Mlw TETON

| tytipas Towa 78 "Abeg-

au.

"Hoy 3 xgy 1 dfim
wooc B jidav T derdgen
xiraie Wiy oy ﬁraen
Y oy xapwer xadon
Cuxdxls)y ngy G -7'.
BiA. .

VER. 16, 17.
"Eyw . vdat)s ﬁdﬂf(a-
vpag.
i) 3 -
Tepls pu, ¥ w% Gk ixae

[t] St. MaTTusw infetos ol wrernar to remind the Jews

of the neceflity of Repentance :

the Gentiles ackaowiedged it,

whchmufuthemxﬂionmtheothncofpel

py



Se¢t. III; tbe Four GosPELS:

MATTHEW:

M8 i5iy, ¥ ue tigi ixa-
Vi 18 Candipale Pa-
sacar Avros vuas Ba-
wlicn & avlpd)s ayll
i e

O » ooy & 19
xMe avtd, %, 2gxala-
G T arava aurd, ¥,
(ordln + cinv airii &g
rls Ybynkw, 10 3 a-
xvov xa Md‘« wuqc

asCice.

35
Luke.

v Aocas 3 ipdija T

t'smsnfufrm wry [d].

Avng vpds Paxlicn &

avélpa)i dyip € wupis

Ov » wluor & 7§
xetef aunt, % 2jgxaba~
ya T drwia and, %
(uwate ¥ oinw g 7o
Smbixko airs, 73 &-
xvew xalaxasoe Wugs
arGis w.

». ST. LukE, in defcribing our Saviour’s

Temptations (iv. 1—17) had certainly his
eye on St. MATTHEW’S account of the
fame tranfadtion (iv. 1—11). For he fol-
lows it in general very clofe ; tho’ he found
himfelf obliged to make fome particular

alterations in the order [¢] and phrafeology
of it.
THE
[J] The variation here is owing to the different forms in
k the Proverb was exprefled among different nations.
- ‘This may be applied to other articles.
(¢] St. MATTHEW recites the Temptations sccording to
the order in whichthey were employed: And in this order,

Da confidering
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Tue fame may be faid of the Cyre of
the Leper, v. 12, &c. and various other ar-
txclcs, as appears by comparing the follow-

ing paffages,

in St. LukeE, with St. MATTH.
‘Ch. v. 12—14. Ch. viii. z— 4.
20—25. © o 1X, 2= 7.
27—38. 9g—17.
vi, I— 5. xii. 1— 8.
27, 28, 32. Ve 44, 46.*
AL 4z 3= 5
vii. 6— 9. vii. 8—10.%
| 32—35. xi. 16—1gq.
vili, g§—1I0. xiii, 313
ix. 16, 17. Xiv, Ig—zr.
18— 20, xvi. 13—18.
22—27. 21, 24—26, 28,
40 41 -xvii. 16, 17,

conﬁdcnng the natural temper of the Fews, they appear fo
rift progreflively in ktrenglh one above another. On differens
" gonple. they. miight operate with difirent poavers: And therefore
. St. Luks, to preferve the c/imax with regard to the Gawiks,
mxﬁn judge it neceflary to make the mfpoﬁuon we find he
bas. Vid, Warsraw. in loc

fome of the beft M8, come nearer dnplrlllelm than shey
are upmfent in the common priated copies. See Miit, and
Wrrrrqnl

lx. 47,
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Luxe. MATTHEW.
ix. 47, 48. xviii. 2, §.
xi. 9—13. vii. 7—I1.
1§—23. Xii. 24—30.
24—26. 43—45%-
29—32. 39—42.
. 34 38 vi. 22, 23.
xviiiv 1§—30. XiX. 1g3—29.
31—33. XXx. 17—19.
xix. 29—38, Xxi. I— g.
xx. 1— 8. 23—27.
9—19. 33—45-
21—138, xxii. 16—32.
xXi. 30—~33. XXiv. 32—35s.

‘ec, &c. where the marks of their being
trinfcribed, - the one from the other, are
often apparent to the flighteft infpecion,
‘and render it the more amazing, that the
learned DopwEeLL fhould prefume to ad-
vance (Difl I. in IREN. § 39.) that ¢ the
¢ later Evangelifts had no knowledge of
¢ what the former ones had written be-
s¢ fore them.”

BuT to convince the Reader of this
truth, without the trouble of collating the

' Gofpcls I thall lay before him two more
D3 Examples,
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OBsErvATIONS 0n Sed. III,

Examples, not inferted in the preceding

feries.

EXAMPLE I

MATT. vi. 2§33
A 15D Aeyw vpiv,
Ms pgsprars 7§ Yuxy
Lpaw; 7i Qayds % i
wigls pads 76 couds
_”"‘J', ' éa,av;nas‘l'
8% o Yuxd whsior
51 & 2o, % B oo
s ¥ Eodipual® 5
Eplridals [f] ds
ra wijma'§ deari, omi
3 ardiguow, $04 Seilu-
(v, ¥8 Qudysen g
dmbixes, % ¢ Ilahg

Luke xii. 22—31,

Al TED Upa Mye,
Mg usgspras 7§ Yuxd
vuer, T Qanyls pnde
'rg- sougl, 7 Cadbon-
.

‘H Juxn wreor 55y
= woduc, & B cipa F
&vua]®-.

Kalavojoals T8¢ o~
enxag, “¥xs
¥ arsigerw, ¥ Inily-
T, 05 IR s TauNoY,
438 Aonbyny, %, ¢ Oeg

[f) Qur Saviour, in his parsbolical Difcoucfes, often al-
Joded to things prtfentg and therefore St. MaTTHzw, writing
tothc]m.mmhum«leofupeﬁou and fays — Ep-
€alyels —  Behald, or look on, the birds of the sir.® Bat
the Gestiles were to make the reflexion for themfelves ; apd

:e St. Luxs, with great propriety, fabftitutes the word —
po‘luowa'!a—" Confider” — in its flead. '

[J
VA"
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MATTHEW.
i 3 iggn® [£]
WiPy asra” X upuek
parAy 2gDigils av-
> 1

Ti 355 ‘:I“:' fae-
Uty duwa’) weodde-
s I T jhiar avts
wixw tra ;

Kai wbl &dipd]©-
T/ pagsprate;

Kaapsbds 14 x¢jra
¥ i, wis asfdve
& wwi, 408 vibn Aslw
2 v, o7i ¥0% Toopir
& wday 1y dfy airs
ouldrilo, as v TéTar.

Ei % xoglo & does,
U’W e, g agior
sig xACoow Larripe-
v, ¢ O iTos duli-

39
Luke.
wiPn  aités®  Wioy
RaEANY upeis 2)aPieds

T aTenrdn ;

Tic 3 ¢ vuar ps-
Upray duva)) wpoctes-
vai 70 T nkiay aiTE
WU e

Ei & I13 ayse
Suvacte, 1i 7l T An-
T UEQARIETE }

Kalawrrals Ta x¢i-
Yo, wi; evfars’ ¥ x9-
wik, ¥ot yife Aiya 3
v, ¥8 Zelpdr &
waoy Ty KLy avTd we-
essoardlo, os w TéTAN.

Ei 3 7 xoglor & 78
dyed cipyw Ula, %
adpiov sig XA avoy ar-
Aolier, o Oug areg

(2] Davee o8 8 éind- St. Luxx exprefles by ©x-, for
a reafon 0o obvious to be mentioned : However, the fame
reafon will explain many other phrafeological differences of

the like nature.

D4

’
&vusie,



Lo
MAarTHuRW.
i”m’ s "’Un; F.;A-
Ao M; Mﬂma,

My @ 'ag_qminﬂl,
Ayoiles, Ti yuuﬂo;
k. wingdp, § 7 -
{‘?"Fﬁ; '

- TR radra u
sy Mm’u oJl R
Pl e ¢ iggn®-
on zg,@o THTaw 414»-
Ty
W“' -3 wpim &

aub ? 0(8’ 5 %‘

o' wind [5),

S TRt W’k «wfu..
OqﬂD vpu. :

OBsERVATIONS on Soi. HI,

. Luke,

apPiimmrs, wisy pak-

M Sy, ihayiisy
Kal s . {Yleiry

TS ‘P“‘)"ﬂ 00 7wl g

pi pifengilade.

- Taiva B ‘a'a'ﬂu e
Wy & wiopy ulyret
i 3 o Talip oiderims
29 vewom. .

< TInke (m,:} Ba-
cirngy T4 @y, £ rav-

va wdvja "‘9”"""3
"ll'o

-

g Wun—e'munghw
'Mﬁ!hﬂboﬁbdyliﬁmnmmm:om
thim, Vhisouintalesd o mecrflary piece of additions] castion.
hﬁ‘wh‘dmﬁhﬂldCaun :

EXAMPLE
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EXAMPLE IV,

MATTHEW Xi,
3—I1.
CZod o Bp®, 1
Trogor wpordonsiBp ;
Kai )'al'lngtwf 0 In-
o, ez ani, To-
el dxalyeiralslo-
dwvy & axdils X Brixis.
ToPaes drabrtrys:
s;r‘, x@Aoi eiwalEri, M-
) sl § o
QM axyuci, vxgos tyu-
‘UD % Wy Lalys-

Mden):

Kad paxdpog isw o

tar uy oxardandi &
‘.“"

Tsrar ) wogéopl-
yor, qefa']o o
Iqﬂc Aly«v Tolg a;vlwc

wei Toaws" Ti (Z9A-
8ds sic T pnpor Sara-
& ; xdAapor 'z ari-
pe (ardvipdpor ;

LukeE vii. 20,
22—28..

20 & 6 igd 0, 4
GW wgwlozayﬂu He
Kal Jomxplel; ¢ 'In-
s, axw alni;, Topd-
bvle; awalytirae’lodr-
& edde ¥ wesaals.
‘Ot TuPros dvabAi-
TYTs, WA SBwAlFe,
Mwpos xafapilon), xar
Poi dxsfyos, vexgos bysi
o), wlaxoi Lalyni-

).

Ka p’mw'euf; s o
tay pg (eavdanddy &
£p0i,

"Axnio]ay 3 T ay-
Ay Twcnsy, igfa?a Ad-
Yo Weos T8¢ txAvs Wl
lodws Ti s§sMArvfa-
Tecis T ipapw Sedoa-
Q5 u‘)\a;m Uz ari-
e Gerddon

AN



AS
MATTHEW,

AAra v Al
Bv; algamer & pa-
dacai. l;uch Wnr-
,&m. iy, 0. 74 pai-
donq O-en'tu & -mig
v ¥ ﬁﬂfgl\w.&m'u,

AN\G v qfqhﬁﬂl
irs preopirs 5 e,
Neym ipi, € wiovine-

tm'ru.

Q’f@ yag i wE)
¥ P""“.D I&, vyu

@RosiAAG T afyw' ,w

woe wprany, G, o
u'lcn&aa'u T oJu (s
turpedio Qu.
"Apli riys ".“"»

'm'eD & #nww-
awwp mt(m Ium: ']
Bu T 0
) pugoﬂg@w cr Ty ﬁa.—
ciein T degiy el
aitE 5w,

.

OBsERVATIONS on Sef. III:

Louke.

. "AAAa 7 ifgAdhals
ideiy; Grfgormor & para-
Wis ipalios Qi
vor 3 idy, & & ipaliTuy
Gadile % TPy Carde-
X015, & ni; Basirsiog
uhv

"ANAG Ti .fmxuaﬂ-
u’«r F 'eopqrb  vad,
Mya u;m, 6 OEloron-
e .'e'.‘P’t"-'-

R R mu 5
yefyﬂj IJa, tyaaxo-
silre T dyfirng I“
a'eo -agotmtu cH, GG
xdlacxdicu 3 dov ox
urpdi (v.

Avyw R vps, ’wgm
& )ermc ywaundiy % go-
pqrm Iuana vé Ba-
wlics ¥ s O 3
y.meoﬂe@- é 19 Basi-
Atiat 75 O, pt: {m '~
74 (51,

THE
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Tue ufe I would make of ‘thefe Colla~
lations at prefent, is only to thew, that St,
Luke, quoting thus largely from St,
MATTHEW, muft neceflarily have written
after him. But how long he wrote after
him, i. e. after the year xxxvi11, remains
to.be deduced from other confiderations.

