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Three Objections againft Luke, Ch.ii.

V. 1. 2o

I The firfk Objection, That there is no
mention made by any ancient author of

a decree in the reign of Auguftus for
taxing all the world, flated and an-
Sfwered. 1. The fecond Objeciion,
That there could be no taxing made in
Judea, during the reign of Horod, by

@ decree of Auguftus, flated and an-
Pp Jwered,



.

£g8 Objeltions againff  Book 11,
fwered, 111, The third Objection,

That Cyrenius swvas not Governour of
Syria, till feveral years after the birth
of Fefus, fated, together with a gene-
ral anfwer. 1IV. Divers particular
Jolutions of this Objection. V., The
laft folution confirmed and emproved.
VI. Divers particular difficulties at-
tending the [uppohtion, that this tax-
ing was made vy Cyrenius, confidered,

@\1 HE hlﬁOly of the New Tefta-
L5y ment 1s attended with many
?\ dithculties.  Fewz/b and Hea-
? then authors concur with the
5 facred hiftoriansin many things.
But 1t 1s pretended, that there are other par-
ticulars, in which they are contradicted by
authors of very good note,
Among thefe, the difficulties; which may
be very properly confidered in the firft place,
are thofe which relate to the account St.
Luke has given of the Taxing in fudea,
which brought Fofess and the Virgin ta
Bethlebem a little before the birth of Jefus.
Luteii, 1~ And it came to pafle in thofe days, fays
' St. Luke, that there went out a decree from

Cefar Aduguftus, that all the world [hould be
taxed.




Chap.i. Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered.
taxed, (And this taxing was firff made,

when Cyrentus was Governour of Syria.)
And all went to be taxed, every one in his
own city. And fofepls alfo went up from
Galilee, out of tove city of Nazareth, into
Fudea, unto. the city of Dauid, which is
called Bethlebem, (becaufe be was of the
boufe and linage of David ;) to be taxed
with Mary bis cfpoufed wife; being great
with childe.

Againft this account feveral objections
have been raifed (). They may be all re-
duced to thefe three.

I. It is objected, That there is no men-
tion made in any ancient Roman or Greek
hiftorian, of any general taxing of people
all over the world, or the whole Roman Em-
pire, in the time of Auguftus, nor of any
decree of the Emperour for that purpofe :
Whereas, if there had been then any fuch
thing, it is highly improbable, that it {hould
have been omitted by them.,

559

II. St. Matthew fays, that Jefus was born¢s i.

in the days of Herod the king. udea there-

fore was not at that time a Roman province,

(a) Vid. Spankem. Dulia Evansclica Part ii. Dub. iv. .
e Haet. Demonfi. Evangel. Prop. ix. cap. x. €' Commenta-

{ores,

Pp 2 and
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and there could not be any fax/zg made
there by a decree of Augufius.

III. Cyrenius was not Governour of Syria
till nine or ten, perhaps twelve years after
the birth of Jefus. St. Luke therefore was
miftaken, in faying, that this taxing was
made in his time. This objection will be
ftated more fully hereatter,

§. I. By way of anfwer to the firft ob-
jetion.

1. I allow that there 1s not any mention
made by ancient writers of any general tax-
ing all over the world, or of all the fubjeéts
of the Roman Empire, in the reign of Au-
guftus,

Many learned men having been of a dif-

ferent opinion, I am: obliged to confider their
proofs,

Tillemont () puts the queftion, (for he

does not affert it ; ) whether Plinze has not
referred to {uch a thing.  But it is plain
{rom Plme's words, that he fpeaks of a
partiiion of Jza/ie only nto feveral diftricts ().
There
(b) Tillemomt Rlimsivés Lockf) Tom. i Not. i, Sur Jefus
Chrifl,
~ (¢) Nunc ambitum ejus, urbefque enumerabimus.  Qua
in re pracfa:i neceflarium ety auctorem nos Divum Augritum
{eeuty-
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There is a paffuge alfo of Dio, which

has been referred to upon this occafion : But
it has evidently no relation to the matter be-
fore us. 'The Remans had a tax called the
twentieth, 'This tax was grievous to many
people. Augufius therefore defired the fe-
nate to confider of {fome other. ¢ But the
‘“ fenate not finding any proper. expedient,
““ he intimated that he would raife money
‘““upon lands and houfes, without telling
‘“ them what, or in what manner, it {thould
‘““be; and hereupon fent officers abroad,
‘““ fome one way, and fome another, to
““ make a furvey of the eftates both of par-
““ ticular perfons and cities,  But upon this
““ the fenate complied immediately, and the
““ old tax of the twentieth was confirmed,
¢ left aworfe thing {hould come in it’s room.,
““ This was all Auguftus aimed at, and the
““ furvey was laid afide (4).”  Befides, this
affair happened, A. U. 766. A. D. 13. long

after the taxing, which St. Luke {peaks of.

fecuturos, defcriptionemque ab eo faam Italiae totius in re-
giones xi. Plin. lib. iii. cap. 5.
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The paflage, which Baronius (e) has
quoted from ethicus, he does himfelf al-
low to relate only to a geometrical defcrip-
tion of the Empire, begun by order of fu-
lius Cefar, and finithed in thirty two years,
and therefore over long before the faxing
mentioned by St. Luke.

I am afraid to mention his argument
from Plinie, left it {hould be thought, that
I intend to divert the reader, when we ought
to be ferions, Plinze fays: ¢ And as for
“ Augtfins himlelf, whom all mankind rank
““ n this claffe, [of fortunate perfons,] if the
““ whole courfe ot his life be carefully con-
““ fidered, there will be obferved 1n it many
‘“ mftances of the fickleneffe and inconftance
““ of human affairs (7).” But Baronius {up-
pofes, that Plinse fays, that i every cenfus
mention 15 made of Augufius, and that there
was [o particulariy in that made by Vefpafian
and Titus, becaufe he firft wmade (g) a fir-

T?E}'

(¢) Aparat. M. g,

(/') In Divo quoque Augufto, quem vniverfa mortalitas in
RAC CENSURA nuncupat, 1 diligenter zeftimentur conéla,
magna fortic numanae reperiantur volumina, ik, <ii, cap. 45,

(¢) ldemque dem hoee anor ait: [hb. vin, cap, 45.] In
Divo qucaue Augufto, quein univerfa mortalitas in hac cen-
fura nuncupat, nempe eam, quam Vcipaiianus & Titus receps

cgerunt,
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vey of the whole Roman Empire : Thus
making Plinie to refer, in the paffage he
quotes from him, not to what went before,
but to a paflage which follows four chapters

lower,

Some have alleged, as a proof of this ge-
neral taxing, fome words of Swzdas, who in
his Lexicon (b) fays, “ That Auguftus fent
‘“ out twenty men of great probity into all
‘“ parts of his Empire, by whom he made
““ an affeflment of perfons and eftates, or-
““ dering a certain quota to be paid into the
““ treafury. This was the firft cenfus, they
““ who were before him having at pleafure
‘“ exacted tribute of thofe who had any
““ thing ; fo that it was a public crime to
“be rich,”

egerunt, de qua idein inferius [1bid. cap. 49.] meminit, figni-
ficare videtur, in quolibet repetito in orbe Romano luftris fin-
gulis cenfu, mentionem Augulll fieri; quod primus omnium
univerfum orbem Romanum fubjeum imperio cenfuiffet. At
de cenfibus fatis.  Daror. ubi /:':P?'tl.

(f.!) In Voc. ’Am'yfcc?ﬁ' ’A?rayg:c?? . n;?mpiﬁpbnm;‘ ‘0 ¢t
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But it is dithcult to take this upon Swui-
dos’s authority alonie, fince he fays not in
what part of Auguffus’s reign it was done,
quotes no author for it, and it is not to be
found In any ancient writer now extant :
though poflibly, he refers to the ftory juft
now told from Dio; who aflures us, that
proje¢t, he mentions, was never executed.

Befides, Suzdas fays, this was the firft cen-

Jus ; which is a very great miftake. There

had been before Auguffus many affeflments
of Roman Citizens, and likewife of divers
provinces of the Roman Empire.

In another place Suzdas {ays ; ¢ Augufius
“ had a defire to know the number of all
““ the inhabitants of the Roman Empire (1).”
And he mentions the number, which, he
fays, was found upon the enquiry.  But Su:-
das muft have been miflaken,  Archbithop
Ufker's remark upon this paffage 15 worth
placing here,  ““ In their Confulthip [Cazus
“ Marcius Cenforinus, and C. Afinius Gal-
““ Jus,] there was a fecond mufter made at
““ Rome, in whichwere numbered 4237000
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«« Roman Citizens, as 1s gathered out of the
« fragments of the Ancyran marble. In
«« Suidas, in Avyxs@- the number is far lefle
“ of thofe that were muftered, 4101017,
““ which yet he very ridiculoufly obtrudeth
“ ypon us, not for the mufter of the City
« only, but of the world (£).”