Now it is evident, in the firft place,
from his addrefling it, as he does, to the
believing Gentiles, that St. Luke wrote his
Gofpel fomething later than the year xt,
when St. PETER preached to Corne-
L1us [7]. For until 2hat time the Gentiles
were univerfally fuppofed to have no title
to the Chriftian Covenant ; and therefore
could not properly be the™ object of fuch
an addrefs, And after they were admitted
into the Church by fome, yet, confidering
their claim was oppofed by otbers, it is
hardly to be jmagined, this Evangelift
would engage fo far in their favour, as to
draw up smmediately fuch a work for their
ufe, before the controverfy was finally de-
termined. This then, if it had any weight
with him, muft caufe him to fufpend his

(] AQs x. . .
intention
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intiintion of. writing, till:afterithe ‘celebrat.
ed - Gonncil. at jznyhlan whtch was held
ipgha.year ¥pax.’ - < it

1sBET be thig, of any. thmg dfe the reu~
1pg,. it is. m,ntukﬁ; Howewer, from his Pri-
Jage, that be pever fet about-the work till
fome confiderable time after the Cart angd
CaxveRsIoN .of the Gendilas. For ﬁA’NY,
bs aflures us (apd. thufe, it fhould feem,
Heathen Converts) had written Hefore him
on the fame fubje@ {£]. And if we reflel
how much tie it would take. them up
to, acquire. mformatlon—v to tolle@ their
matérials — to compofc their Hiftorics —
4ndito d;fpcr[c them ab:oad s=rrwe (hall bo.
farced to ackriowlege, that St. Luke, whe
fucceeded them, could fcarce begin to write
his Gofpel before the year fpecified above,

[ﬂ 'm Life of Cantit was fo auuzmgly woudcrfn]. tlut
Jhoﬁgﬂhuaonﬂndtbu be fenfibly affe@ted with the s¢-
«souaps they beapd of it fom the it Preachers of the Goipel,
Thele accounts thnffou they would paturally commit tq
wnung Hence the origin of thofe Hiflories to which St.
‘Luke l'dh’s Hlﬂnﬂ well known, it Thould feem, to Tue-
i%nnvs. hot Hiflories neverthelefs which he is anuoncq

Dok 10 depend apepr—becauic they were mmcmc. if dot fa-
Lalows, Evszs. Hift. Eccl, lib. iii. c. 24.

BesiDES,
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Besipes, from the time that the Gen-
tiles were admitted into the Church, he
wis b conftantly employed in the work
of the Miniftry, that hitherto he feems to
have had but little or no leifure for fuch
an undertaking : And thereforc we muft
look out for a feafon of repofe, which
might afford him a convenient opportunity
of performing it.

Now if we attend St. PauL in his
travels, (and St. LukE was his infeparable
companion [/]) we fhall find him, foon af-
ter this me, that is, about the end of the
year 111, pafling through Greece, or the
Region of Achaia; and then fettling at
Corinth, where he continued a year and fix
months [m]. In this time ot relaxation
from journeyings and fatigue, he wrote his
Fzrﬂ and Second Epiftles to the Thefalo-
nians, and ‘alfo that to the Galatians. And
while the Apoftle was engaged in thefc
works, it is not improbable, but St. LokE
‘was bufied in writing his Gofpel. The op-

portunity was favourable ; and his concern
a
(1) Ingw. lib.iil. €. 14.
[m] AQts xvii. 11,

for
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for the Church would naturally prompt
him to lay hold of it.

Ta1s may be reafonably fuppofed : But
we arc not obliged. to reft this point on 2
mere fuppofition. It ftands confirmed by
no meaner teftimony than that of St. Je-
RoM; who affirms, doubtlefs on the au-
thority of the Ancients, that ¢ St. Luke
“ wrote his Volume of the Gofpel in the
« Regions of Achaia and Bavotia [n]” i —
plainly referring to #4is journey of St. PAuL
through that part of Greece. And if it was
wmtun at this time, under the care and in-
" fpe&non of St: Pauy, and delivered to the
Corintbians with his approbation, it was
not, without peculiar propriety (efpecially
in writing to tbem ) that he afterwards ftiles

St. LU‘xz, ~its Auathor, ¢ the Brother,
i

. [ Lucu,-bcn;u lans in Evangelio, qui & iple difipulus
Apofoli Pavry, in Schile Baotieque pantibus volumen con.

didit, qundam altius répetens. Proam. in Comment. fupir M-

TaauM. Griaor. Nazaw. fecms_to intimate the fame,
tom. 1. Omat. xxv. p. 438. ed. Paris. 1630. Vide GnoTu1
‘Proleg. it Luc. Evangel. and Cava’s Lives of the Apoftles,
P 181. Art. 8¢, Luxs, § 4. Lanoxes's Supplemmnr &¢. vol. L.
dap. viii. p. 268, &c.

¢ whofe
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« whofe praife is in the Gofpel,” 2 Cor.
viii. 18. [o].

AND as he was mow concerned to re-
commend the Autbor, fo had he taken oc-
cafion before to recommend his Ggfpe/ to
them; or rather to awaken them to an at-
tentive pcfufal of it. For, finding it necef-
fary to reprove the Corinthians with regard
to their behaviour at the Lord’s Supper, he
labours to convince them of the heinouf-
nefs of their condud, by fhewing its un-
fuitablenefs to the nature and end of that
folemn inftitution. But when he comes to
explain the inftitution itfelf, tho’ he ac~
quired the knowledge of it by immediate
Revelation; yet, it is very remarkable, that
he exprefies himfelf in the words of St.
LuUKkE:

LuxkEe xxii. 19, 20. 1 CoR.xi. 23— 25.

Kal Aalav @,  "Erabo ddw, xal
Lxapsicas  ixracs, Lxapeivas xhaes, %
xal Wuney avrol;, M-  exs AdCils, Qayils®e
yor Tin i » (4- Tin pe isi » (opa,

[#] See the Comentators o the place. *

* Similar to St. MATT. XXvi. 26.

pz
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pa py, » Jri{ updin

Ju’u&ad' TR WOATS

g T ik un'pnn
“Dowires % B wo

fygmp,,uama-m,'

Aufu Tx-u'n rﬂqgwb
9 xm J’mﬁq ér Ta
J{uﬁt 2% » vﬂg uluv

OrservATions s Se@. HI

't Cor;

W Uxig Umaw xAwue-
vor [ p). 7% awouive sig
%' .‘ﬁw g’dlplq‘flv;

‘Qoaires § B wis
oy, (5 B duzmicdiy
Mo Tenn ro?qem,
5 xawy dabixy s &
Ty e aipﬂor Tén wors

oqu;&oar.

9 - p
NTE. %. T. Ao

mtending, it fhould feem, by this quota-
tion, to make thiem fehfible, that, though
they unght plead:-the frailty of their me-
thory in-excufe’ of their forgeefolnefs of
what bimfelf had delivered on this fubjest
by word of meuthi; they were, neverthe-
lefs, extremely culpable in not attending
to the information of the Gofpe/ they had
theén in their hands; which, ‘if duly re-
gerded, -would have cffe@ually reftrained
!hm from {imbh infamous proceedings.

t}St. Lusa, l'll'smg ® Canisr’s raal body, then 16 be

et ap, Gys Mileers St Pavi, referfify th s’ faraines-
dhdy.onhebul.lﬁthwdm‘mn And both with

fingular propriety.
© IrF
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Ir thi¢ be allowéd, and St. Pavr had
actdally an eye to St. Luke, in the paf-
fage here cited, we have then a pretty clear
proof that his Gofpel was written before
the Firf Epiftle to the Corintbians — that
is, before the year tvir; and thence con-
clude, that we cannot be far diftant from
the truth in fixing the date of its firft pub-
hcation to the year L111; the thirteenth of
Ciavuprus:

SECT. 1IV.

A9 the Gofpel met with fo much op-
Pofition; ‘it became the duty of the firft
Evangelifts, in order to faeilitate its way
in the world, to secommodate their ac-
counts to the temper of the times, and re-
inove the impediments that obftru@ed its
progrefs. In confequence of this, they were
unavoidably led, in the courfe of their nar-
ration, not only to confirm the truth of the
do&rine they meant to eftablith,—but alfo
to confute the cavils, — corre& the opi-
nions, — and reform the pratices, of thofe
who oppofed it. Hence their Hiftories be-

E came
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came, in the detail, more complex and va-
rious than we have reafon to think they
would otherw1fc have beep ; —contammg
refcrences to cuftoms and tenets, which,
but for the particular dxfpoﬁtxon of the
times, would in all probability have had
no place in them,

But when the Chriftian Religion had
ga.med ground and the controverfics that
difturbed it were tolerably fettled, it is in
no wife unnatural to fuppofe, that fome of
its moft faithful and ferious Profeflors
might with to fec the Gofpel exhibited in
a more fimple form: and, without any
particular confideration to Few or Gentile,
delivered in a manner fuitable to the con-
dition of the world at large |

"AGREEABLY to this fuppofition, we
are told, that the Chn&mn Converts at
Rome rcqucfted St. M.utx, with great ear-
neftnefs, to write fuch a Hiftory for their
ufe and inftru@ion [¢]. 1 fay fuch a Hifto-

(g) Torirs ¥ inirapdo vais ¥ dugeaver vi Tlires alprelay
wokiias Pify®y-os e T3 ucawal imarwis iy apades axon,
ue 8 1y Symdy T Siv wepiaual® MacaaNa. Tapaaricios
3 earrelais Maenor, § vi Boalyinior Pipllas, anéruber bra Mirew
Nwagioas, o5 & ») dia ygadic swipma vis il Myw ewealibels
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ry. For the Gofpel he wrote ‘dt their re-
queft is evidently a fimple and compendi-
ous narrative [r], divefted of almott all pe=
culiarities, and accommodated to general

ufe. In compiling this narrative, he had
but little more to do, it feems, than to

abridge the Gofpels which lay before him—
varying 'fome expreffions, and inferting
fome additions, as occafion required. That

t. Mark followed this plah, no one can

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

ows avrei; sallahsidu ddaosaNias. uw wgorigir 71 adnivai n xar-
spyieade 3 &d¢a, x) vasre aiviug Fpidas s 18 Anpouiy KD
Mdezow Evalourle yoa@ic. Tantis autem pietatis Sulgor emicuit
in suntibhs cornm, gui (Rome) PaTRUM axditrant, wt parum
baberent foml audiffe, mec contents effent caleftis verbi dofirinain
vivd wee, mullis traditam [eriptis, accepiffe; fed Marcum,
PaTri comitem, cujus jom extat Evangelium, multis precibus ora-
“rent, ut deflrine illiss, qguam anditu acceperant, [iriptym aliqurm
commentarism apud fo relisqueret.  Nec prins deflitersat, gquatn
Bominem expugnaffent ; quomods canfa fuerunt cur firiberetnr Exvan-

gelfum, guod Marc dicitur, CLem. Avgx. apud Eusgs. Hitt,
Eeel, L ii. c. 15.

‘{r] Marcvs difcipulus & interpres PaTr1, juxta quod Pe-
TAUM referentem audierat, rogatus Rome a fratribus breve
feripGe Evangelium. Hizronyw. Catal. Script. Ecclef. voce

-Manc. -Propter hoc & compendiofam & przcurrentem an-
sunciationem fecit. Ingw, lib. iii. c. xi.

E 2 copies
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copies largely from both : and takes either
the one or the other almoft perpetually for
his guide. The order indeed is his own,
and is very clofe and well conne&ted, In
his account of fa@s he is alfo clear, exadt,

and critical ; and the more fo perhaps, as

he wrote it for the perufal of a learned and
critical people. For he feems to proceed
with great caution, and to be folicitous that
his Gofpel fhould ftand clear of all objeét-
ions. But to confider it more particularly.

. Tue Exordium is fomewhat fingular.

For whilft the former Evangelifts defcribe
oor Saviour as * the Son of Man,” St.

Marg ftiles him in exprefs terms ¢ the
¢« Son of Gob [s] :—A title the moft like-
ly, as being the moft augeft, to engage the
attention and obedience of the Romans,
thofe Lords of the Easth, to the Religion
that was promulged by him. In defcribing
this Religion, St. MARK has brought to-
gether fo many of our Saviour’s Difcourfes
and Miracles, s mighs ferve to exhibit a
general view of his chara@er; and fhew
the world, at the fame time, what kind of

[Ch. i1,
principles
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principles they were concerned to embrace,
and what courfe of life they were bound
to lead, who profefled themfelves his Fol-
lowers and Difciples. This fully anfwered
the end of his defign. Butas the things he
records to this purpofe are chiefly taken
from the other Evangelifts, fo it is to be
obferved that they are often exprefled in
their very words; which confirms the ac-
count we have before given of him. How
much he is indebted to St. MATTHEW,
will appear in fome-meafure from the fol-
Jowing Collations ;

EXAMPLE L
MARK iv. 1—9, MATTH. xiii. 1 —g.

"Hekdlo dilarsey xa- "Exdblo wa-
e ¥ Yaraorar &, (- ¢4+ Jdraovar & (uv-
vl woos avnw 1A+  nxfnoar 7 gog aw Wy O As%
WG, Gise ey - WoMOL, G5 ATy tig B
Cavla tic » whoiw, xal- wAoiov tuSarim xaly k-
7X & 75 Jardory” ¥ %
was ¢ ixAG woss Tl wac o azA@n oM 7+ ai-
SdAaosar Fa © yig w.  yiehoy eishue.

Kl $idarse aores
_G.“ M’M‘ 79’\3\’

innym,

18,

Kai t\d\qre aonie
moAAS Cr DD@ooNS,

"?7 T 105,



1
MARK.
194, s¢irbla 0 arui-
ger ¥ arvipau
Kai ¢fiflo & g

avsiga, P (7] & txee .

g ¥ idor, &) e 7a
waw“\ :“" o‘.
xatiQay® diw.