The late learned editor (/) of Suidas does
alfo highly approve of this cenfure paffed
upon his author by our moft learned and ex-
cellent Archbifhop. It is obfervable, that
they both ufe here the word Cizy [urbis cen-
fi]. 1 hope however they mean not the
City of Rome only, and the countrey round
about it, but the Roman Citizens all over
the Roman Empire, or at left all Italie : for
otherwife, with fubmiffion, I fhould think
them, in this particular, almoft as unreafon-
able as Swidas. It 1s incredible, that there

(%) Annals : year of the world, 3096. p. 786. Engl. Edis,
Lond. 1658. In the Latin the laft words are : Qui tamen non
pro Urbis tantum {ed pro Orbis etiam Romani cenfu ridicule
nobis ibt obtruditur.

(/) De hoc loco vide omnino Cafaubonum contra Baron.
Ixerc. 1. Num. ¢93. Et Ufler.—qui reCte obfervarunt, Sut-
dam hic cenfum urbis pro cenfu orbis Romani letori obtru.
dere : cum ridiculum f{it credere, non plures fuiffe totius im-
perii Romani incolas, quam quot Suidas hic exprimit. Kufler

iﬂ [Ffi
{hould
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thould have been at Rome and in the coun-
trey round about it, befide ftrangers and
flaves, which were very numerous, {o ma-
ny Roman Citizens, as are mentioned on the
Ancyran Marble ; even though all, who
were entred in a cenfus, be fet down there;
which however is denied by fome, I fup-
pofe thén, that by the mufter of the City,
thefe learned men mean the mufter or cen-
{us of Roman Citizens in any part of the Ro-
man Empire ; as oppofed toall the people in
general, living m the fame Empire. And
m this {enfe only () I adopt their cenfure
of Swutdas : and cannot but think it very
juft.  The number of the inhabitants of the
Roman Empire muft needs have exceeded
the numbers mentioned by Suzdas, or on
the marble ; though it thould be {uppofed,
that none are included in thefe numbers, but
thofe who were arrived at military age. This
might be {ufficient to fhew, that the num-
ber of the Ancyran Marble 1s not the num-
ber of all the people of the Roman Empire :
but other reafons will appear prefently.

(m) I think this evidently Kufie:’s fenfe. His Orbis Roma-
nt 15 explained afterwards by totius imperii Romani lucolas.
‘Therefore his arbis ceqjus ymports Roman Citizens living any

where,
I muft
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I muft in the next place take the liberty

of confidering what Prideaux has faid upon
this fubje®, who with Huet (n), and o-
thers, thinks, that this defcription or furvey
in udea, belonged to one of the furveys
“made by Auguftus ; and that in particular,
it was a part of his fecond cenfus. * The
“ firft was in the year when he himfelf was

5 « the fixth time, and M. Agrzppa the fe-
 « cond time Confuls, that is, in the year
% « hefore the Chriftian Aera 28. The fecond
: ¢ time in the Confulfhlp of C. Marcius Cen-
§ ¢ forinus, and C. Afinius Gallus, that is, in
" '« the year before the Chriftian Aera 8. And
. “ the laft time in the Confulﬂnp of Sextus
3‘ ““ Pompeius Nepos, that is, in the year of
‘* ““ the Chriftian Aera 14. In the firft and
"¢ 1aft time he executed this with the affi-
‘“ ftance of a collegue, But the {econd time
““ he did 1t by him{elf alone, and this is the
e defcription which St, Luke refers to. The

;¢ decree concerning it was iffued out the
““ year | have mentioned, that is, in the 8th

“ year of the Chrlﬁlan Aera, Wthh was
¢ three years before that, in Wthh Chrift
‘<< was born.—That we allow three years for
* the execution of this decree, can give no

( n) Demon. Evang, ubi fupra §. i,

4 UM

"é

s SO N i

_ﬁ&mﬂ'

“ Jult




568

Oéjezfi‘fom againff  Book II.

““ juft reafon for cxception.———The ac-

““ count taken by the decree of Auguflus at .
““ the time of our Saviour’s birth, extended
““ to all manner of perfons, and alfo to their

“ pofleflions, eftates, qualities, and other

« circemitances. And when a defcription

‘““ and {urvey like this was ordered by #2/ii-

“ am the Conqueror, to be taken for Eng-

““ land only, 1 mean that of the Doom/day

““ Book, 1t was fix years in making: and

““ the Roman province of Syrza was much

‘“ more than twice as big asall England (0).”

To all this T fhall only fay (1.) That the -

{furveys made by Augufius were of RomaN

c1Ti1zENs only.  Sohe fays himfelf in the .:
infcription on the Ancyran marble (). And
the Roman hiftorians fay the fame thing (¢.) -

(o) Prideaux Conn. Part.ii. pag.650. 652. 8vo. Edit. 1718.
() Et in Confulatu, Eexto. Cenfum. roruri. Collega.

M. Agrippa. Egi—Quo. Lufiro crviuas, roManorum. Cen-
fita funt. Capita, Quadragiens, Centum. Millia. Et. Sexa- .

ginta. Tria.

gi. Cenforum. 1. sinio. Cof. Quo. Luitro. Cenfa. funt, -

civigyd. rovmaxorRuM. Quadragens, Centum. Millia. Et.

Ducenta. Trigenta. Tria—In confulatu. I'.—Cuam. nupern- -

mea
Sext. Apuleio. Cof. Quo. Laflro. roM. cariTum. Quadra-

cecns. Centum. Mil—-161ra, Et. Septem. Mil. Legi.
(7) Recepit & morum leguimque regimen aeque perpety-

um : quo jure, quamquam fine cenfurae honore, cenfum ta-
men rorcLlter egit, Swet, in Aug. ¢ 27,

Cum——Nuper. Luftrum. Solus. Feci. Le- :;

Y

1

.|

"k

Luftram. Cum. Lega. Tiberio. Sext. Pompeio. Et «

¢

"4

But
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But the cenfus or defcription made in Yu-
dea, according to St. Luke's account, was
of all the znhabitants of that countrey, which
certainly were not, all of them, Roman Ci-
tizens.

(2.) The years which Prideaux menti-
ons, were not the years, in which the de-
crees were iffued out, but in which the fur-
veys were finithed.  This appears to me the
moft natural meaning of the words of the
infcription.

Perhaps it will be objected, that the Con-
fulfhips here fet down do not denote the
years, in which a cenfus was finifhed, but
in which it was refolved upon and entered
in the Fafl:, or public Alts; and that the
fenfe of the infcription may be thus: In
{fuch, and fuch a Confulfhip I made a cen-
fus, by which cenfus, when hnifhed,  the
number of Citizens was tound to be {o and
{fo. It may be likewife faid, that the phrafe
Luftrum fect docs not neceflarily import the
making the Luffrum, which was done when
the cenfus was over, but that Luffrum 1s
here fynonymous with cenfus,  And it may
be urged, that when Luffram denotes the

~{olemn facrifice at the conclufion of the cen-

fus, the verb condo 1s ufed, and not facio,
- which we have here, To
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To this I anfwer, that by the account’
here given of the third cenfus, we are oblig-
ed to {uppofe, that the Confulfhips, here
named, denote the times, when each cen-
fus was finithed. Sexfus Pompeius and Sex-
tus Apulerus, in whofe Confulfhip the laft
cenfus is placed, were Confuls, A. U. 767,
A.D. 14. And Auguffus died the 19th of
Auguft, that very fame year, If the cen-
fus had been only begun, and not finithed,
he could not have fet down on the table,
as he has done, the number of Citizens,
which was found in that cenfus. Moreover,
it is plain from (r) Suefonius, that Tibersus
was nominated for collegue of Auguftus in
this cenfus, the year before, if not fooner.
It is likely the cenfus might be #ben enter-
ed in the public Alts. But however that
be, it is plain, that the date on the Ancyran
Marble fignifies the compleating of the cen-
fus. And I think, that the paffage I have
juft quoted from Suefonius may remove the
{cruple relating to the phrafe ; fince he has

(r) A Germania in urbem poft biennium regreflus, tri-
umphum, quem diftulerat, egit,——Dedicavit & concordiae
aedem.---Ac non multo poft lege per Coff. lata, ut provincias
cum Auguito communiter adminiftraret, fimulque cenfum a-

geret, condito luftro in Illyricum profetus eft. wit, Tiber. «.
20. 21.

3 ufed
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ufed the verb condo ; by which we are fully
affured, that the cenfus was finithed, and
the folemn facrifice performed at the con-
' clufion of it, in the year fet down on the
Ancyran Marble
-3 Farther, Auguftus in the Ancyran Mar-
: ble places his firft cenfus in his own fixth
; Confulfhip, Agrippa being his collegue.
i And Do fays exprefsly that Auguftus made,
L or ﬁzzzﬂwd ) the cenfus in that year. Tlns

thmg alfo with reference to the fecond, and
i that it was finifhed the ezgntt year before
ithe Chriftian Aera: confequently, it is
impoffible, that St. Luke's defcription fhould
have been a part of it.

. After Auguftus's death there were three
+books found among his papers : and one of
‘thefe 1s alleged as a proof, that there had
;been made fome general {urvey of the Ro-
jmair Empire, and that about this time.

Prideaus’swords are thefe: ¢ Of the book,
2“ which Auguftus made out of the furveys
;* and defcriptions, which were at this time
2“ returned to him out of every Province
"¢ and depending Kingdome of the Roman

|
%fus of Auguftus, we may conclude the {ame
E
i

.5 (}hMTJgL”‘/aCz; fEAiTE f53}5 496(
‘ ‘“ Em-

PR LA - ¥
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«« Empire, Tacitus (t), Suetonius (1), and

« Dio Caffius (x), make mention, and re-
“ prefent it to be very near of the fame
“ kind with our Doomfday Book abovc men-
“ tioned.”

But I do not fee how Auguffus’s having
had by him a fittle book, (libellum, Bre-
vigrium imper:,) writen with his own
hand, containing a {mall abrigement of the
public taxes, ipofts, and revenues, can be
any proof, that this flate of the Empirc
was formed upon a {urvey made at this time,
or indeed, upon any general furvey made at
any other time, by virtue of any one fingle
decree (that is St. Luke’s phrafe;) for the
whole Empire. This ftate, which A

(/) Cum proferri libellum recitarique juflit. Cpes pub-
licae continebantur, Quantum civium, fociorumque in ar
mis : quot clafles, regna, provinciae, tributa aot veltigali,
& neceflitates & largitiones, quae cun®a fud maru perfcrip
{ferat Augultus,  Gacit, Amm. 1 i, .11,

(«) De tribus veluminibus, uno, mandata de funere {uo
complexus eft : altero, indicem rerum a fe geftarum, quer
vellet incidi in acness tabulis, quae ante Maufoleum ftatue
rentur : tertio, breviarium totius imperii, quantum militus
ubique fub Dgnis effet, quantum peconiae in acrario & fiic:
& veQigaliom refiduis,  Swet, in Aup. ¢. 101.

(x) To 7givor 72 76 Tuv souliwluy %y T Ty Hocidwy, Tio 7
£ APCURT LY TUY gn,u.w’iur, 1o, Te TAIG Twy & Tois Snoa;

wenwdvw' Dio, lib. 56, p. §91. B.
5 guflu
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guffus had by him of the public ftrength

and riches, might have been formed upon
furveys made at different times. Nay, he
might have in this Book the ftate of depen-
dent kingdoms, in fome of which a cenfus
had never been made. And 1t 1s likely it
may appear in the progrefle of this argu-
ment, that there were feveral countreys,
branches of the Roman Empire, which had
never been obliged to a cenfus.

Befide that there isnot found in any ancient
‘Roman hiftorian any account of a general
~cenfus of all the countreys and people of
the Roman Empire ; there are confiderations
taken from the nature of the thing, which
=render it very improbable, that a general

-cenfus fhould ever have been appointed at
cone time. The Roman aflefiments were
.always difagreeable things in the provinces,
and often caufed difturbances. An univer-
¢ {a] cenfus at the fame time feems to have
E been impracticable,  And there does not ap-
gpear in any Roman hiftorian {o much as a

hint, that fuch a thing was ever thought of
by any of their Emperours,

What s juft now faid of the difficulty of
%mul«:ing ageneral furvey at one and the fame
“time, affe@s chiely Prideaus’s fentiment,

ﬁ Q_q who
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who feems to think that the taxing St.
Luke {peaks of was a proper Roman cenfus.
They who fuppofe, that it was only a num-
bering of the people, are not particularly
concerned with it.

2. I am of opinion, that St. Luke {peaks
only of a taxing in fudea : and that the
firft verfe of his f{econd chapter ought to
be rendered after this manner : And 1f came
to pafs 1n thofe days, that there went forth

a decree from Cefar Auguftus, that all the
land fbould be taxed. So Lenfant has tranf-
lated it (y). Bynaeus likewife is of the
{fame fentiment, and has fupported it, in
my judgement, very well (2).

I have fhewn in another (4) place, that
the word we have here does fometimes de-

note a particular countrey only, and that St.
Liuke has ufed it for the land of Fudea.

(y) Ence temps 13, il fat publié un Edit de la part de
Cefar Augufte, pour faire un dénombrement de tout le pais,
Nouveau. Teff. woyex los notes.

() Antonius Bynaeus de natali . Chrifli. [ i. c. 3. §. w. 2.

(a) See B. 1. p. g42. n. h. Some time after this whole
chapter was in a manner quite finithed, I met with Keuchen:
Annotata in M. 7. He has upon this text alleged fome othe
examples of this ufe of cixepiis. I rely vpon thofe I have

produced in the place referred to, and fhall not trouble the
reader with more.

And
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- And he muft be {o underftood in this place.
~ The decree relates to the land of Tudea
-~ only, becaufe (4) the account that follows
is of that countrey only. And muft not
every one perceive fome dehicience; if cixg-
wiy be here rendered the whole world or
the Roman Empire?  Let us {ee what St.
- Luke fays, omitting at prefent the paren-
thefis.  And it came to pafs in thofe days,
- that there went out a decree from Cofar 2lu-

- ouftus, that all the world fhould be taxed.

- And all went to be taxed, every one in bis
own city, Aud fofeph alfo went up from
" Galilee out of the city of Nazareth, 1f the
~account of the decree had been worded by
St. Luke {o generally, as to comprehend the
whole world; would he not have taken

() What is cbove was writ feveral months before I had
feen Keuchenius.  But my fentiments are fo much confirmed
by what he has {aid upon the fame fubjedt, that Iam per-
{waded the reader will allow me to take the advantage of
fubjoining here from him what follows: Practerca, an
veri {peciem habet, Auguftum uno eodemque tempore de-

Teriptionem per totum orbem Romanum inflituere voluifle ?
“accedit quod ommes v. 3. ad civitatem patriam profecti le-
‘guntur, ut defcriberentur, nimirum illud e refpicit ad
‘Txgas Thv sixwuévyy, cujus deferiptio injun&@a fuiffe verf. 1
;legitur, & 1ftws mandati authoritate omnes impulfi, & ad
 propriaim civitatem profetti efle memorantur.

Q. q 2 fome
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{fome notice of the land of fudea, before

he came to relate particularly what was
done in 1t ?

If it be enquired : If the land of Fudea
only be meant, what does the term al/ fig-
nify ? Tanfwer, 1t was very neceflary to be
added. At the time when St. Luke wrote,
and indeed from the death of Herod, which
happened foon after the nativity of Jefus,
the land of fudea, or of Ifrael, had fuf-
fered a ditmembring.,  Archelaus had to his
{hare Fudca properly fo called, together with
Samarta and Idumea.  And the province of
Fudea, which was afterwards governed by
Roman Procurators, was pretty much of the
fame extent, But Galilee, Iturea, and o-
ther parts of the land of Ifrac/, had been

oiven to other defcendents of Herod the
Great,

St. Lule's words therefore are extremely
proper and expreflive, that ALL THE LAND
(hould be taxed ; to fhew, that this decree
of Auguftus comprehended Galilee, the coun-
trey, in which Fofeph lived. That ths

was the intention n adding this term of
univerfality, is evident from St. Luke’s {pe-
cifying immediately afterwards the name of
the city, from which fo/eph came to Beth-

le/Jem;
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Jebem ; which city was not in the countrey
that originally belonged to the tribe of fu-
. dab, nor fituated in the bounds of the pro-
~vince of Fudea at the time, in which St.
Luke is {uppofed to write, but was of the
kingdome of fudea in the reign of Herod,
It feems needlefle to obferve, that it was
very common to add the term a// or whole
to Fudea or Land, when perfons intended
the land of the Jfraclites. There are di-
vers inftances i the Old and New Tefta-
ment. And Fofephus, Ipeaking of Agrippa
the Elder, who had been pofiefled of all the
territories fubject to his grandfather Herod
the Great, fays: < He had now reigned
‘“ three yearsover the wuoLE land of -
“ dra (c).”
Though I'am very well fatished from the
context, that St. Luke comprehends nothing
in Augnftus’s decree, belide the land of Fu-

dea 5 yet 1t 1s no fimall confirmation of this
interpretation, that the moft early Chriftian
writers feem to have underftood St. Luke in
the fame manner.  For when they (peak of
this circumftance of our Saviour’s nativity,

they never fay any thing of a general cen-

:
f
:
?
;

A LAY Y o~ - : ~ ~ ot 3 ' :
({') Tgs.w Ut £ T O AU TW Bsz.a;?isunh Thy A% Iw‘;ﬁix; ET -

¢lo Jofeph. pag. 81, w. 34

Q q 1 {us
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{fus all over the world, or the Romar Em-
prre.