[
o

3 trow &

\ -~ b4 »
B WK, 0¥ XX

fixe ylo woarbs, ¥
i faritars, - 2lg
= w e Bab®- yic:
iy ) ]G,
Cravpalicy, %, alg »
PR &xo pilas, sEnegrbn.
Kai @\ erece sig
Td¢ andrfas’ & ariGy-
car ai dxardas, &, Cus-
i¥wiar aim, %, ueriv
o sdame’

1

©OBSERVATIONS on Se&. IV,

MATTHEW.

104, s¢nnde & arei-
gy & areipeny

Kai cr g
arsigery aumiv, & {2 Exeos
o%g * odor, € A0 72
wilea %
xatiQayw aird.

"AMa ) ixsow IR
T8 Wergadn, oxE C¥%
un yh) woabo, 7_1;
Ll sfartrads, -2lg
» p iy BalB i

INig 3§ dvaleirar|@»
craopdlidn, %, 2)g n
pn xet pilar, sinpgrdy.

"AMS J ixww JX
1a; axdrias € aily-
cay ai axcofau, %, dxi-

svfa avra.

(#] St. Manx, tho® he copies the wards of St. MaTTHIW,

yet pots them in the fingular number in conformity to St.

Luxs viii, 4, &c.

[#] Té dpms is wanting in fame of the beft M vid. MiLL.

& Wataten. in loc. which rendery the two Evangelifts ill
. more copfornmble to each other. < T

Kad
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MaRrk.
Kl are emsce ois
* ylo 3 xaNw. g
03 xapxor dyaairor-
Ta § asfdrala, %, e
gﬂ,‘ v '!gl;uﬂa, 1!; W
5o, € & ixdlovx].
K« Ay alni, ‘O

§5
MATTHEW.
"AMa 3§ e e
T ylo v warl xg

tJide aprw,

i 2 imalir, 6

i&{aﬂg, ¢ 9 Tesaxor]a.
o5 4 o

sy dra dxEny, dxs- Eyw Tz dxgew, cxe-

L4 4
e, ETa,

AND fo again in the explanation of this
Parable, ver. 15—20, he had evidently his
eye all alongon St. MATTHEW, ver. 19—
23, till he comes to the conclufion, ver. 21,
22, 2§ ; where he makes a tranfition to the
Gofpel of St. Luke, ch. viii. 16—18.

EXAMPLE II,

MARK xiv. 26—46. MATTHEW xxvi.
30—j50.
Kai vuricarjes - Kai vumoarlss 4£-
Mo sic 7 5g@ T 4~ WAl dis » 9@ T -
Asudr. Aauay.

[x] St. Mask here inverts the words of St. MaTTHRW,
in order o form the c/imexr; which is one inflance, among
many others, of the great regard he had to his language.

E 4 Kas
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Mazk,

Kal Asyw wimiy o
‘Incd, ows wdvjes (rar-
S oot by
TH YTi TAOTY" OT8 Y6
yessla, Tarale T
wodia, 3 alprogri-
&hiov)) 7a wﬁ&ﬂa[]].

AS 4 B byl
vai us, wpoale | upds

gis T Faraiar.

0 3 l'ﬁtg@» Py
wTd, Kai o
wdig Cm&wwq-
vty BAX i by,

Kai Myn avre 6 Ir=
ﬂm AMﬂ Aiys (os,
i cipsg 0 7 el
racry, wepr 4 dis [8]
shﬂ” Mrat, 10;
“ﬁm pe

OBsgrvATIONG o S¢&.1IV,

MATTHEW.

Tire Miyy awnis o
Iwi'c.ﬂéﬂuu'#ﬁf&m-
daidhigscde & il &g
79 s rairy yilegr)
® Naafe T woydpa,
3 propridin) 14
wyosCala & welums.

Mera 3 5 imghvaf
pe, wgedfe dpds sis T
TCaNhaigy.

"Awongsleic 3 ¢ THi-

%@ dre aivé, Ei €

il Cuambersion)
o C"): Wy UM C'C"
M&mpa

YEQy air§ ¢ ‘Fyods,
Apls’ Aeyw (o, i1i &y
Tavry 1§ o, wepr a-
dickes Quuicas, rejs
dxagriey .

03

[J]SoneMElddmmtpxmdnspha asltumS(.
MatTuaw. ndeMu.l. & WireTan, -

(=] As e Fru, in the enumeration of the times of the
‘d;h.nnkmonly ofaucock-avwmg. which compre-

henJ«l
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MARK.

‘o 3 cx wtioss enls
paArey, ‘Edy ps ey
CM#OOGU&U C’h ¥ f‘"'
Cl 614{'!70;4& Qo=
a-mcﬁ %, wang tAs-
yov.

. Kad 'c_'gxqu sic xa-
i, & » oropa Telon-

’ \

pan.
Al nic pabylasg wnt,
Kalicals ads, 15 wpor=
.

Kal aDghapldom 3
Nirge 3, F Tdeaier
Ludwlo psf’ iari

(3 7Y ¢ TRUT

§7
MaTTHEW,
Atles aumd é Iirp@~,
Kdv Jey ps ous’ gos
Ymlaresy, & uy o8 aw-
apRaopan  ‘Quoiw; 3
xgy warss o pabyrad
emor.

Tors sgxe) por’ av=
oy ¢ Inedg sig xogior
Asyédpor Teloypans’ %
2ilu nig paldlai;, Kab-
irdls aunf, Sug & dwen-
(Y wew‘z'fapau Cati.

Ka G%}MCW
Iirgew, % 74 dio g
ZeGudaiy,

bended the third watch; fo St. MATTusW, to give them o
clear information that Prrea would deny his Mafler hricy
bgforeﬂmutbemnmg.neededmlytoﬁy,thathewould
do it ¢ before the cock crew.” But the Romaws, reckoning
bynukmmgof&emk—theﬁr&ofwhth was aboot
Midnight, and the fecond at Téree — flood in need of a mare
particular defignation: And therefore St. Mirx, to denote
the fame hour o thes, was obliged to fay — * before the cock
* qgow twice.” — JuvenaL ules cxaftly the fyme phrale, to

fpecify the fame hour
. % Quod tamen ad cantum galli facit ipfe szcunoi,
% Proximus ante diem cagpo feigt.” —  Sat. ix. 107.

S #sfalo
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MaARk.

wekdlo O~9~#¢~'ﬁ.§ %
ddypovsiy.

Kad Atyss asmis, Ie-
gromis isw i Jxd pu
s Jardry- psivals &de

%, 0Tyogdiss.
Kai wposnfay p.meov,

trow I 3 o, €
woorjuyile, iva, & dva-
W s, wapiMy an

e ™ g o

wry § Geg®

. Km} Dy, 'ACCE ¢
ncﬂl]'e. wdila dudala
oo wuemfu » @on-
s mr, qw TED AN
¥ 1 e Sioe, ard
¥ av.

Kai 3{3‘0 %, pirnu
wres sabdidwlag, %
Xeyw v¢ Tlirpw, Tipon,
nadddng;_cin igguoas

piar e Rrysgivas ;

I‘mogmc g‘, wpeo-
ﬂxug'n, e o sigiA-

OBSERVATIONS on Se&.1V.

. MATTHEW.
ngfale Améidy § dor-
povsiv.

_ Tore Ml amiy, e-
esAvmdc S50 g Juyy e
o5 Qwdrg' peivale &de
€ oenlopire pdl’ .

" Kaiwpoerar y.ueav,
irwo I wpcamw

any, wporduyip@r.

Kai Atyar, Idrep
pe, 6 Swdlor i1, wag-
\itw dx’ 1 » wo-
T T WAL Ky
o tyw JiAw, ald’ &

’-
ov.

Kai toxs]) weos 7as
paldlas, € Loirnn ai-
T nalddoilag, %, Atlei
¢ Mirew, Ourag oo

iguaals piav degr 9en-

yogncas per Sk 5
'l"eqyogun n.?, wgor-
Ly, e py sicir-
Oxls
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MaARk.
Ofls g wagacuw. »
B wvius wpolupor, 4
) a‘a‘ef aFans.
 Kai wazr axtrfuy
veonﬂfaﬂa, T alny Ao-
you sixav,

Kai (zmvsprlas e~
gor drq‘; wary xald-
dolas soeav B o op-
arpos avray xalaba-
emo'pm:, X To A

St. Mark omits our Sa-
viour’s third Prayer, as being
_the fame with the forswer; and
only mentions his 1bird Returs.

Kai ;e‘xa . Tesm,
a_!‘, Aeyes awniG Kald-
3 » Nemdy % aa-
wasscts [4] ;
axixu, Mo 9 .c'n'e,;'
i35, oDgdids]) o gos &
avfpums sig Tas e
T apaglarar.

GosPELS.

59

MATTHEW,

Oile eic wupgopw. w
B wvibpa wpobupm, 1
) caef aForg.

M Cx dlregs am-
20wy weoa'nﬁgcﬂo, Ab-
yav, Narep pg, %.7. A

Kai Ay ﬁet'ua
asryss wahw xaldLdov-
G Toay R avray of
oPbaruo; ﬂeCa@,uﬂJas.

Kai aes avtes, dn-
My warw, #gaa'qu'faa-
To Ck TeATH, T avmy
Aoyoy iy,

Tors egxe)) @pos 76
pabras aitd, % Atys
avroig, Kabdldt)s » Aai-
wov X,-drazavicds [a];
ids, nylmw 4 dpge € ¢
yos § dvfpame aDxdi-
do]) sis xriggs apagiv-
Awy. '

(4] SoI venture to point the fentence —and to read inter-
rogatively — ¢ Do you /i) fleep, and take your ret?” This
makes the fenfe perfed, and confiftent with what follows.

"Eyti=



6o
MaARrk.

"Eysipeds, ayady
i%% o Madidis pe y-
yixe.

Kai Glsag, $rs and
MAHIG  @Dgyin)
"1das, s o T dwimka,
§ per’ wind oxAQ we-
Mg 5 paxasgd % Fi-
A, 6Dg T dpxuptar
%, T yegppdliov € F

wpeiigen

Mww 5 e’e}&-

N woTSr CUaryuer ac-
wi hyu, Or dy
Pioa, avres t5s° xpas
vieels avter, % dwa-
;-érﬂ-_ arPadax.

- Kai W\0av, dltag
wprtiier wnl u-yn,
‘PalSi, paCCn ;, nal-
Jr-y; PO

0i 3 uxi C
auvror Ta; YLiegs GUTE, -

X, Cregrarar avror.

OBSERVATIONS on Se&. IV,

MATTHBW.

Eyeigide, dyuly
104 nyline o @gdidds
pe.

Kai s avry Aalyv-
@, ids, 'lédag ds F

wdica Ads,

a_?, pu' avti ox O xq-
M ¢ paaigdy § Ei-
A, 2m T dgxupim ]

wpolitoyr § Aai.

'O 3 waae’t-.
s admy (daxer avrefs
onpciar, Atlam, “Or dy
PiMicw, avToq 55" Kea=
Tigals auTe.

Kai dliag
wgoreafor o Ined, ary,
Xaigs, PG 75 xasDi-
Anew auTid,

Tovs  goqardave; ew-

Carov Tag ysipps twi X
Thoar, % Cregraoey
avrers

AND
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Axp fo on through the courfe of this
Chapter..

For miore inftances of the fame kind,
the Reader is referred to the following
Table :

Ch‘

MAREK.

i. 3= 8. Ch.
16—20.
40-—44.

il. 14—17.
2328,

vi. 1— &.
§35—s1.

vii, 1==23,&c.
viii, 1~—10.
27-—29.
—39.

iIx. 1—12.

X, 1—16.

| 32344 5.

Xt. 27—33.

*ii.‘l3—'-27.'

Kiii. 1— 9.
14—32.

Xvil.

MATTHEW.

iiis 16, 11,
iv, 1822,
viii,. 2— 4.
iX. gQ=—I12.
xii. 1— 8.
xiii. 54—58.
Xiv. 1§-27,32.
xv.1—20,8&c.

32—39.

xvi. 13—16.
20—28.
I—12,
Xix., 1—Ig.
XX:17-49-28,
Xxi. 23—27,
xxii. 16=—32.-
xxiv. I— 9,
15—36.

xiv, I



62 OBSERYATIONS on Se&. IV,

Makk. MATTHEW.
Ch. xiv. 1—23. XXVi.. 4==29,
XV. I—20. Xxvii.1,2,11,31.
—47. —61.
x'io l— 8. uViii. l— 8‘

HenNce then it appears, that St. MARK
perufed the Gofpel of St. MAaTTHEW,
and had it before him when he wrote his
own. This, indeed, is a point generally
acknowlcdgcd but we are now to prove—
what will not perhaps be fo eafily grant-
ed—-that he copied likewife from St.LukE.
“Fo this end we fhall, as before, compare a
few of .the parallel places, and leave the
Rcadcr to judge for himfelf

EXAMPLE L
M_ARI;C i.2i—28.  Lukeiv. 31—37.

K siavoplor)) sig Kai xarsxde ¢ic Ka=
Kampayp Hegrasp widw + Faki-
S dolivs Aaias (8] % 7 dd-

. [4] A the citigs in the Holy Land wetre pretty well known
by the Remans, St. Mark fays only Capernaum: But the Gre-
cians, haviog little or no connexion with that country, required

‘a more particulat itformation ; and therefore St. Luxs addl
—— wiNr s Taraing — “ acity of Galiles.”