Fuftin Martyr 1n his firft Apologie in-
forms the Emperour and the Senate, of the
time and place of Chrift’s nativity, ¢ Betb-
“ Jebem, fays be, in which Jefus Chrift was
““ born, is a village in the countrey of the

““ Feacs, at the diftance of five and thirty
“ fladia from Yerujalem,  You may aflure
““ yourfelves of this from the cenfus made
“in the time of Cyremus your firft pro-
““ cerator in Fudea (4).”  He mentions this
cenfus alfo in feveral other places, and al-
wavs in the fame manner (¢). Ido not re-
colle@ 2bove one paflage of Iremacus, in
which there 1s any notice taken of this cen-
{us (/), and that 1s not very materal.

‘} o . 1'\: } ‘1. . -~ :. 11 T“ . ) , N
(I) I'\.*.L'.‘H.?, G2 Thy Evad E2UM Af...al HJ:-J;] e (:HG";E XA HE

#gs:é'xm'?:c wige I fc:n?‘._;ym, ty -r E/E.f’rU'J} Troye X,;-s,o;, ,,;,ng:,

- ¥

. "o ..

F..::Gh.a cliucl: i ey ww Tyl Tar e J‘Jﬁ,:___y i K. H}.“H -y
L‘Tlu.ﬁ;ge L ssane w ;.E.::c.-’ ~ O I Y. :7{/] MMairt. /fp 1.
g5 E.

(:] 1'153 cTon exzier wankenx yiysiclas Tiv Xgirér Ai i
;r....f.-, e Rt Crng' i, 2 83 B. ’.*l'n'ﬁjf,_:m.}‘);fq &?G‘ng i) T%} g
ﬂ.-f. Z OVITETIWTNG E”: K:‘g:‘;;ﬂ' 2. 7. A D:aZ i, P 303 D_

( 1} Sed proxima actatis dicebant, [Fudae: Fob, viii. ;6.
¢7.] five vere fcientes ex confcriptione cenfus, five conji-
cicnzes fecundum aetatem, quam videbant habere evm fuper
quadraginta. fren, b, i1 cap. xxid. §. 0,

St
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St. Clement of Alexandria fays: ¢ Our
« Lord was born in the eight and twentieth
“ year, when they firft ordered a cenfus to
« be made in the time of Auguftus (g).”

Origen confounds this cenfus with that
afterwards made in Fudea by (h) Gyrenius.
But fays nothing of it’s being univerfal,
And indeed the paflage amounts almoft to
a pofitive proof, that he thought the cenfus
related to Fudea only.

Tertullian has often made mention of the
time of the rife of Chriftianity in his Apolo-
oie addrefled to the Roman Magiftrates (),
in his books infcribed to the Gentils (%) :
of this and the cenfus, in his treatifes, writ

againft the Fews (/), and againft Here-

(;-') li’ye:yﬁﬂn OF 0 K::gl'@* 'Ey,c:r 'r:; 575"5:;1 19" E:H.QS‘:.; E’Tss, T
a':g:::'ra; EXENEUT Y cfrﬂygmtpris 7&:559.&.:. C/r:m. Strcm. Z'. i
p- 339- D.

(b) Kai pil’ ixeiver [@evonr] iv vais vns amoypadns nuicas,
o7 taiX: yryeencha o Incas, ladas wig TaAidai® mudse t2u-
Tw cuawisnos awe T8 Mg Tuv lecaiw Orig. cont, Cel),
(b, i, p. 44.

(1) Apal. cap. 5, 7, 21,

(k) Ad Nat. lib. 1. cap. 7.

(/) Fuit enim de patria Bethlehem, & de domo David,

hcut apud Romanos in cenfu defcripta eft Maria, ex qui
nafcitur Chriftus,  Adv. Fudaeos. cap. g.

Qq 4 fcs >
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tics (m) = but yet there is no notice taken
of any cenfus, befide that in Fudea,

If any think that we are to expe&t no
mention of a general cenfus from the Chri-
ftian writers, becaufe the cenfus in fudea
was all that was to their purpofe : 1 fay,
that a general cenfus of all the people and
countreys of the Roman Empire was very
much to their purpofe; the more to illuftrate
the epoch of our Saviour’s nativity, A
general cenfus muft havebeen better known,
than onc that was particular. Would Fufiir
Martyr, Origen, and Tertullian have omit-
ted this circum{tance, 1f St. Lwke had men-
tioned 1t? or if they themfelves were aware
of it? And yet in their time certainly an
univerfal cenfus, made 1 the reign of Au-
guftus, could not have been forgoten.

Nay, though the univerfality of the cen-
{us had been a crcumftance of no import-
ance at all 1n their argument ; yet it is al-

(=) Aafer hine, nquit, moleflos femper Cacfaris cenfus,
De carre Cliiflis cap. 2. Sed & cenfus conftat altos fub
Augtio nunc  jucaea per Sentium Saturninum, apud quos
grive us inquirere potuiflent. Adz. Mase. lib. iv. cap. 14,
tain cilancty fuit @ primordio Judaca gens per tribus &
ropwies, & fanlias, & domos, ut nemo facile ignorari ce
genere potuiiet, vel Ce recentibus Aveuftinianis cenfibu,
adliue tune fortalle peadentibue, bid. cap. 36.

moft

o |
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moft impoffible, but 1t muft have dropped

from them in {ome one of thofe many oc-
cafions, in which they have mentioned our
Saviour’s nativity, and the cenfus which ac-
companied 1it.

I fhall proceed but one ftep farther to
obferve, that Eufébius has made no mention
of any more than the cenfus performed in

‘fudea, neither in his Hiftory (#), nor in
his Chronicle (o).

[ cannot fay, that this interpretation is
fupported by any ancient verfion, But By-

nacus (p) obferves, that in an ancient glofs
there is this explanation of it: That all the

qworld [howld be taxed| or [urveyed : not the
orb of all the carth, out the orb of ‘fudea
and Syria.

(n) Vid. Hif. Ece, b, 1. cap. 5.

(9) "Ev tw Ny Heude Kugnu® vmo Trg ovyxdity Puhvs ax-
cameev® eic Tov lucaiay czruygan‘f; iomoalo TOY SOy >
Ty sixdlogwy’ p. 70, wid. &7 p. 200.

() Hoc a nemine interpretum, quod quidem ego fciam,

ammadverfum effe nifi in fpecimine Gloflae Ordinariae,
quod Robertus Stephanus edidit, legimus. Ofavius xlii.

iperii fui anno, publico decreto edixit, ut umiverfus orbis Fu-
dacorum {3 Syriae deferiberetur ; & paulo poft, ut cenferetur
totus arbis) five defiriberetur : won quidem orbis terraram, fed

orbis Judacorum & Syriae. Bynaeus, De natali Jefu Chrifli.
p. 300.

If
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If then the cenfus or defcription ordered
by the decree af Augwfus at the time of our
Saviour’s pativity was of the land of Fudea
oilly, the filence of ancient hiftorians is no
objcttion at all againft St. Luke’s account.
There muft have been: many furveys of pro-
vinces of the Roman Empire in the reign of
Auguftus, of wrhich there i1s no notice
taken by any of the Roman or Greek au-
thors now 1 our hands,

The enly writer, in whom we could ex-
ped any mention of it, 15 Fofephus. Whe-
ther he has fpoke of it or not, will be con-
fidered hereafter. But fuppofing at pre-
fent, that there 15 no notice at all taken
of it by hum, this is no ebjetion againft
St. Luke. It 1s not to be expelted we
{hould find 1n one fingle hiftorian all the af-

fairs that were tranfacted in his countrey.
We have undoubted evidence of this en-
rollment in the early teftimonies of the
Chriftian writers. I have already exhibited
more than enough of them. ‘fuftin Mar-
fyr {peaks of it in his Apologie to the Em-
perour and the Senate before the midle of
the fecond centurie,  Tertullzan mentions it
1 feveral of his pieces. There is fcarce
any one occafional fa& or circumftance re-

1 lating
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. lating to the hiftory of Jefus, which was
~ more frequently and more publicly men-
tioned by the Chriftian writers. And yet
it was never contefted, that I know of, in
all antiquity, not even by the adverfaries of
the Chriftian Religion.  Fulian {peaksof 1t
as a thing univerfally known, I fubjoyn
his words. ¢ The Jefus, fays he, whom
“ you extol, was one of Cefar’s fubjects.
““ If you make adoubt of it, I willprove
“ it by and by : Though it may be as welk
““ done now. For you fay yourfelves, that
““ he was enrolled with his father and mo-
““ ther in the time of Cyremius (¢).”
I prefume, I have anfwered this ob-
jection : but it is upon the fuppofition, that
St. Luke fpeaks of a cenfus or enrollment

in Fudea only. I have not taken up this
interpretation to avoid a difficulty, but be-
caufe I really think it to be St. Luke’s mean-
ing.  However, 1if St, Luke be {uppoled to
fpeak of a general cenfus of the Roman
Empire ; 1 own, that the filence of anti-

quity would be a very great objection, Nor

T > r ol 2 P 1‘ T el
(y) 0O Tag Ukiy xngu'r'lﬁ'pev@- I'ﬁﬂ'ug EV YV TWy Kaiﬂte@o
:,?rnxﬁm' E: é‘; ﬂcl:'?rls"ErTE, wxgiv ﬁfsew afarué‘sffw‘ HEMW 32 ‘;Jfé\ﬂ
?ns'y;"c'gm' @ng lt,t,;;! TOk .’.Zt;’i'n;w afmf:gixl/aagm pi?ac‘ 'I'g ‘H‘aﬂeég Jg

o plges imi Kvewdue Apud Cyril. 1. i, p. 213, ed. Spanh.
18
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is the difficulty much leflened by {uppofing,

this enrollment was of perfons only, and
not of lands or goods. The numbring the
people was far from being the principal de-
fion of a cenfus of Roman Citizens, But
yet, oftentimes, when an hiftorian men-
tions a cenfus, he gives very little account
of any thing relating to it, befide the num-
ber of Citizens that was found. If ever the
number of all the people of the Roman Em-
pire had been taken in the reign of Augufius,
it would have been a very great curiofity ;
and hiftorians would have been very fond of
gratifying their readers with it.  Though
we have but few writers of thofe times,
yet it 15 with me unqueftionable, that in
fome of thofe we have there would have
been a particular account of {o remarkable
an event, or at left many references to it :
whereas there are none at all.

§. 1. St. Matthew fays, that Jefus was
born in the days of Herod.  fudea there-
fore was not at that time a Roman Province:
and there could be no taxing made there by
virtue of a decree of Auguftus.

This objection has been anfwered alrea-
dy. Tor 1t 15 evident from what has been

2 alleged
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~ alleged from the Chriftian writers, in the
reply to the former objection, that there
 was fome cenfus, defcription, or furvey
made 11 jzzdm at the time of our Saviour's
nativity, by a decree of Auguftus. How-
ever, that no fcruples may remain in the
minds of any from afalfe notion of the ftate
of “fudea under Herod, 1 fhall particularly
confider the matter of this fecond objection.
But I would firft obferve in general; that
though we have the word faxing in our
verfion, that all the world [hould be taxed ;

this Taxing was firft made . yet the words
ufed by St. Luke do not import a tax, or

laying a tax or duty upon a people. In
the margin of our Bibles we have the word
cnrolled, And in moft other tranflations (7))
a word of like fignification 1s ufed. |

I muft alfo premife, that fome have
thought that this enrolment was to be only
of names and perfons ; and that all Au-
guftus aimed at by this decrce was to know
the number of people inhabiting the Ro-
man Empire, with their employments and

() Ut delcriberetur univerfus orbis. Haec defcriptio

prima fa&ta eft : Ver/ auly. pour faire un denombrement

—ce denombrement fe fit. Mons verf. M. Lo Clre. Len-
fant, &c¢.

COll-
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conditions of life. Ahitby paraphrafes thefe
words thus : That all the world fhould be
taxed : thatis, * thould have their names
 and conditions of life {fet down 1in court
“ rolls, according to their families.”

Others have thought, that this decree
obliged to a regiftry not only of the names
of perfonsand their conditions of life, but
alfo of their goods and pofleflions ; and
that in fhort, 1t wasaRoman cenfus, which
was now made, in order to the peoples pay-
ing taxesfor the future, according tothe value
of their eftates. I own, I am inclined tothis
later opinion; and that St. Luke {peaks only
of a cenfus in fudea, as 1 have already de-
clared.

Having premifed thefe things, that we
may find out, what kind of enrolment, or
regiftring was now ordered by Auguftus
whether a decree of Auguffus could be ob-
ligatory at this time upon the people of
Fudea ; and whether it is likely there was
a Roman cenfus made there at this time ;
I fhall confider thefe following particulars.

1. I {hall explain the nature of a Roman
cenfus.

2. I thall confider the force of St, Luke's
words.

7. 1
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1. 1 thall deferibe in general the flate of

Yudea under Herod.

4. 1 fhall enquire, what grounds there
are to believe, that a Roman cenfus was
made in fudea at this time.

1. I fhall explain tae nature of a Roman
cenfus. A cenfus (as I take it,) confifted
of thefe two parts: firff, the account which
the people gave in of themfelves and their
eftates ; and fecondly, the value fet upon
their eftates by the Cenfors, who took the
account from them. The people did un-
doubtedly reprefent in fome meafure the
value of the things they entered ; but the
Cenfors feem to have had the power of de-
termining and fetling the value,

There was indeed another thing, which
belonged to the office of the Cenfors at
Rome; the cenfure, or correction of man-
ners : but, as I {uppofe, that belonged only
to a cenfus of Roman Citizens, and that it
was no part of a cenfus of all the inhabitants
of a province, or of a countrey fubjet to a
dependent Prince, Itake no notice of it here,

The Roman cenfus was an inftitution of
Servius Tullius, the fixth King of Rome.
Dionyfius of HallicarnafJus gives us this ac-

count of it; that *“ He ordered all the
“ Citi-
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““ Citizens of Rome to regifter their eftates,
“ according to their value in money, taking
“an oath, 1 aform he prefcribed, to de-
“ liver a faithful account according to the
““ beft of their knowledge, {pecifying withal
‘ the name of their parents, their own
“age, and the names of their wives and
‘ children, adding alfo what quarter of
‘ the City, or what town in the countrey,
* they lived 1n (5).”

And after much the fame manner do we
find aRoman cenfusdefcribed inthe (#) Frag-
ments of the twelve tables, and in the Ro-
man (#) Orators, (x) Hiftorians, and (y) Law-

(J) ExiAevoey amay, ug Pouaiys a;'r'n,',;u,’p ohas 7 x‘.j qu.:wfim
'ra.f; Ham; ?rg “ at'}vu;mv, upau'a:v 7o Tﬁv ro}.ufb Y ch..r, 7 p.'rr
T aAnby P;, Qe Tavice TE [EATicy .ﬂsfx. oz, *u’e,’:.‘,; TE WY E10s
fyeu{Doﬂaq, ;&,rmmm o yucn orAEYl%e, 'yw.z-x:u; T xg T%i0%;
copwalonas, ) & T XX|ORETW EXATo Thg WoAiwg TIWw. 1
LYW T xa‘;gzc weoiibivles’ Dfaf{r'/: Hal Ant. Rom. L. iv.
¢, 15. p. 212, init, Hudf. Edit,

() Cenfores popili cizitates, foboles, familias, pecuniafgue
cenfento.  Gic. de Leg, lib. 1. cap. 3.

{«) Jam (ut cenforiae tabulae loquuntur) fabriim & pro-
cum, audeo dicere, non fabrorum & procorum. Cic. Ora.
lor., n, 156. '

(r) Ab hoc (Servio Tullio) populus Romanus relatus im
cenfum.—Summaque regis folertia ita eft ordinata refpubl:-
ca, ut omnia patrimonii, dignitatis, ctatis, artium, ofhicio
rumque difcrimina in tabulas referrentur, ac fi maxima civiezs
minimae domus diligentid contineretur. Florus /ib. i. cap. 6
vid. Liv. lib. i. cap. 42, &3 feg.

(v) Vid. Digefla ut, de cenfibus. yers,
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fers. From all whom it appears, the
“cople were required to give in an account
i)f their names, their quality, cmployments,
@vwes children, fervants and eftates,

; Befide what the people did, there feems
go have been fomething done by the Cen-
[013 more than the bare taking the account
ihe people gave in: that j 18, they were to
fletermine  the value of cach particular
,of their eftates, and the amount (2) of
the whole ; and from this feems to have
becn aken the name or title of this office,
-‘both in the () Latiz, and in the (4) Greck
Janguage. For not only was the compafle
of ground, which any one pofieffed to be
confidered, but the nature of it, and the
profits it might yield : Nor the number only
of flaves or fervants, which any one had;
but alfo the work (¢) they were employed
1, according to which their fervice was to

(x) In cenfu habendo poteftas omnis aeftimationis ha-
bendae, fummacque faciundae, cenfori permittitur,  Cic, i

]/H: lib, ii. n. 13].

(«) Cenfio aeftimatio, unde Cenfores. Feflus de werb. Sign,
Cenfores ab re appellats funt. Liv, b i cap. 8. fin,

(J) Tifxﬂ??f{.

() In {ervis deferendis obfervandum eft, ut & nationes

¢orum, & officia, & attificia fpecialiter deferantur, /. v,
§ o il de cenfibus,

Ry be
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bevalued. And therefore every one reckon-
ed himfelf worth {o (¢) much as the Cen-
{ors valued his eftate at.