4 1’04;



Se&. IV. the FouR GosPELs.

MaARk.
yois caboarw sicsAfuy
sl Cwaloyls, 13i3aaxs.

Kai s&emnjoaoo ixl
Ty ddaxs avrs’
_ Kd & & 13 (ora-
yoys avrar arfgan @
& mydipdls dxafdgle,
X, dvixgg?s,

Atyar, "Ea, 7! nuiv
%, 7o, Ine¥ Nalazgwi 3
s domatoas spds;
0i3a a8 7i5 &Iy 0 dyi®-
; Ow. o

Kai ixilipgew amd
) Iqa'uc, Acyav' cb:pa-
Oxls, ngy iZonbs ¢F avrd.

Kai wqg;fav vy

™ WL B amaae/av
— $Z1Mu $f ai7s.

Kai i9¢p¢i0qr¢v
wartes, wss oulnTéy

Weos avres, ryals,
Ti ¢ss T6m 3 Tig 9 di=
dayn 0 xami avty, o
xatr' sfuaiar gy 7o

63
Luke.

oKWY QUTES CF TG TaG

Caaur.

Kas ife:r)u;'a'ﬂﬂa i
TY NaXH AUTS" e
- Kai & 75 (walwyg
7 avbparnos Exuy wVG=
pa dapais dxaddile,
X, avixpgfe—

Abyew, "Ea, 7! quiv
% ooiy 'Incd Nalapmi
N6 Smricas nuds ;
013a o8 Tig @, o ayi®e
g Oud,’ |

Kai sxilipnoo and
o 'Incds, Niyar Ouuc-
Oalis % #erbs 8f avts.

Kai pijar avmv 7o
depovioy tis 10 picor,
sZ1\fe ax’ avry —

K il SapC@-
i1 warjag, % (wird-
Agy wpog AAMYAYS, Ai-
yorlsg, Tiso Asy@~ &-
@, o &1 tfuria xg
fumy,d JIInrdore  Toig

wy s



&4
Mirk.
wripai 1oy diabde
vog dhrdare, % Co-

sccivos am P
"EZir1 3 o dxof av=
75 L0 o Dho L'

wBixugn + Fardaia.
) EXAM
Mark ii. ga=12,

"1 3 4 'teec sld

wivo aren, Mle t§
g . Toae,
.:Sf:?l'. o i g
tias (e
"Hear 36 nh"r xdﬂ-
'5(7 oxi l‘allalnh
%, ﬂ}&"}‘(‘lﬂ'm o %

ue?uuc be.l

$1@Q- re Aand

mwmﬁw%hﬂ9
MIK TR

Kai g Prwi
¢ ‘Inesc 76 wvlpdls

OBsERvATiONS on Sett. IV;

LukE.
mkﬂm Mpaﬂ, g
Gigeon) 3

Ral iFiwipllllo Fxcké
@B it s wdra 1=

wor ¥ wleyopy,

PL E 1L _
Luxe v, go—26.
| Raliday ¥
wisco alrdy, Xilu anidf
‘Adgrt, dpisslel oh
i duafllas (.

Rai fgfadle 2jgtoyls
JeX oi geappardc §
oi Qapsraln Myoli:

Tis ien Srog o Ad=
28 racapiass Th
dudn?) dpiboas dpagling
6 ud i@~ & Owr 3

Exrpris § i-'hes:
vids 2larloss avrin,

¢ oy
K/UTE,
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MARKk.

aved, Freierais aures dia-
dyide) éslaunt, dre
awnics Ti raira g~
Jum{co.‘}- oa F nagdias
b,uw H

Ti ts0 dpyworegy
tizdy 76 GPgITHE
‘Aot (o i duag-
I‘{@' ‘ _‘jt&. "Em“n
g Sl (= + xeghCalor
& werdyeg
. e 3 6dfve o ifu-
rloor S0 4 s 74 drbge-
U dpiboss X P i

dusgring, (Nyw 76

Spsing,)

}:’; M)‘.’ :’*" ﬁ\
dew 7o xpgClaléy [c]
L, & vmays sig 7 oixdy
C .

Kal syighy dbro,
R Sep T seplCam,

65
Lukzs.
Fangdec ams  wpoq
awric Ti Blgreyilete

& T xapliag oudw ;

T/ tsw Doxarign
[ T4 T
"AQeewlal (o ai auas~
tiau (¥ 4 sizeir "Epm=
£y
X, werrdran; .

"Iz 3 sdyre on ifue
diay e 0 by 78 drfpu-
58 o ¢ a6 a'@‘vm
auadliag (6rs 7¢ wa-
C}W"I&”ﬂs)

o A:'yo, ‘7‘,‘" %
cegs » xAwidicy |¢] o,
wo,(;'s Us T oixov .

Kai 00g g dva-
sas Cidwmiy  avray,

. [€) Se. Marx chanpges the ennidiw of Luks into upalCaler,
us being a word mare familiar to the Romans. vid. Cican, de

‘Diviom, ii. 63.
MarTiaL, xii. 32.

Sancc. Epift. xviii.
F irdm

CaTuLL. X. 22,
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MARK.

lE.AGw mrm wdiay

g lfmug
wablagy, % dofadsw +
B:ovs

OBSEAVATIONS on Seit. TV,

. Luke.
aeact¢' 'm&oﬂd"‘
b L iy xaoo
Azl awaras, g 0o~
falon + Ouirv.

EXAMPLE I

-MARK i) 19—3a.
. K«u‘drﬂv ‘aon% o
Ilm?c My JumuD oizi :

o1 s mslow;-

B rnD 3 v;pegm,
Uro a’rdg% an’ avrdv
¢ i@y q, w78 -
sdiocsrn co Cmtivax ¥
-we-'f- '

" Kad ¥oeic
:mCqua pa:wc ayrd-
°¢u%pj¢..7u i s}u-
Tip warai§e o 3 pi,
aign 7 'whapapd ey
B KAy TH warais,
X850 ggicpa yin).
L o 4

- LUKE v. 34—38;

‘03 ) " weoc ¢u‘r8"

My dedacds fuc qac ™%

wptpuv@u, &r qo o rup-

e per’ wtm o5t

woeas e

"EAdow)) ¥ spigas,
%, crex awaply dx’ ale
T ¢ Wu@iQs Trrem-
sdievocw & Cusivass

' ip;em;.

[Ovdns 3 Fnbamn
%qupa ﬁafuc_a'ﬂi@x

o ipdlie marais- aipn

'R warpapa ki are

W ipativ, Xg) xhgor

‘oicpayin). MATT.

ix. 16.]
Kai
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Magrk.

Kal 6drs Barrs oi-
fov vy ol doxds wa-
Aags € ) pi, plovs o
-m ¢ ﬁi@‘ 1'3\6' aTXYS,
X oon@e Cuxeital, %
‘b aERos SMAEY) dA-
A ooy Moy eis coxus
xaaus Lrgrior.

6y
. Luke.

" K 8'3«‘;_ B oi-
v v sig aoxes wa-
Dl 3 iy i
véog 0@ THs coRES, ’!;

v\ » ’ \ .
avng Cuxuiiae), % o
aoxol JmAS) aAra
0190y ¥EOV 8i5 ATKES Xoue

\ V4
ve§ Bryreo.

EXAMPL}: IV.

MARK X. 13—31. LukE xviii. 15—30.

"Kad wesriQypor vamf

- wrndin, ire an) as-
‘xdot o Y palnjad ize-
Tiuaw nig werPiguaw.

. Ty 3 ¢ Ineweiya-~

. vaxinosy %, dxe avroig
','A@l?l T4 waildia zg-
MY wgis pe 4
xwAyEls awra’ T P roi-
g s¢iw g PamAda 18
'Gu'.'._ '

"Apld reyw o, O
tar ur Jily) T Lari-

F2

MgoriPezor 5 avrd 5

Ta Be‘@, s auray a-

AT "186vlec 3 of paaly-

Tod %rt'p;ﬂw aonig.
‘0 3 'Inodg teequ;
Aradp@ avra, KXo
"AQils e wadia fo-
26X ws pe, % pn
XWAVEs avta T 9O T80~
stww 35w 1 PaaAtiz 15
Osy. '
"Aplo Neyw uuw, og
tay %qu ¥ Bacgi-
Atiay



MARK.

rlar 13 04 o wai-
do, pvt olbexdy o
Wil

Ha 'b-goa't’ypm
Wop c#ﬂe&d dvin
AMoxant dyalk, #
wovrn Wu Jubd ia-
Bioy XA o

'Q S'Iwic wxw i’
Ti ps Aryes wylﬂon
80eig ayuﬂnj, o pa 6,
o elgf v

“Tis . &loray didas
M1 m‘xﬂm‘ M+ Po-
wOaye; My eniide M9
(lodipuffopeys: My
*nﬂe‘w‘ Tipa ?
wiigy (3 5} pilies.

0 3 dfﬂoa“" &-
Wy dind® Buddekars,
raoth wiila, mh,fn-
pho cx yesTami py.

0 3 'Mrs iplinhas

H.W axiroy,

.OBSERVATIONS on Se&. 1V,

Loke.

Aidy 13 O o wa-

dm, & jan adirgy o
asill,

 Rad irngiraet i
&y dhym, Xy
Addausivy dyafd,

Whinrds fubd  aidne

KAngorajefva s .

Eixs 5 and o Incug’
Ti pe Atyus ¢7¢9”;
¥diis ayalcs, & pq y o,
¢ Buds.

Tag orss ildag:
My oGy M) Yo
o M4 iy b

- lldepsinifopive:

Fina

“watien (o P pyrien

(e
"0}

Wl‘

_TaUTE I‘&'Ip !@uhft-

plev Cox veiTazis s
‘Acieas } rebra ¢
"Inc¥s,
%
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MARrk.

Q are l'bqf "Ey oo
Gueu'.‘ Umays, ora iyes
waMOw, xgy 0o W
wleeic, 8 50 Incau-
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THese inftances are certainly too many
to be thought accidental, and much too
clofe and uniform to be accounted for upon
any other principle, than that of the one’s
tragfcribing from the other [d]. Nor are
thefe the only inftanges: The following
Table will exhibit more; tho’ pot all of
them perhaps equally ftriking :

St. MaRrk. St. Luke.
Ch. i. 7,8 Ch. iii. 16
ii. 23—28. vi. 1— §.
i, 1— §. 6—10.

[4] They who argue from the Apoftles’ firft difcourfes being
bifforical, that the falts related by them . were delivered in the
Jame, or nearly. the fame avords to their different hearers —and
that thofe hearers took them down ia writing — which writ-
ings were handed about among believers, and became the
fource of thefe fimilarities, plainly argue againft the evidence
of Scriptare, (Compare 44 ii. 22 —39. with £45iii. 12—26.
X. 34— 43. and A% xiii. 16—41. with 48 xvii. 22—31.
¥xvi. 2~29.) and at the fame time place she Gofpels of St
Maxx and St. Luxs upon a very precarious fopting. [ doubt
eot but many difcourfes were taken down when they were firt
-priached, as'thefe Gentlemen fuppofe. Noris it improbable,
_¢hat the Gofpel according to the XII #pofds, or,as it is other-
wife called, according to the Hebrews, was compofed, in part
at lealt, from fuch narrations. But the genuine Golpels $and
ppon anotber, and much Sesser, foupdatioa.

- F 4 iv 21.
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Mark, Lok,
Ch. iv. 21--23,25. Ch, viii. 1618,
Y I==1@. 2619,
vi. 7—II. ix. 1= 5.
viii, 37-—31. 1 B2,
34—=38.ix 1. 2327
ix. 37—40- 48, so.
Xil, "~ 1=—12. XX. 9-=-I9:
38—¢0, 45—47-
XIV. 13_—-16, xxii. 8—1i13.

But here it may be afked — If either of
them muft be fuppofed to have copied from
the other — « Why might not St. Luxe
<« have made thefe tranferipts from ‘the
¢ Gofpel of St. MARK, rather than St.
s MARK from the Gofpel of §t. Luxx P

In enfwer to this, it may be obferved
1.'THAT St. Luke has becn slways
conﬁdctedu an ongmal Writer ;. which i i
by ‘no1ivang the cafe: of -8t. Mn‘xx For
he i¢ plmﬂy an prtomlﬂ and dqlwcrs )
fadts throughqut his whole Gaipsl (a quc
Muade -only eu?md[t}) ‘but ‘what are
' rccﬁracd
[¢) Viz; “the cure ‘of the biixd man st Beibfuids, th. vii.

32—36. For the cure of the daf dnd dimm} tna, vii, 22 — 26,
i
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recorded by one or other of the two former

Buangdifs. He is often indeed very cir-
cumftantial in his nerration ; and adds ma-
fy things for the fake of the Romans [ f7,
to enzble them the better to underfland
bis accounts. And when you have allow-
ed 38m 'this, you will find little, or no-
thing mors, that can properly be called -his

own.

is comprehended in St. MATTREW's gensral accoant, ch. xv,
29, 30. And the Parable of the Swd, iv. 26—29. feems tp
Yeitakwn from - MaTr. uii. 24, &¢. but varied aTittle in the
circamflances.