This power, which the Cenfors had of
rating or valuing the cftates of all perfons
gave them an opportunity of committing
injuftice, in favouring fome and opprefiing
others. For though there were (¢) rules,
by which they ought to regulate their efti-
mation of every particular ; and the fupreme
Cenfors ( /) were wont to iflue out precepts
to their under officers, enjoining juftice and
equity in their poits; yet if the fupreme
Cenfors were men of ill principles, very
great enormities often went unpunithed (g).

(d) Cenfores dicti, quod rem {wam quifque tanti aeftimare
{olitus fit, quantum iili cenfuerint, Feflus. 7. Cenfores.

(¢) Forma cenfuali cavetur, ut agri fic in cenfum referan-
tur,—~—arvum quod 1n cdecem annos proximos fatum eri,
quot jugerum fit,——illam. aequitatem debet admittere cen-
fitor, ut officio ejus congruat, relevari eum, qui in publicis
tabulis delato modo frui certis ex caufis non poflit. /. 4. pr.
eod.

(f) Edicis enim, te in decumanum, fi plura fuftulent,
quam debitum fit, in o&tuplum judicium daturum effe. Ci.
inVerr, L iii. u. 26.

(¢) Sic cenfus habitus eft, tc Praetore, ut eo cenfu nullius
civitatis refpublica poffet adminiftrari.  Nam locupletiffimi

cujufque cenfus extenuarant, tcnuiflimi auxerant, #bid. lib. i,
7. 138.

That
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That the reader may have a compleat
idea of the defign of thefe enrolments a-
mone the Romans, at left {o far as is necef-
fary to our purpofe; I fhall add here the
account, which Dionyfius has given of the
cenfus made by Laertius the Dicator, A. U,
2¢5. before Chrift, 496. Being chofen
Dictator, ¢ He immediately ordered, that
<l according to the excellent inftitution
<< of Servrus Tullius, fhould in their {everal
‘“ tribes give in an account of their eftates,
““ fetting down the names of their wives
“and children, and their own age, and
< that of their children. All having ina
““ fhort time offered them{elvestobe affefled,
“ (for the penalty of neglect was no lefs,
*“ than forfeiture of eftate and citizenthip ;)
*“ there were found to be one hundred ffty
thoutind and {cven hundred Romans at
man's ettate.  After this, he. feparated
thofe who were of military age from the
clder ; and difpofing thofe into cen-
“tuntes, he formed four bodies of horfe
“and (L) foot.,”  Irom this paffage it ap-

((
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g2~ Objeftions againft  Book 1L,

pears, that the knowledge of the military
{trength of the ftate was intended in this in-
ftitution, as well as the regulating the pub-
licrevenue, It was neceflary to obferve this
here, that the reader may the better judge
of fome arguments that follow.

2. We {hall now confider the force and-
import of the words St. Luke makes ufe of
1n his account of the matter before us.

Now it muft be allowed, that the verb
made ufe of by St. Luke in the firft verfe
that all fhould be taxed, or entolled (7), i
ufed by Greek authors, for the making any
kind of entry or enrolment.  Thus Serwviu;
Tullius oblerving many Roman Citizens tc
be m debt, ordered all of them, who had
not where-withal to fatisfie their creditors
to enter (£) their names, and the fum they
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wed in public rolls; that it might be

“%known, what the whole amounted to, and
'{i)roviﬁon might be made for payment.

 This word is likewife ufed concerning the
enrolments, which were made, when the

Roman Citizens gave in theirnames and en-
litted themfelves in the fervice of a Gene-

~j’al (1)

% So that perhaps there may be fome rea-
Ig'on to queftion, whether St, Luke intended
not a bare entry or enrolment, made by the
people of Fudea, of their names and con-
dition of life, as many learned men have
;up}aofed.

i But yet on the other hand, it is certain,
that the whole of a cenfus is oftentimes ex-
prefled, by the Greek authors, by the words
which St, Luke has ufed. Thus Dio Caflius
fpeaking of Auguftus's firft cenius, fays,

* in the fame year he finithed (m) the en-

€

¥ rolments.,”  Hereby meaning, the whole
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of a cenfus, including alfo the cenfure of
manners, which belonged to a cenfus of Ro-
man Citizens, And in another place, when
he particularly defcribes the office of a Cen-
{or, he fays: ¢ As Cenfors, they [zbe Em-
““ perours] enquire (z) into our lives and
‘“ manners, and make enrolments.” He
intends therefore in this place the whole of
a cenfus, except the correction of manners
by the noun, which St. Luke makes ufe of
in the fecond verfe ; only it is in the plural
number,

Farther St, Luke's narration contains in it
fo many circumftances of a Roman cenfus
that I cannot but think, there was at thi
time a proper cenfus.  The {ubftance of the
decree was, that all the land {hould be en-
rolled. Again, A/ went to be taxed, o
enrolled. And he intimates very plainly,
that Mary alfo was enrolled with Fofeph
All thefe are particulars extremely agreeabk
to the nature of a Roman cenfus.

Though therefore the words in St. Luk,
and efpecially the verb in the firft verfe, are
ufed for the making of any kind of entry,
yet the whole relation obliges us to under-

ey

() "Ex d¢ 14 TIANISUS, THC TE Fabg X TEe ToITHs rur EEU%
Juos, x awoyeadds wueizi 14, L. 53, p. 508, B, .
{tand
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ftand it concerning this particular kind of

enrolment,
And St. Luke's words appear to be ex-

~tremely proper. The edicts for a cenfus
~ feem to have generally run m this form, ex-

prefiing the duty of the people. There is
in Czcero the title of {uch an edict, publifh-

7 ¢d by Verres Praetor of Sicilte, when acen-

{us was to be made in that province. It
is called an Ep1CT concerning the ENROL-

 MENT (o),

In a cenfus of the Citizens of Rome, the

number of the people was always taken
and obferved, but there was a cenfus made

; of goods and lands, as well as of perfons.
- This appears from paflages already quoted

trom Dionyfius of Halicarnaffus and others,
And Livie fays exprefsly, that the very de-
fignof the inftitution was, that people might
contribute to the expenfes of the ftate not

~by the head, but in propertion to their

[ ]
L]

4

eftates ().
And

(¢} Eptctri v provecsioxe, Cie, in Perr, Lib. iii. n. 26,
(p) Ut quemadmodum Numa divini aufor juris fuiffet,

i dervium conditorem omnis in civitate difcriminis, ordi-

,bumque, quibus inter gradus dignitatis FORTUMNAEQUE

g ahqmd interlucet, pofteri fama ferrent : Cenfum enim in-

- -
E-. 1
.

I"
an, rem faluberrimam tanto futuro in perio: ex quo belli

Rr g pacifque
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And for aught that appears, the fame
views were purfued in the aflefiments made
in the provinces, Tacitus indeed fays that
the Batav: paid no tribute to the Romans,
and furnifhed the ftate with arms and (¢)

men only upon occafion, And fome may
be difpofed to infer from hence that there
might be enrolments made, in fuch a pro-
vince, of the names of the people, and
their conditions of life ; in order to know,

what number of troops it might furnith the
{tate with.

This is very poflible, and I think not un-
likely : though I have not yet feen any par-
ticular inftance of 1t referred to by learned
men upon this occafion,  Some however do

fuppofe, that the f{urvey of Fudea at this
time was made by Auguftus with this very
view (). But I believe fudea was the laft

pacifque munia NoX VIRITIM SED PRO HABITU PECU-
NIARUM, FIERENT., Liw. lib. i, cap. 42.

(9) Nec opibus Romanis, focictate validiorum attrit
virgs tantum armaque mmperio miniftrant. Zacit, Hiff. lib. i
cap. 12, Nam nec tributis contemnuntur, nec publicanus
atterit, exempti oneribus & collationibus, & tantum in ufum
praelioram fepohti, velug tela atque arma bellis refervantur,
Id. de Murid, Garr, cape 20,

(r) Breviario igitur quod meditabatur Auguftus, quan-

tum militum  Judaea {uppeditare poflet, includi debuit,
“ﬂ;i’!‘;:l’.‘;:i A’I,‘f. POIIJ';': Ef"- ﬂfif:? D- 51 bt 8 lli

place,
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place, In which the Romans would look for
{oldiers. 'The Fews had formerly ferved
the Kings of Syria and Egypt in their wars;
they had likewife been in the Roman ar-
mies. But now they had fcruples about
ferving Heathens in this way. And all of
i them, who were in the fervice of the Ro-
tmans, had been difcharged in form ().
éTheir own Kings kept foreign troops in
tj’zzdm. After the conqueft of Egypt, Au-
- guftus made Herod a prefent of four hundred
"Gauls, that had been the Life Guard of
- Cleopatra Queen of Egypt (£).  Andin the
“defcription of Herod's funeral folemnity,
Yofepbus reckons up three diftinét corps
~of foreign {oldiers; Thracians, Germans,
and Gauls (u). Indeed the Fews were at
this time {o felf-willed and tumultuous, that,
as 1t {eems, no Prince was very forward to
put weapons into their hands,

I recollect but one inftance, that looks
like a defign of any of the Roman Em-
perours to take Fews into their fervice.
This was in the reign of Tiberius, who, as

ouetonsus fays, fent the Fewsfh youth (who

(s) Tofeth. dnt. lib. xiv. cap. 10. §. 12,
(:) ld de B.F. [ i p. 1006, 13
(1) dbid. cap. wlr. fub. fin,
WeIe
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were at Rome) under a fort of military oath
into the more unhealthful provinces (x),

" But this feems to me to have been more
like {fending them to the mines, than taking
them into military fervice.  We are certain,
the ‘fews did afterward pay tribute to the
Romans, And perhaps I may hereafter make
it appear, they were now, and had been
before this, tributary to the Romans, It is
therefore much more likely, that {urveys
{hould be made in Fudea, with a view to
tribute, than to military fervice.