(/) As a Reman might not know, how wild and unirhebit-
¢d the Defarss of- Arakia were, in which CuanT was tempted,
be adds, ch. i. 13.  and was with the wild beafls.” In ch,
wii. a. lre explaing the: meaning of the ward — dyilad or com-
o —as it is ufed among the Jows ; imd in 9 3,4, gives an
account of the Jewith cuffome.  And ch. xv. 21,.lmyiag men-
tioned S1mon the Cyremian, as the perion they compélied to
bear the ¢réls, he-adde—that he was “-the father of Assxan-
«.pan and Rurus” — becanfe both thek pesions réfided at
Rome, and were known to the Raman Chriftians, 8ee Rows,
xvi. 13. And perhaps the young man, melnumdqh. xiv.
§1s 3, Wis s Rimax ; whofe curiclity mjght Jead bim to lenow
the engts OF the emimolt; and, being & franger, might be the,
foover fofpedpd, and therefore apprehanded. He bad perhaps
¢ften told the gory at'Rome ; and the Evangelift thought pro-
pertoddiria’it, In this lightit malces » good argument.

BesiDEs,
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Bestpss, it is apparent,

2. THAT St. MARX makes quick and
frequent tranfitions from one Evangelift to
the other; and blends their acconnts, 1
mean their words, in fuch a manner as is
utterly inexplicable upon any other foot-
ing, than by fuppofing he had both thefe
Gofpels before him.  Of this the Reader
will find a fpecnmcn purpofely inferted in
Exampre III. p. 66, 67. and again in
Examrre IV. p. 67—70. And if he
ftands in need of further canfirmation, hg
may compare St. MARK, ch. xii. 13—27.
-with MATTH. xxii. 16—32. and Luke
¥x.'20— 38 ; where he will find, if I am
ot miftaken, as ample a proof of fuch a
commixture of phrafes and fentences, as
can well be defited. '

ITis, thqreover,,worthy of our notice,

3. TuaT St. Luke agrees much oftener
with St. MATTHEW, than he does with
St. MARK, in places comman to bot; yea,
and in places too, where' the former igvery
concife, and the latter very diffufe, in his
narration ; which, confidering the copioyf{r
nefs and exuberance of St. Luke’s ftyle,

could
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could hardly have been the cafe, had he not
written before St. MARk [ g, and left tq
him only the province of enlarging on wha
he had delivered.

ApbD to this,

[ 5] But this, it will perhaps be obje@ed, is to contradict the
accounts of the ancient Fathers, who all affert that St. Luxe
wrote later than St. MaRK ; and the place be holds in the
_manulcript copies of the New Teflament is a proof that their
affertion is well founded. But the Ancients are not fo unani-
mous in this point, as fome are willing to believe. For Cie-
MENS ALEXANDRINUS, a writer of the ferond century, reciting
a tradition relative to the order and difpofition of the Golpels,
which he had received from Prefbyters of more ancient times,
fays,  that the Gofpels which contain the Geneabgies were forft
« written.” — epeys/eaplas iveye 7 Edalyiner va aixoils 7o
ouiarwyiac—Apud Euses. Hit. Eccl. lib. vi. c. 14. So that,
according to the moff ancient account, St. Luxe wrote, as I
have here fuppofed, before St. Manx. And with refpe@ to
the place he is obferved to hald in manufcript copies, little or
pothing can be inferred from thence. For by sbaf rule. we
fhould conclude the Acts to be written later than the Golpel
of St. Joun., Not that the common order of the Gofpels is al-
ways obferved in M. vid. WeTsTEN. Proleg. n. go. p. 6.
& ad fin. MaTTR. But though we allow that it generally is,
yet tis greatly to be fufpe@ted, that the Golpel of St. Mazrk
got at firt the precedence of St. Lurx's, juft in the fame way,
and for the fame reafon, that St, Paur’s Epiftle to the Romans
qame to be placed before the others that were prior to it in
point of time—that is, from a regard to the perfons to whom
It was written, vide TusornrLAcT. Argum, Epitt.ad Roa,

4. THE
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4. The conclufion that arifes from the
1ate of his Gofpel. For tho’ the date of it
be fomewhat uncertain, yet, upon every
fuppofition, it comes down lower than 8t.
Luke’s, and affords us thereby fufficient
reafon for attributing all the fore-mention-
rd fimilaritigs to St. MARK's infpe@ion of
that prior Gofpel. In fupport of this de-
fuQion, we have nothing to do but to fix
the date; And the date may be fettled by
the following abfervations,

“TuaTt the Chriftian Religion had made
a confidarable prqgrefs in the world before
6t. Mark wrate his Gofpel, is evident
from his own words, For then, he tells
us, the - Apoftles < had gone forth, and
+ preashed every where[5]"—i.c. through-
out the whole Roman Empire, and even
gmmg the barbarous nations. A circum-
ftance that myft needs extend the date of
its publication” far beyond the time that
TrEoPHYLACT mentions, or the Greek
fabferiptions place it at.

TrAT this Gofpel was written at Rome,
far the ufc of the Chriftians there, many

(4] Ch. xvi, zo.
of
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of the Ancients pofitively affert [5]: And:
shere are feveral snternal chara@ers to be
found in it, which plainly countenance and
confirm their affertion.~—So far the current
of Tradition runs in one channel; but here
it divides, and carries us different ways.
Ir we credit the accounts of CLEMENS
and PArias, and fuppofe this Gofpel to
have been compofed at the requeft of the
Roman Converts, as an abftra&.of what St.
PeTer had preached among them [£];
then we fhall be forced to conclude it was
written about the yeatr Lvi—a little later
than the reputed time of that Apoftle’s ar-
rival at Rome [/].
-Bu fince it is almoft demonftrably evi-
dent, that St. PeTer had not been at Rome

(7] See notes [¢] [r] above, P- 56, 51. dnd A‘E‘nknm
Synopl. 8. Script, p. 155. Hizzonvie. Com, in- Maac.
Proem.

(£] Eussa. Hift. Ecel. Lib, ii. c. 15, Lib iii. c. 39. & Lb.
vi. & 14, '

({1 LacTanTivs, in his book De Martibas Perficut. gap. ii.
brings him t0 Reew in the beginning of Nano's reign, about
the year Lv ; abd s certainly moch nearer the trath than Ev-

s&n1vs, who (Hift, Eedl, lib. i. . 14.) reprefonts him preach-
ing there in the reign of CLavbiva

in



58 OBSERVATIONS on Selt. 1V:
in the year tviir ‘[m] § we maft neceffarily
‘drop this part of the ftory, and attend only
to the motions of St. MARK.

- Now it appears from undoubted aithos
fity, that he always accompanied fome or
other of the Apdftles in their journies. The
Ancients agree in making Him the familiar
ComPamon of St. PETER ; who, in 1 PEF.
V. I 3 fpcaks of a MARk, and calls hitn
4 hizs Son”. ‘This 'Marxk they fuppofed
to be thé Evangéhﬁ and the fame perfon
w:th hun Who is’ mcntltmed By ‘that name

[t]lt.ilobﬁrnblﬁ GysDr erly. Pnf tothe Epﬁ.
tothek.m,tlmmgall the fz.lmuomwhchSt PauL
fenids 10 thof of Res, he hath notone dirédiid i St. Pared ;
fde dacl be give ds any hint “thiat St. Patea:then had ever
twet nt Bame, of plagted any Church there ; which, as it makes
it highly probable he had not then been there at all, fo doth
it ake j¢ certain that St. PauL knew not of his being there
whint this Epifile was indited—in the yeat of our Lord 3¥11..
Andlgun,mhunoteonthefewo:dl—“lmreadympmh
“ theGglpel toyonthat are at Rosw alfo, ch. i. 15.—he adds,
* It feems highly ‘probable, that St. Prr#a wii not yet come
¢ ¢0 Rowse, thuch lefs had fettled his Ses there; for if fo, why
‘s fhould St. Pavr be'fo defirous, fo often purpofing, to come
“ to thee, that be might impart feme firitnal gift to them; 1o
 thy end 10éy WIpLd B ofablifed, ¥ 11. umlefs St: PaTen was
* cither unfiiflicient for) or very negligentib, that wark.”" Sca
alfo Cave's Life of St. Perxa, § xi. p. 42, -

n
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mn the twelfth of the AcTs :—from whence
we may eafily account for the intimacy
and connexion he maintained wnth St. Pe-
TER [n].

Bur he fometimes likewife accompas
nied St. PAuL; and particularly in his
firft travels among the Gentiles [0]. After-
wards indeed he feparated from him; but
we find him again with St. PAuL in Rome
at the time of his firft imprifonment. For
in his Epiftle to PuiLemoN, dire@ed from:
thence in the year tx111, he reckons him,
ver. 24, among his Fellow-Labourers.
When, and upon what account,  he came
there, we know not; but it appcars from

[=) VIC‘I‘OI anf in Marc. in Cmn Patr

[e] « Bnnnu and Savi—twook with them Jonn, whole
& farname was Marx,” 48; xii. 25. GroT1Us, in his Proleg,
ad Mazct Emgel fuppofes that the Marx bere mentioned
was a different perfon from Marx the Evangelift; but the
reafons he urges are, ] think, of fo little force, that we may fiill
fafely conclugde with WeTsTe1n — ¢ Nihil vetat, quo miaus
¢ fimpliciter cum VicTore & TurorayLAacTO hunc eundem
“* Marcum intelligmims, quoties illius nomen in Altis &
¢ Epiftolis reperimus.” Proleg. in Maxc. Evang. Sce Lanro-
NEn's Supplemens &c. val.l. c.vii. p.155—160. LicaTroot’s
Waoarks, vol. I p. 336. fol. MicinpeLis's Introd. Le. § xdi.

P- 226. i
' Colyff.
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Calgffs iv. 10. that he departed foan after 1w
and probably never retumed. For in the
ycag 3xvy, ‘towards the clofe of his laft
confinement, we find the Apoftle exprofl-
ing his ejrneft defire to fee him, a5 one that
Was wieful to him and his Misiftry [p].

_ Ir. St. MaRk then wrote his Gafpel;
a the An;u:nts unanimoufly affirnt, at
M, the foregping limitations" will ana-
vaidatily conftrain us to date its gublication
gbgututlp end of tbe yearLx11; or the be-
gisning of 3.X11% she ninth of the Empesor
Ngro [’]s A time'when the Church
Bag need.of overy. ulngsous conf'qlahdm

ppqr.t wielf unter the afliQive wught

of a dreadfu]ly cruel perfecution [r].

Ir this be admmea it Wil Be eafyto
[gmnt ?or 'fus xbmg o much.

[p]-'nn.lt § 39

s;. q manom, Procem. inMnc thas he
d vik lhedghhdf‘Nno Bt Bercin be

is ﬁd&bbe mﬁed.ﬁc i’ Ss evideat from Ingwuamus, lib.
ni.c. 1. Mhﬁronﬂwdthtpmod See Cavs's Lives of
tbe Ap. p. 146. Mask, § 4.

() About e ‘tsie began the firlt general perfecution ;
when lhe'm“hmundtyth!mpem with
alt the inMances of fcom and-cruely. Eusas. Hift. Ecdl.

lib. ii, ¢, 25. C. Corn. Tactr. Annal. lib. xv.
we
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we fyppofe him to have done, from the
£ofpel .of St. Luxe. Far be. could not
4fail of being well acquainted with that
Gofpe) 5 fince the Author of it then lived
-at. Roge, and lgbourcd with him in the
fetvice of Chriftianity {s]. And probably
omig graat .reafon of St. PavuL’s withing
sfteswards to fec bim, as a perfon ufeful
40:the Romen Church [#], might arife from
.tbe .donfideration of the fpecial influence,
ybich he experiencad 3t. Ma Rk had gained
-over dgem by the favour he had done
“them, .in penning this Gofpel for their
' forvice -sagd ufe.

“Watar has been foid is fufficient, we
kope;: ta illuftrate the defign, and afcer-
tain the dates, of thee three Gofpels.
‘But in clesring thefs paints we have opened
the way to feveral ‘conclugions of no mrean
‘impoetange 1 two of which we fhall now
pnoud todraw out to their full extent.

" From' the Collations here made, it
plainly appears,

) Milan. wet. 24 ()3 i v, 11,
T G 1. TuaT
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1. THAT the Evangelifts not only per-
ufed, “but alfo “tranferibed, each others
‘Wtitirigs; and confequently, that the ar-
gutient- éommonly urged in fupport-of -the
credbility ‘of the Gofpel-Hiftory, " and
‘founded an the contrary opinion, is at.laft
fourided 6n 2 common miftake. For thus
'they reafon [4]. ¢ The facred Hiflorians
¢« agree in their accounts, and yet: knew
<senittiing of each others Writingss thepdid
o6 fiot therefore write:in concert, and ferge
.4+ fhefd accounts, but were feverally,guided
««by thie ‘teal exiftence of; the fads related;”
True indeed it is, that thcy neitherforged
their accounts, nor wrote in conoert 3° for
-they. wrote dt differetitimes, in- different
places, and with different views ::iyet, fo
far-is:iv from being true, that the dater
«Evangrlifts never confulted. what : the-for-
mer : had- written - btfore. them, that:the
very revedfe has, I prefume, - been: - already
.-demonftrated. They perufed, recommend-
ed, and copied each other. Aad ,happy

(s]Pr=t NICITB ad Symb. Fyapg. in Caten. Patr. Grae.
in. Mmh vide ‘etiam Huamn & Crenict Pfxf, ad An-
y &cC. .

1t
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it-is, as will hereafter appear, for the caufe
of Chriftianity, that they really did fo.
*- BuT how, then, came they not to avoid
-the many contradi&tions obfervable among
them? Thefe are only feeming contradic-
tions; and vanith moft of them, on a
clofe comparifon of the feveral paflages :
and were we fufficiently acquainted with
the circumftances of the facts; theé views of
the Relators, the turns of their exprefli-
ons, and the method they ufed in their
computations; the reft would . doubtlefs
immediately difappear; and the feveral
‘Gofpels: would perfe@tly correfpond with
cech other. - -
-n::FlibM'; the - fame Collations, we may
likewife infer, - -
- 2:THAT St. MATTHEW'S Gofpel, if
not-originally written in Gree#, was yet
very early tranflated into that Language ;
and that the prefent Verfion, if we muft
needs have it to be a Verfion, is of equal
?,qghoqity_‘with the Greek Text of the other
Gofpels ; that is, of authority truly divine.
St. Maxk and St. Luxe adopted it as
fuch: and what weight can the furmifes
G 2 of
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of fome credulous Fathers carry in oppofie
tion to their infallible judgmcnt ?

BoT it is pow time .to go on with our
defign, a2hd examine the contents of the
remaining Gofpel, viz. that of St. Joxx,

SECT. V.

NQ fodner was the Cheiftian Churck
oftablithed, but its doGirines were gbicured,
debafed, and corriupted by esrors and he-
refies of various kinds.—The firft Herctics,
whe fet up their own opinions. againlt the
trths delivered to thom, affumed the ge-
neral Name of Grnoflics, i. e. * koowing
Men” ; and made éxtraprdinary pretenfions
to fuperior light and knowledge [x]. . This
falfe fciepce appeared edrly in the days of
the Apofles; and is probably that. of
which §t. PavL fpeaks, when he warns
TiMoTHY to *avoid prefanc snd vain
¢ babbhngs, and oppeﬁmna of SCIENCE

[.r] Adverfantar Tndmon, dmtesfcpon folum Prefhy-
teris, fed.ctiom Apoflolis . exifienwes. fapientiores, finceram
hnaﬂ'sm Insn. mt»Hmf-hb‘m 2

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

{7} 1 Tim. vi. 20,38. [8) Erirman. Haerel 28. (o]
Joanwgs—~fcripfit Evingelium, rogarus ab Afiz Epifcopis,
sdver(is Cruintnvni aliofque Hareticos, et maxime tunc
Ebidaitirum dogais confirgens, qui afferunt Ciinrsrun ame
Maniai nan foiffle—Hhreoxyu. Cat. Scifpe Eecl, in voce
Joannzs. Vide emmquﬂun anworis Comment. in MaTTH,

Procem. G 3 by
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by CErRINTRUS, and long before his time
by the Nicolaitans, a fe& of thofe who are
fﬂfcl'y caled Gnofftees [4].

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

{4) Haoe fdem annuncians Joawnes Domini difcipnlus,
volens per Evangelii annunciationem auferre eum, qui a Ce-
mINTHO infeminatus erat bominibus, Errorem, et malto
privs lbllnqm dicuntor Nicolsite, qui fust valfio cjus quz

'cogeominater fientip, &c. Juaw. Lib. iii. ¢ 11.

. [e]Mr. Laurs (Prolegom. in Joax.) Dr. Lunuu(Suppl
pr Vol. I. mdfevatlod:mﬂrenmudyconmhd, that it
conwmubethehmmofthdnmgelmwuﬂu&é
Heretics, becaufe they did not appear in ‘the world, tll fome-
nlneqﬁvrtbepubllcaumofthuﬁofpd But it is evident
from Inznaus (Lib. ii{. c. 3.) that CyrinTHUS was cotem-
ponry with St. jouu—andﬁunErnrnAmm (Haer. 28.) that
he began wvsyuany to fow tares in the Church. , The Nics-
Lastam are mentiqued Rev. i, 6. and 15, Nomlhgrunym
to doubt but the Gagfics corrupted the Chriftian Faith, almoft

- fora 23 S;.h:u.r.ﬂahhﬂwdm JTAIII i, 3021, Amd
0a.thia was the cat, uoermgybmth;m ot’we
Evangelif, £a.90_arder, the. oanopy of his Golpel,, s, to
render it ap Msidess. 1 the ﬁm o(me'{ﬁglje
veber. - And;fipce it is poiverfally allowed,
heoomfuged by it, does it not pbmly follow, tlmnt wu pur-
fd'dy written with a view mmfutcthcm?

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

count the Miracles which confirmed thofe
Pifcourfes. And’ how conclufive this

method of argumentation was, appears
from the condué@ of his opponents ; who
had no other way of eluding its force, than
by totally rejecting his Gofpel [4].

In order therefore to underftand the
fcheme and difpofition of this Gofpel, we
muft firft examine the tenets of CERIN-
THUS, in oppofition to which we fuppofe
it to have been purpofely written.

Now the opinions attributed to CER1N-
TRUS are chiefly thefe, '

(4] The Ebimites, Cerinthians, and other Heretics of the
like caft, reccived only the Gofpel of St. MaTTREW, and
and chit not in its purity, as appears from the following tefti-
monies. Ebionzi eo folo, quod eft fecundum MaTTREUM,
Bvangelio utuntar. Inew. Lib.i. c, 26. et Lib. iii. c. 11,
In Evangelio (fcil. MaTTn.) quo utuntar Nawareset Ebienitee.
Higron. Com. MarTTh. c. xii. com. 13. Per Nazavemos in-
telligendi funt Haretici, ifto nomine fefe appellantes, de qui-
bhs Bpiphitnins Her. 29. agit, qui ot in dogmatibus com Eéi.
enitis confpiirgnt, Ja et uno Evangelio ufi funt. Gman.
{picileg. Putr. fecul. i p. 15, :

Ga Hx
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. His believed,- .

1, ThA v the mo high Gop was entircly
unkpawa before theappearance of Curist;
snd. dwelt: in 3. remote Heaven, called
Mg with the chicf Spirits or Zoas {e].

2. THAT this fupreme Gop firft genes
rated.en only-bcgo__tten Son, MONOIENHE;
who again begat the Word, AOFOZ, which
was inferiar-to the Firt-born [£].

g-T AT CHRIST was 2 ftill lower Zon,
tho’ far fuperior to fome others [x].

4. TuaT there were two high oss,
dj ind from CHRIST ; one called ZQH of
the Life, and the otheronEor thenght[b]

1 g+ TraAT from the Zons again proceed-
eﬂ' mfcnor ordcrs of Spmts 5 and particue

In vcrquzrefa, Lxl) i. Cap pripcip
p&iﬁ% wwhn:sfaﬂthcuoftbe;nbr::;mnﬂ;

::%o: C..'mhas. w[io'mmmned ’ cpnmp]u

ﬂlw v .."x.- o A8 Ty e
r‘cdli L?‘,ﬂﬂlm? Lryioai “’!Cnll’"‘v% m’. N

P b B ok, My
%ﬂ#mmmam Eng. Ed, .
R Jarly
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Jarly on¢ DEMIvRGUS, who created this
vifible World out of eternal matter [3}. -

6. TuaT this DxMIURGUS Was igno-
rant of the fupreme Gop, and much lower
shan the Zons which were wholly invifie
Ble [4].

7. TuAT he was however the peculiag
Gop and ProteGtor of the Ifraektes, and
fent Moses to them, whofe laws and in<
jun&ions.were to be of gonftant and perpe«

fual pbligation [/].

(] Demiurcud perficicbat fabricationem conditionis, i. e.

createnis. Iney. Lib. iii. cap. 11.

 [8] Cauinraus in Afis, non 3 prime Dso faltom effe
wmapdam, docuit, fed a virtute quadem valde feparats, et
dilante aly e2 principalitate que eft fuper waiverfa, et igao-
rante eum qui eft foper omnia Deum. Inzw. Libi i. cap.
35. & alibi. A virtute aliqua valde deorfum fubje@a, ct ab-
{cifia ab eorum communicatione, quz fant invifibilia et inno-
paingbilia. Lib. iii, cap. 11.

(7) Ex Dso per varias emanationes effe angelos (vel ange-
lam Dsuivacun opificem) qui huac condiderint mundem ; &
qparum pumero angelorum fuerit quoque D e s, ille Jodxoram,
qui veterem inflienic ecanomiam, ViTeinca apud Buopzus,
Bacl. Apoll: Cap. v. § 5, D Cerintifantis equidem ealia tra-
dantur, ex oibus collighs, haud precal cos 3 picudapoftvulorum
diftiphas Wfoiffe, ‘quod Kilicet neceflitaten legis Motica
fiatverint, plurimsque Inflitta Mofhica retinueriot. Bupasy
Ecd. Ap. Cap.iii. § 1. Mosnen. Inftie. Hift. Chriftian,
Antiq. 8.5 . p. ii. cap. v. § 16.

8. TuaT
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- S {lwaT ‘JBsus> was s mere:Man, the
real Séa of tJoszrmandMary;{m)

-9 FuAr: thoZBew, CurisT, defcended
ypak him: in 'the form of -a Dove when: he
was sbaptiztd ; rovealed to him the un-
known: Father, and unpowcred him to
work Miracles [n]. a

tag0. TuAT the ALom, Light, entered into
Jonix the Baptift, in :the fame manner as
CamessT enterdd into: Jesus; . and thors-
fore that JouN was, in fome refpeds,:to
l?e pggfg:rcd to our $aviour [o].

ﬁ,#gpumfubpﬂt (Onuu-um.) non ex virgine'
‘enim hoc e vnlhmeﬁ) " folfe aatem Sam
ﬁsnhuihnzﬁhm,ﬁmiﬁmactdlgmmm
jufticia,” ctpmdaml aﬁpmﬁawm

Inu i.cap.25. "
s HWMEM, ab ea Privicipalitate
gﬂ\!’f-ﬁmmm, figon columbe; sttunc -
MWPM etvlmlmm Inansabi

M

W"& qul” ]Mhln Bapifie m qull]m
. 6 Ay Grorits ' Joan. "He @dfideed-ad
e aﬁh—?“ﬂdﬂ'hﬁlﬂ‘ﬁ Wuf dn

';Mﬂwhowuwm 'prafiees of -the
Bffcons, siight bt fitin an opition ofthokpt"sftptﬂbr
Gn&ty vid, qu L. lii 3 i

11. Tuat
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11. TuaT when Jesus had propagated
the knowledge of Gob, - and .came ta fuf~.
fer, CurisT left him, and fled into the
Plerima, or upper-moft Heaven. And
confequently - that Jesus only fuffered,
whilft Curist, being a fpiritual Zon, re-
mained jmpaffible [ p].

12. THAT Jesus CurisT thould reign
on Earth for the fpace of a thoufand years;
and that his Difciples fhould live in carnal
delights, and all kinds of fenfual enjoy-
ments [¢].

[#) In fine autem revolafle iterum Curistuu de Jasv,, et
Jrsum paﬂ'umeﬂ'e. et refurrexifle : CumisTum aotem impaf-
ﬁhlanperkveliﬂ'e. exiftentem fpiritalem. Iun 1!1) ie
2g. etlib, iii. c. 11. p. 217. E&. Gmb, =

(2] "ANa o Kigul®——dywr, 1 7l aisgow bmype 7
9% Buafower vi Xpré® l,nlubnﬂwufngﬂmb Lipuoradas
o riga STvepine Jeddar. x ixBeds Sxdgon Tais yeapai
™% @i, apludr phelarrias tr yepy isgric ey @daras Aige
1‘!.&0. Sdnt Cllll‘rlllls—ﬂﬁm”m"r
.awp- CRRIPT] ip 0 s & rurfus bemines -Hierofolymis
&gu: W’q bas ct ﬁ:;:;s corporis_obmexios ﬁn—lﬂp
que doftis ils divinarum feriptararum mille awworsm Jatinm in
nyptialibus feftis tranfoliem iri gananlm fmperites bymines do-
dpiat. Eussa. Hift, Eod Lib. iii.c.28, AvcusTin. de
Heref. ¢, viii.

Some
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Sons of the Cerithion & denied alfo
the Refurré@tion of ¢he-Dead y~and many
of ‘them raihtaiticd, -that Jesus Curisr
wmw%[’?f A !

- FVre enter theé Gofpel with thefe arti-
cles, we fhall foon perceive how condutive’
they sre to the explination of it. Not
only ' preticlar paffages will derive from
them great light; but the whole will ap~
peiit 0 be » compleat work—regular, clear,
and conclufive. -

¥ may properly be divided into THREZE

'ﬂiz Firft comprehends the DocTrings
%' fh‘bmmntmed “which are contrary to
thole of Cerinthis, i, 1—18.

T Secomd contains the' Proofs of thefe
Dodtrines; dclivered ‘in' an hiftorical man-
nei'"n. 1g—xx 29.

e Tdird s & Gomclafion or Appendi,
g\ W actoant of the Perfon of the
W , and of the view he had in penning
thwﬁdl’pd. XX, 30. to the end.