Nor do I perceive, what learned men
gain by this, They think it difhonorable
to Herod to have the goods of his {ubje:
enrolled and rated by a Roman ofhcer for the
paying of tribute. But where lies the dif-
terence between this, and the numbring and
entering his people, in order to demand for
{oldiers as many men as his countrey could
afford ? If indeed this enrolment of his
people had been made by Herod, by his
own authority, and at his own difcretion,
in order to furnith the Emperour with a

(¥} Judaeorum juventutem, per f{peciem facramenti, in

provincias gravioris coeli difltribuit. wit, Tiber.c. 36. wvid.

& Tacit. Amn. i, ¢, 83,
4 certain
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certain quota of men upon occafion, Herod's
honour had been faved. But this is not
ot Luke's account.  Theve went out a de-
cree j}'om Ceji’lr Aangﬂzzs, that all the land
flould be taxed, And by virtue of this de-
crec of Auguftus all Herod’s fubjects, men
and women, in every part of his dominions,
were enrolled, with great exactnefle, and, as
it feems, with great expedition, And the
order of enrolment muft have been very
prefling, 1 do not fuppofe indeed, that
the Virgin was obliged at all by the decree
to go to Bethlebem : But 1 think, that ‘fo-
feph would not have gone thither, when
{lhe was fo near the time of her delivery, if
the enrolment would have admitted of a
delay, or could have been done at another
tine.

And that this enrolment was performed
by fome Roman officer, as well as ordered
by an Imperial decree, may be very fairly
concluded from the parenthefis, ver. 2. fince
the main intention of it is to diftinguifh 1t
from another, which was certainly made by
a Roman ofhcer.

Mr. Whifton indeed fays, It 15 very pro-

bable that the enrolment of the Fews was

made
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made by Herod, at the requeft of (y) Au-
guftus, It would have been to Mr. Whifton’s
purpofe to give a few {pecimens of this ftile
of Auguftus, or of the Republic toward
fome of their dependent nominal Kings,
But it would not have fignified much in
this cafe, becaufe St. Luke does not fay,
there went out a requeflt from Cefar Auguftus,
but a decree, And therefore we fhould
have been fhll obliged to call it a decree,
And I believe, we may do fo very fafely,
We fhall find by and by, from the hiftory
of Herod, that it is very unlikely that Au-
guftus thould have fent Herod any requefls
about this time,

Again : Mr. Whiflon fuppoles that Herod
the King of the ‘feaws was requefted or re-
quired to get bhin [Auguftus] a like exalt
account of the Fewifh nation, as he bad al-
ready attained of the reft of the Roman Epn-
pire.  Butif this had been all that Auguf-
fus did, namely, requiring or requefting this
of Herod, then Herod muft have iffued a
command or order to all his people to en-
rolle themfelves. DBut how came St, Luke
to mention Auguflus’s requirement or requett

() Sksvt icw of the Harm, of the four Evan. p. 149.
Q
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to Herod, and call 1t a decree too, and yet
fay nothing of Herod'’s order ? I think, St.
Luke does plainly reprefent the people of
“fuudea in motion for enrolling themfelves in
their feveral cities In obedience to Auguftus’s
decree ; and he fays nothing of Herod.
Some have thought that this enrolment
‘was the effe of Auguftus’s curiofity, And
{ome expreflionsof Claudius(z) in his fpeech
.to the Senate about giving the freedom of
.the City to the Gauls have been alleged by
learned men as a proof, that affefiments
“were {fometimes made in the provinces pure-
ly out of curiofity. For he fays, that he
‘had found a cenfus to be a very difhcult
work, even when nothing more was 1n-
tended by it, than to know, what his eftate
(or riches) was, But even from thefe words
1t appears, that an account was taken of the
eftates of the people, as well as their names
and conditions of lite, And the Cenfors
“muft have made an eftimation : Otherwife,

(=) It quidem cum ad cenfus novo tum opere & inadfueto
§ Galliis, ad belluin avocatus effet.  Quod opus, quam ar-
; duum nobis fit, nunc cum maxime, quamvis nihil ultra
g quam ut publice notac fint facultates noftrae exquiratur, ni-

£ This Magno experimento cognofcimus.  #id. Ligfl excur/. ad
-ﬁ‘ £ Tait A, xio A,

the
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the value could never have been known
with any certainty. Befides I think, that
all the Emperour intends here, is, that he
could eafily conceive with what dithculty a
cenfus was at firft introduced into a pro-
vince, when even now a frefh cenfus was
{feldom made without fome difturbance, And
as a proof of this, he inftances in the rebel-
lion, which the firft cenfus of Gaw/ pro-
duced in that countrey (2). And though
he calls this renewing a cenfus, only an en-
quiry, that his eftate or revenue might be
publicly known : yet certainly the tribute
to be paid according to the cenfus is not to
be excluded. Princes do not, nor is it rea-
fonable they fhould, reckon their people
only, all their riches. The revenue arifing
from the tribute or taxes which they pay is
certainly a part of the Prince’s riches. The
Emperour’s meaning therefore 1s, that the
making of a cenfus now is not the impofing
any new hardfhip : the great ufe of them
15 to preferve exactnefle and order in the
ftate of the revenues; and yet they give

(a) Livie {peaks likewife of this difturbance. Tumul-

tus, qui ob cenfum cxortus erat, compofitus. Epitomc hibri
137, Liviani.

people
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people uneafinefle : How much more muft
3 they have done fo formerly ?
Morcover, the taxing afterwards made
A Fudea was certamnly a cenfus of goods as
well as perfons, And yet when St. Luke
“makes mentionof it in Gamalrel's (6) {peech,
the ufes the fame word he does here,
g All the firft Chrittians thought, this was
ia cenfus of goods. It is apparent that Fu-
iﬁgyz}z Martyr thought fo, in that he tells the
‘Emperour and the Senate, it was made by
their firt Procurator in Fudea.  Tertullian
makes no fcruple to call it very plainly a
*-i:enﬁ]s. And Eufebius 1n his chronicle fays
exprefsly, that enrolments were then made
of goods as well as of perfons, All thefe
confiderations, if T miftake not, render it
highly probable, that according to St. Luke,
there was now a proper cenfus made in fu-
dea throughout the territories of Herod.
* But though it be fuppofed, that here was
how a cenfus made, yet a cenfus is not a
fax. Affefliments were certainly made, that
fribute might be paid according to them :
&nd where a cenfus was made, a tribute

ight be required. But yet it might be
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forbore or remitted. And whether any tri-
bute was raifed upon this cenfus or not, I
leave at prefent undetermined.

Suppofing the affair St. Luke gives us an
account of to have been a Roman cenfus,
it 1s poflible two or three enquiries may be
here made. (1.) What occafion was there
for fafeph to enrolle himfelf, fince he was 2
poor man; as may be concluded from the
lefler offering, which the Virgin made at
the temple for her purification ?

I anfwer, that 1t was the cuftom 11 aRo-
man cenfus, for perfons of all employments
and charaéters to enter themfelves; as ap-
pears from the defcriptions given of it, m
the authors which I have before quoted,
And though Fo/eph was not a rich man, i
does not follow he had nothing. However,
whatever his condition was, the edict obliged
him to give m an account of himfelf to the
officers ; unlefs there was a particular cx-
ception made, and only fuch perfons were
required to appear who were poflefled of
eftates to fuch a wvalue. Auguflus feems
once to have made fuch a cenfus of the Ro-
man Citizens (¢). But that this was no

the
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¢ the ufual method, is evident, becaufe this
' particular circum{tance of that cenfus is men-
? tioned as fomewhat extraordinary.
% (2.) Since Jofeph lived in Galilee, how
scame he to go up from thence to be regi-
tred at Bethlelem ¢
3 To this I anfwer, that pofiibly he might
sbe obliged to it by virtue of fome claufe in
{the edi®. Ulpian fays (d), that perfons
lought to enroll themfelves in the place
swhere their eftate lies, Though ofeph
swas not rich, yet he might have fome {mall
Anheritance in or near Bethlebem, and might
x;be obliged to go thither upon that account.
But this I do not infift upon here.
j; St. Luke gives us this reafon of his go-
-;ing to Bethichem : becaufe he was of the
poufec and linage of David. v. 4. ltis pro-
bable, that this journey was owing to the
cuftom of the Fews, who, whenever they
swere numbered, entred themfelves accord-
ang to their tribes and families, If againft

i
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s (d) Isvero qui agrua in alid civitate habet, in ea civi-
date profiteri debet, in qua ager eft. Agri enim tributum

eam civitatem debet levare, in cujus territorio poffidetur.