[r) Durin’s Hit, of the Charch, Vol. I. Eng. Ed. 1sme.
P p.—-CnuhmohheApo& p. 124. St. Jonn, §i.

THE
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TuE Do@riges laid down in the firft
Part, as contra-pefitions to the, tengts of
CERINTHYS, may be reduced to the fol-
lowing heads ; where the Evyangelift aflosts

1. TaaT CRRIsT is the Logos or Word
of Gob.

2. ThAT the Lqgos and Monogm:.r are
pot diftin@ beipgs, but one and the Game
perfon, i. 14,

3+ TyAT CurisT or the Lago: i3 net
aa inferior Zon, but Gop, i. 1.

4. TuaT he perfeitly knew the Ihprcmc
Gop, bcmg always with him in the Ple-
roma, i, 18..

5 TuaT he is not to be dxﬁmguxﬂ;cd
fram the Dzuwncus, for he is the
Creator of Lhcwholc World, i.3,10.

6. TuAT Life and Light are not particu-
lar and feparate Spirits, but the ame with
the Logos and CHRIST, i. 4, 7—9. 17. And
therefore that Curist, the Logos, Life,
Light, the onlj-begattm, are not dlfu.n&
Zons, but one and the fame divine perfon[s].

{#] Unuset idem olenditar Logos et Monogenes, ot Zoe
&t Phos, et foter et Cunristys filius Dei, et hic idem incarpa-
tus pronobis, Inen. Lib. i, c, i § 20.

7. THAT
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* 9. THAT no particular Aon entered into
Joun the Baptift by’ the. mame of Ligh/,
to- cbmimunicate o him a' fuperior Kaow-
leage*dﬂthe divine Will,' i. 8 §* but that he
was'k theremtan;” dnd; tho” infpired, much
inferior to jnsus, being only the Fore:
‘fintiér of him, i. 6, 8;15. "
8. Taar the 'fupremte Gobd was not ehi=
tirely unknown before the timeof Chr1sT;
“for tmen-had recetved - fiich - lights on- this
head, ‘ender the various dxfpcxiﬁtmns thro’
‘whiclk they ‘paffed, that it was their-own
ffmlt. if they renuained ignoraat; i. 9, 10:-
9. TaaT the Jews were not the pecu-
{ido people of an’ inferior Gop, fuch as the
Demivicous; but of Curist himfelf,
thie onlp~begotten Son of Gop,i. 11.'
" 1o TmAT in the fulnefs of time the
‘Son-6f'Gop took upon him humadn nature,
and ‘became Man, i. 14.
.-.v1. TuaT he abolithed the Law of
Moses, which was only : the fhadow of
good things to come, and in its ftead in-
troduced the fubftance, or the very things
fignified by it, i. 17.

AND
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- AND Jodtly,
« 12. THAT the Few haé no moers right

in this divinc -perfon, and the privileges
conferred thro® him, than. the Gentsle-{£] ¢

for whoever believel in himybecomes theres
by 2:Child of Gob, and is entitled by
that adoptxon to a glouous mhentance, 32
,!z, 13"

* Tnest ‘propofitions being fettled; . the
'Evangthﬂ‘proceeds to the proofs of them’
which he delivers in the way of Hiftory,
‘as being alt exprefled or -plainly 1mpln:d in
‘the Difcourfesand Prahfactions of our Sa-
‘viour. - Eét us therefore purfiic the threal
of the Hiftory, in order to difcover what
“Proofs arife froih the’ feveral . tranfa@ions
"and fpeeches of CrrisT,  recorded by this
“Evangelift.. And;

1. Joun the Baptift himfelf confcﬂ'es to
“the Fewifb Pricfts, that he is much safersor
“to JEsus—-refers his own Difciples to him,
* who dcknowledge him to be the MEss1aw,
“and are confirmed in this Faith by a Mi-

*tacle, i. 19—ii. 11.

[t] Onicen. Philocal. ¢. i. p. 17.  Ed. Srencen.

2. AFTER
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2. AFTER this Jesus condy@s bimfelf
M Jerefakem, as theLord of the Femple,
ib 32r-95.—rrevenls bimfalf so. Nicops+
My, sty only-begoticn Son of, Gopwry
fbews the defign of. his soming into the
pddseand the peceflity .of beliaving is
himy. A. g3 1o
TreN follows an addmonal Tcﬂ:unony
of; Japn. the Baptift to the fuperiariey of
CEnesw, sod. the excellency of his ordi-
BanesY,, ik, 220 30m '
i I&nm vifis the - Swmaritom—declazes
If to beshe Capiaz—aod foaetslls
,q}nh;man the Leviticgl Wasthip, ix.
W’M-%
;Ehcn by'afecpnd ;Mu'nde. hedetmn.
Mhud,xme\wﬂion in his owa coup-
try, 'whcre it was moft difputed, iv. g43we
«ﬁp
S\ ] afa:ther proof of the future abrogy-~
Lngp of the Ceremonial Law, Jgsus works
‘& Miracle on the Sabbarh, end vindicatgs
;hu cquuéb—-declarcs himfelf to be the
Son ofGon, and exhibits various evndcncel
of his mlﬂ'wn, V. 1==47.

THEN,
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THEN, to thew that he was the End of
the Law, he fibftitates himflf -inthe
room’ of the’ Legdl Sactifices; and coth-
hids the pétple; ‘who were uféd o feaft
ort fothe of tHER Sactifices, to atz il PP
and drfnk his Blbed. And to comvince thém
that he was thily the Bread of Life, "he
iniracélonfly feeds above five thoufand of
themt with five bartey loaves, vi.'1=71.
Tue People’ Hci’rrg difpofed by this Mi-
racle to make hith a Kinig, Jesvs difclaiy
4l ‘tempobil * views—arges farthier the
Pivofs of 1§ divine miffion,—and prormfeﬂ
fhe affiftande 3f the Holy Spirir to an true
Believers, vit. 1=3513.
'H dothirtsd Rithfelf t-bé- the Lignt of
WALk pioves the Fewsfor rejecting
him—promifes Immortality to his Follow«
eféi—and fpeaks of his own exiftence as
pribe 't thit of Arobam, viii. 12—59.
T pi’oof_vof‘ fis being the Light of - the
world, “he feftorés a blind man to fight—
arld“arns the'Jews of that judicial Dark-
#¥R, ‘urlder Which they were foon to be
fe'aftd‘ t)xp, for pervertmg fo bafely thofe

H ' means
PSR
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means of knowledge that were gracioufly
affered to.them, ix., 1—w4I.

.AFTER this he reprefents himfelf as
the Door of the Sheepfold ; and tells the
Pberifees, who called themfelves the Shep-
herds of the people, ;that they ¢ whoen-
«¢ tered not by the door into the Sheepfold,
* but climbed up fome other way,” what-.
ever charalter they mighr affume, were
in reality no better than thieves and rob-
bers. A reflexion which the Chriftians of
thafe days could hardly avoid applying to
CgrINTHUS and other Hergfiarchs. Then
follows a dcfcnptlon of a good Shepherd
and, an Hireling, which may be looked up-
on as a kind of teft, whereby to judge of
the different condu@ of the Apoftles and
Heretics, &c. x. 1—42..

. Jesus performs a fignal Miracle in the
prefence of a large number of people ;
which was attended with this peculiar cir-
cumftance,—that it was wrought after an
cxprefs mvocatxon of Gop, that he would
apply it to'the conﬁrmatxon of what -our
.Sakur,had taught, Xi. 1+—gq. Obfervc
pa.rtxcularly Ver. 41, 42.

THEN
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“TueR follows a broef account of thé
different effe@ts which this Miracle pro-
duced on tht minds of the Jews :—fo dif-
ferent, that though it won upon many of
the People, it exafperated moft of 'the
Priefis; xi. 45—=57." Xii. 1—11:

CuK1sT rides in triumph to Yerdfalem,
and “is proclaimed King of Ifrael. The
Grieks, who may be confidered as the firft+
fruits of the Gentsles, apply to him, and
ate admitted. He addrefles them in terms
fuitable to the occafion—and his Do&rine
is confirmed by a Voice from Heaven, xii.
12==16."

‘Somz intimation being now given, that
the Gentiles were to be admitted into the
Chriftian Church, Jesus inftitutes the
Law -of Hofpitality [¥], and delivers to

' H 2 his

{#] Wathing the Feet was commonly, i the Eaflers coua-
tries, the firft kindnefs thewn to a Traveller, who was to be
hodpitsbly received : Gen. xviii. 4. xix. 2. xliii. 24. whence
it-came to be ufed for hofpimlity in general, 1 Tim. v. 10.
When our Saviodr thesefore walbed the feet of his Difciples,
and taught. them to condefcend in like manner to their inferi-
er3, it amounted to the fame thing, as if bo had inflituted and
eltablithed the law of hofpitality among all his future Follow-

€rs,
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his Difciples a neto- Commandment; that
they fhould love one another as Brethren,
without diftincticn, and a3 Membérs of
the fame Church, xiii. 1-=-3s.

‘TusN he informs them, in-a long Dife
courfe, that a perpetual and intimate union
with him, their Head, is indifpenfably ne-
céffary to falvation j=-and that, after bis
departure, he would fend down the Holy
Bpirit,. ,who fhould guide them into all
treth, -and enable them to fulfil his come
msndments, xiv. 1—1g. Xvi.'33.

.AyTeER this, Jesus recomecnds his
Difciples, &c. to the Father, in a pethetic
antl memorable Prayer; and at the fame time
teftifios, that none of his Apoftles was loft,
but  Jupas IscarioT, avir. 3—~26. As
this Prayer was favourably heard, and the
Apoftles were afterwands endowed with
extraordinary powers, it afforded an argu-

ens, NdwnSmngmm'theOBjeasof&h Law, and not
Petfonts who Jive in the fanie Commenity, it was indeed, in'the
friQeft Rooke, » now Commandment to rbem, who thought it
thelr Dty ¢ to avoid thofs of ‘snother mation,” AQs » 28,
808 MrcsazLievintrod. Lol § ciii. p. 3547 10 whom I am
inddbusd for this, -ﬂmwmamepm:

Ribjesti

ment
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ment, sgainft CERINTHUSs, of the divine
Authority of the Docrines they taught.

TurN folows a particular account of
our Saviour'’s Paflion, adapted to prove
that he did not dic as a mere Man, xviii. 1.
XiX: 42. .

. Anp alo of his Refurrettion, in oppo-
fition. to thofe, who denied that he was
rifen, xx. 1—29.

. 'Tue firf pars of the Appendix contains
8 declaration of the end which the Evan-
gchﬁ had in view, when he penned this
accaunt : namely, that his Readers might
be: convinced thereby, that ¢ Jesus is
ssthe Curisx, the Son of Gop*”’;—and
confequently that the notions and tencts of
CzrinTHUS were altogether falfe and he-
setical.

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

® Ch. xx, 31, [#] Ch, xxi. 33.
H 3 TuE
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“Tue- only thing that remains.is:to fettle
the Date ‘of ‘this Gofpel which, acoording
to the unanimous Tuffrage of the Anticats,
was Wwiitten the laft of all the Four ;—the'
at whit time cannot be- determined from
their ftrangely various and contradiGory
Accounts. ‘Let ue therefore ‘confult "the
Gofpel' itfelf, and -fee what information
may be collected from thence.

Now the Gofpel’ contains “one or two
plrtlculars, which plainly intimate that
it was pot written till-after the Death. of
St. PxTeRr. - For hiad he been then living,
B¢ Jonn would: have-undoubtedly foppref-
fed his namc, as the othér Evangelifts had
done, in the account of His affiult on the
High-Piieft’s fervant, forfear of expofing
him to the refentment of the Fews. But he
infcrts it at full length—« SiMoN PeTER

« drew 3 fword" &c.[y]: Andthis in-
fertion of it ‘is a prefumptive proof that
he was now dead. |
“‘BuT there is no neceflity that we:thould
reft this point here. . The fame-thing may

[ »] Ch. xviii. 10, 26. . '
be
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be inferred from the followmg Paffage.

“ When thou waft young,” fays our
Saviour to PETER, ¢ thou girddedft
« thyfelf, and' walkedt ‘whither thoy
s wouldeft ; but when thou fhalt be old,
« thou fhalt ftretch forth thy hands, and
«¢ another fhall gird thee, and carry thee
<¢ whither thou wouldeft not,” < This,”
St. Joun remarks, ¢ our Saviour fpake,
« fignifying by ‘what death”—viz. Cruci-
fixion—s< he (hould glorify Gob [z].” An
interpretation he would have hardly affixed
to fuch ambigudus words, had it not been
already afcertdiried by the completion of
the Prophecy.

--Ir thefe Arguments be of any weight,
then it followrs,

TrAaT St. Jonn did not write his Gof-
pel before the year fixty-eight : for in that
year, we are told, St. PETER was mar-

tyred at Rome (4] ;—and therefore, -

(=] Ch. xxi. 18, 19. Compare this with Ch, xii. 33.
and xviii, 32.

(«] Eusss. Hift, Eccl. Lib, ii. ¢. 25, LactanT. de
Mort, Perfecat. c. 3.

H 4 Tuar
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TMT Twmwwr Sates this Gofr
]\‘b: 190, carly, ywhep, he affieps it
ﬁ? been wriften in fisky-fiye. ..
| lnostq Writers, who, an the othes
’:’md bai own the date of it far helow
cifion of Yyl 4 em o
acc it muq‘}l too lat;‘ Far the Brange-
ift ft hinfclf. Gpsaks ef that city as, il fub-
fifting (FETI 94 fr vo; Ingaesdipass) chi V. 2,
[;] a ths time be wipte, But  Fera-
ﬁkm. we know, was taken and defisoyed
in the Year 1xx: and,by that - circumn
ftance, in con)nnéhan with the foregoing
semarks, we are peceflarily confined to the
Ycar of our Lord rx1x, the VEFY yeas fpe
c;ﬁgd, by Niceruerus, as the moft likely
time for the publication of th;s Gofpel.
_Isitbe fuppofsd, that the true reading
jo this. Placc. is cither "Row, accordmg to
the Complutegfan Edition ;wor 'Hy,. ac-
cording to the Syrigc Verfign, and fome of
the Fathers ;j—or clfe, that the Evangelift

[bj' faan. Lib. iii. ¢. 1. Erirnan. Heref. 11, Conx-

sost. Serm. de S. Joaw, Apoft. Tam. vi. Ed. Luys. Parif.
wn. 1624 MuritProlegom. Ne,781. p. 6oq.
(<) See Wuituy on the Place. Basnac. An xcvir. 'Ne,

13. Lpumr. Proleg. ip JOAN_\-L_A'b_Lﬁ. c. ii. N, 11.

made
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gwde ufe of the prefens inficad of the pre-

ter- tenfe . [4], in order the hetter to enli.

ven the fcene, . 3nd engage the attention of
his Reader s~mthen, indeed, for any thing

gbat» appears tg. the contrary in the Text,

we may bring ‘the date as.Jow a5 we

pleafe. But thisr would be, in ona cafe,

prefumptuoufly to defpife: the authorigy’
of the beft and  moft ancierit Madnu-

foripts ; and, in ‘the othes, to alter with-

out, reafon the plain fenfe and ' meaning of
the Hiftorian. We muft therefore adhere
to the foregoing conclufion, and join with

thofe Fathors, who afcribe to this Gofpel

the asriier dase. '

Tuis dase, deduced from internal marks,
e may pow fix' upon with the greater
canfidence, asit appears to be confirmed
by 3 happy acceflion of external proofs. ¥
the-two Epiftles of St, CLeMENT, pub-
lithbed by W TaTEIN at theend of hisNew
Teftament, be genuine, (and he has pro-

duced very ftrang Arguments [e] to prove

(4] Jonus on the Canon of the New Teftament, Vol. iii.
P: 141,
(¢] Prolegom, od dum Epifiplas Stl GLxmznT1s Romans, p.

5—9.
them
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them - fuch) then it is evident from the
exprefs quotations -[ /] contained in them,
that St. Joun penned his: Goffel, not'only
dafore theDeath of that'apoftohcal Bithop,
But even before his Abdication. For theﬁ
Bpitlcs beir. the'nature of B fﬁapal charg-
e#,; and.and: ats pertlc'uhry dddrefled to
“the Teachers of ‘Religion' ; which ‘mani-
foftly implies;. that St. CLEMENT prefided
ater the fee of Rome at'the time he wrote
‘shem. - But he quitted that fee, according
~ 40 the computation of the moft approved
fhronolbgers, about the Year Lxxxim.
‘-Fi?binwha)ct it follows, that :the. Gofpel,
fo often quoted by him, muft neceflarily
have been extant before that time.
.- Ws have now feen at what times, and
with what views, the Gafpels were writ-
‘tens; And'if we attend alittle to the views
apd-intentions the Writers had, we may
eafily and rationally account for their
Number.
St. MATTHEW wrote his Gofpel for
the ufe of the Churches in Palefine, thcn

[f)Bp.i. 6,8, 13.  Ep.ii. § 15
compofed
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compofed of fews/b Converts, and adapt-
ed .it. ta. the condition of the times, and
the nature of their circumftances. ...

WueN the Gentiles wese admitted into
the Chriftian Church, St. Luke, as the
exigences of their ftate required, ftrength-
ened their faith by another Gofpel, accom-
modated to their fpecial ufe. :

-Awp when the invidious dxﬁmé’uon be-
twoen Fews and Gentiles had well nigh
ceafed, -St. MaRrk, wifely rejeQing the
many peculiarities of thefe two Gofpels,
compacted 2 third out of their moft im-
portant Contents, for the benefit and in-
firu&ion of Chriftians.at large,

AND afterwards, when the Church was
infefted by Hereticks, St. JouN undertook
to confute their errors from the Life and
Converfation of CurisT : which produc,-
¢d the laft of thefe Gofpels; and afforded
the Author an excellent opportunity of re-
latiog feveral remarkable things which had
been beigre omitted by his Predeceflors.
Thefe, in all probability, were the reafons
whlch xmluccd the Evangelifts to write—

And
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Agd hence it iz that ‘'we have Fovxr Gofs
pels ;- allof them compofed, as Eusenius
obfetvcs [ 8]y onPecial and urgenz occafions.

- Now; thefe-Gofpels-are by no means to
belooked upon as fo many detachod pieces,
cotpofed by perfons totally ignorant of
esth ‘other’s Intention ; but rather as one
comPlete, entire fyftem.of Divinity, fup-
portéd’ by the - ftrongeft proofs that ‘the
fubjedt’is capable-of, and defended againgt
dll’ e obje@tions . 'which.either Fews: or
Gentilys; of even its mora dangerous deres
Yeol ’Pfofqﬁ'ors, could make to the truth
ind certzinty of it. If we read them in
the order theyare here placed; we fhall find
tbtmitﬂprovmg one-upon another, and yet
ol céﬁﬁunngto the  fame endw<to a pera
fe& -teprefentation of revealed Religion.
‘Each' ¢f the Authors ‘confulted the Wri-
ﬁngs”of his Predeceflorsy and cither by
sddition'of fafs—ewplanation of terms—
or cohfirmation- of do@rine, contribated
fomething to tﬂe common ftock, end the

g Ow ) -"-fm "0 w» mpu lﬂd’- urip 2y, Qnu
- quidem uqﬁm quadem éd [iribendum impalfps fuiffe perbibent.
"Hift, Eccl, L. iii. c. 24,
4 general
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general inftrution of Chriftians [4].  They
likewife quoted each others words, and
thereby recommended each others Hifto-
ries. A circumftance of great advantage,
whatever fome may think of it, to the
fervice of the Chriftian caufe. For by this
means they became not only mutual Vouch-
ers for the truth of thefe genuine Gofpels,
but at the fame time joint-oppofers of all
thofe ursous ones, that were impioufly
obtruded on the world.

It is wel! known, that the firft Con-
verts to Chriﬁ:iax:ity, defirous of preferving
the remembrance of the things tranfadted
by our Saviour, colle@ed together all the
raports .they could hear concerning him,
and digefted them into Hiftories, which
they called Gospzrs. Among thefe there
were Two of principal Note—the one
ftiled ¢ the Gofpel according to the . He-
# brews”—and the other “according to the
¢« Egyptians” (i]. Both thefe Gofpels ap-

_[#] Vide Cunvysost, Hom. prim. in MaTTH. fub initio.

7] Tusopuyract. Praf. Com. in Luc. Mire. Prolegom.
No. 38. Omicei. in Prem. Luca. Hisroxyn. Com.
in Ma7ru, Proem. ' '

pear
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penr by the fragments ftill extint [£], to
have béen full fraught with ridiculous fto-
riés—iiiperfe@ 'relations—and falfe doc-
trine¢; ‘and yet pretended to the moft fa«
créd’ authority, as' being compiled from
sccownts, - delivered by thofe ¢ who were
« Bye-Witnefles and Minifters of  the
' Word [/]”. Accordingly, they were held
in the higheft veneration among thefe Peo-
Pe:do:-whom they are afcribed [w): and
Heretics of various denominations foon be-
gan to‘appeal to them; gs they did indeed
t9 ' other monuments of the like ' kind,
wehich: favoured: their permcxom Do&rmcs
[9." |
It this ftate of things, whcn fo- many
Gofpels appedred in the World, 2l claim-
ing ‘an equal authority, how were the zrue
ones - to' bo diftinguithed from the falfe.?
Will you fay that the abfurdities contained
qume of them, -were alone fufficient to

[l}]Gun prcxleg. Patr, Tom. I. Se&. 1. p. 35~-31. et

P- 35--37-
[lj Lukei. 2. Tnlotun in Jocam,

(=) Eusss. HiR. Ecél. be iii. ¢, 25. L. ii. ¢ 17,

M1y Prolagom. No, 38..¢3,"
[»] Mirs. Prolegom. Ne. g3.

over-
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oyerthrow their credit ? with judicious men
indeed they might. But what if the gene-
rality took things upon truft, and feldom
or never exercifed their judgment? and
yet if this was not the cafe, it is hard to
conceive, how feveral articles could gain.
belief, which, neverthelefs, paffed current
among the primitive Chriftians.
, SINCE then' there was but little likeli-
that they fhould diftinguifh and de-
homine rightly for themfelves, it was in-
pumbent on the Evangelifts to do it for
thém : and they-did it indeed effetually.
Eot they apprized the world, that there
weére many purious Gofpels abroad : But,
a8 -they deemed them worthy of no regard,
fo they wifely took no farther notice of
them.' The #rue ones however they care-
fully dire@ed their Difciples to, and re-
commended them to their perufal in a
peculiar manger. St. Luxe, by his quo-
tations, refered his Readers to the Gofpel
of St. MaTTHEW. St. MaRK, by the
famie method, referred again both to St.
MATTHEW’s ‘and St. Luke’s. Thefe
' three
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three Gofpels were approvéd by St. Jorw -
[¢],and appointed to be read in the Chureh:
e9;. And afterwards, whenr he wrote his
own, it was uflicred into the world with -
the knowledge, spprobation, and :perhaps
teftimony [ ] of all the Afatic Bithops,

Trus the truc Gofpels were not. only
diftinguithed from the falfe, but the prior.

one¢s continually received additional light,
firength, and confirmation from thofe that.
followed ;—till at length- the whole Evans
gelical Hiftory was fnally clofed, and the
Evangelica) Canon cftablithed upon ‘the
Giraeft ground, by the moft venerabls
apthority [¢}. For it is cvident that St
Joun. aQually. clofed the Hiftory of
CuripT, when he added his own to the
‘Three otber Gofpels. And ke Chriftions
thould be deceived by vain preteaces fomore

[v] Tar .pm-yp"nw rper (Edalyarion) o i.'m.d&. »
* si usrie (Teang) mﬂm. m?lfai‘.lg 3 Mm Py /. AW
. ey binpegrepiralle. pmﬁ.l*“ ipfiafpie by
Joamn: wositiam fupradiBis wribus Evangeiisy apppobavifi es

Joaxngs e -zmlqtmjmﬂam ™ tzjhwmo cnnﬁaq[ a’mtur
Euss . Hift, Brcl. ‘Lib. . ¢. 24.

.£#) Vid.Grosz. Amnot. ad’ Jomn, xxi. 24. et xx. 30,
. [g] Vide Mir11 Prolegom. Namb. 193, 194.

perfe&
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perfe&t accounts than what are here to be
met with, he wifely guarded them from
receiving any other Gofpels, even tho’ they
thould chance to contain fome res/ Falls,
not mentioned by him, or his brother Evan-
gelifts. ¢ There are many other things,
s« fays he, which Jesus did; the which if
¢« they fhould be written every one, I fup-
s« pofe that even the World itfelf could not
*s contain the Books that would be written
¢« [r]:” thatis, there would be no end of
writing.. But tho’ ¢ there are many other
¢« Things that Jesus did in the prefenceof
e his Difciples, which are not written
¢ in this Book” of the four Evangelifts,
which is here compleated; yet thefe
things that are now written are fufficient to
anfwer the Purpofe intended—viz. ¢ that
‘¢ you might fee reafon to believe that JE-
««gsus is the CurisT, the Son of Gop,
¢ and that, believing, you might have
«¢ Life thro’ his Name [s]".
TueREFORE look no farther.

[r] Ch. xxi. 33.

[4) Ch. xx. 3c, 31.
I THE
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" Tuis Rule the Apsfiokical Fathers reli-

. gioufly obferved. For they always refer

“to the genuine Gofpels, and never, that I
know of, to spocrypbal or fpurieus ones,

FINTISE



A SCHEME of the Times, Places, and
Occafions of writing the GospELs, ac-

cording to the foregoing Account.

GosPELS. PLAcCE, A.D.

5t, MATTHEW'S, [ferufalem,ab', xxxv111,
For the ufe of the Fewsh Converts.

St. Luke’s, Corinth, about vL111,
For the ufe of the Gentile Converts.

St. MARK’s, Rome, about Lx111.
For the ufe of Cbriffians at large.

St. Joun’s, Epbefus, about Lx1x,
To confute the Cgrintbian and other Here~
fies.