&4 & 2. f. de cenfibus.
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this it be objected, That the fews had loft

the regifters of their families before this
time : I anfwer, that this does not appear.
They were reckoned by them to be of grea

importance. And it s not unlikely, tha

many, if not moft of them, had the regi.
fters of their families, till the final ruine of
their ftate and conftitution, and perhaps for
fome time afier it, Anna 1s faid to be the

Lakeii 36, daugbter of Phanuel] of the TRIBE oF As-
Aisiv.3655ER,  Barnabas was a LEVITE. Paul aof-

Rom. x1, 1.

P]Jf{n i.ﬁ'l- 5'

firms, that he was of the TRIBE oF BEN-
jaMIN, And thefe two were born in fo.
reion countreys, the one in Cyprus, the o-
ther at Tar/us.

Fofephus, the “few:fh Hiftorian, havins
mentioned the time of his birth, and the
names of feveral of his anceftors, fays
““ Thus have I given an account of my fa-
“mily, as I found it in the public re
“cords (¢).” It 1s true, Fofephus was
the race of the priefts, and their regifter
might be kept with greater care and exac-
nefle than others: But it is evident from
what he fays of the marriages of the priefts

X Py F) T L : L r ey r
(¢) Tov piv &y T2 ivg mpav oiadoxymy ws & Taig dnwosias
ArAlsig YUYy EA AT M) sf,:gfr..v, BT0S ';mga'lifl:pm‘ ?r&/}ﬁfg, i
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that the regifters of other families were in
being likewife. “ Every prieft, fays he,
““ among us 1s obliged to marry a woman of
““ his own nation, and not fo much to re-
““ gard money or any other advantages, but
““ to make an exact enquiry into her defcent,
““ and to accept of no account but what is
““ well attefted.  This is done not in Fudea
““ only, but in all places ; where-ever there
““ is any part of our nation, this law re-
“ lating to the marriages of the priefts is
‘““ moft carefully obferved ; I mean, in E-
“ gypt and Babylon, and every other part
“ of the world, in which any of our priefts
“live (1).”

(3.) What neceflity was there, for the
Virgin Mary to go to Betblebem ¢ Surely
every mafter of a family was not obliged
by a Roman cenfus, to appear before the
officer, with his wife, children and fervants,
if he had any.,
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I anfwer, that I know not of any obli-
gation fhe was under by virtue of Aduguftus's
edi to go to Bethlehem at this time : But
yet Fofeph and Mary might choofe it. And
they might have very good reafons for it
that we are unacquainted with,  St. Luke

Lakeit. 41, {ays, Now bis parents went to ferufalem

" cvery year, at the feaft of the Paﬁwr.
And when he was twelve years old, they
went up to ferufalem, after the cuffom of
the feaff. And yet by the lawe of Mofes,
the males only were obliged to appear be-
fore God at the great feafts, And many
learned men are of opinion, that our Saviour -
did not go up to Jerufalem till this paflover,
(which St, Luke here fpeaks of,) when he
was fwelve years of age: though his pa-
rents, Mary, as it feems, as well as Fofeph,
had gone up to Ferufalem every year: that
is, from their laft fettlement in Galilee, af-
ter their return from Egypt.

3. I {hall now give a general defcription
of the ftate and condition of ffudea unde:
Herod, that we may be able to judge, whe-
ther a Roman cenfus could be made in it by
virtue of adecree of Augufius,

The Roman Empire extended at this time
to all the moft confiderahle countreys of the

| known
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known world, whether fituated in Exrope,
i Afia, or Africa. Befide thofe countreys
| which were properly called provinces, and
t were governed by officers fent from Rome,
* with the title of Prefidents, Praetors, or
" Proconfuls ; there were other countreys go-
- verned by Kings, Tetrarchs or Dynaits, de-
. pendent upon the Roman ftate.

In the ftate and condition of thefe depen-
| - dent Princes, there was a confiderable dif-
“ference. Some few received their crown
“from the Emperour, and acknowledged a
“ dependence, but paid no tribute (¢g); among
%the reft, who were in a more proper fub-

‘jection, fome were called Friends of the Em-
‘perour, or the Roman State. This was un-
“doubtedly a very great honour, efpecially
when conferred in form (). Thefe Friends
of the Romans furnithed them with a part
of their troops, or with fums of money up-

(g) "H; [Appevias] ‘Popaion sx dpyuos piv is Pocy xopidnye
GLT. 0F aUSoic XTmodEiRyUHTS Ty Caoihiag ffﬁﬁf'ﬂ”- in P?'ﬂ"-_’f:
.

(4) Cognitis dehinc Ptolemaei per id bellum ftudiis, repe-
:titus ex vetofto mos, miffulque ¢ fenatoribus qui {cipionem e-
“burnum, togam piftam, antiqua munera patrum daret, r¢-
gmgue $T focium, atque amicum appellaret. Tacit. Ann. lib. 1.

-cn,h 26, wid, & aliud exemplum apud Diony/f. Hal. lib. w. cap.
;. p. 201,

St 3 o
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on particular occafions ; or made prefents to
the Emperour and his minifters, when need-
ful : that is, they paid tribute in the gen-
teeleft way. Others were more properly
tributary, and were obliged to the payment
of certain fums of money: but 1t is gene-
rally fuppofed, that they raifed 1t themfelves
among their people by their own ofticers,
But I fufpet that many of thofe princes,
called Friends, were properly tributary, and
that the Emperour had an officer in the ter-
ritories of moft of them who took care of
his revenue.  Befide thefe, there were (if [
miftake not; ) fome countreys under the
government of dependent Kings, in which
a tribute was raifed in the way of a Roman
cenfus.

That Herod vas a dependent prince, |
think was never denied. He obtained the
kingdom of Fudea at firlt by virtue of a de-
crec of the Roman (7) Senate ; and was af-
{ifted 1n taking pofleflion of it by Roman
troops commanded by their own (4) officers.
Auguftus gave him leave to nominate, fo:
his fucceflor, which of his fons he pleafed
But yet 1n his laft will there was a claut,

(i) JFoapiod Bell Lcocop. 14, [
(%) foadcop i S
by
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lﬁby which the final determination of all was
%’ubmitted to the will and pleafure of the Em-
_'éperour. And after his death his fons were
Tobliged to go to Rome (/), to obtain the grant
;'and confirmation of Auguflus, before they
dared to take pofleflion of the territories af-
figned them by their father.

¢ That Herod was tributary to Auguftus,
Jmmediately before his death, feems evident
from the fentence pronounced by the Empe-
rour, after he had confidered Herod's will,
“ To Archelaus were given, favs fofephus,
¢ Idumea, and Fudea, and the countrey of
¥ the Samaritans, Thefe were eafed of a
¢ fourth part of their tribute, Cefar decree-
*ing them this relief, becaufe they had not
“ jovned with the other people in their late
* difturbances (m).” I think it moit reafon-
able to underftand this of a tribute paid, or
to be paid, not to Herod or Archelaus, but
to the Emperour, If the Samaritans were
tributary to Cefar, the Fews were {o like-
wile.  Itis plain, thefe were not more fa-

I'?J D: b { /;[, 8 (ﬂp_ A

Cge | T 77 T, o YN ~ S TR \
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vored, than the former. And they were
both equally fubje& to Herod and Arche-

laus.

That Herod had been always tributary to
the Roman Empire, may be inferred from
what Asrippa the younger fays to the feus
in his {peech to diffwade them from the war,
“ At this time, fays be, the defire of liber-
‘“ ty 1s unfeafonable. It had been much
““ better to have maintained it with vigour
““ formerly. Then all ought to haw
““ been done that was poffible, to have kept
““ out the Romans, when Pompey firft entred
““ into this land. But our anceftors, and
“ their kings, {uperior to you in wealth, in
“ ftrength and conduct, yiclded to a {mall
‘“ part of the Roman power. And you now
‘“ the hereditary {ubjects of the Romans at-
“ tempt to refift their whole Empire (7).
And Fofeprus in his {peech to the Fews be-

(“) AMa P’” #ﬁ/‘ " ‘}“"girms ='759up.m ..-c.u'rw, TR v*'-r:,
J'?'"E ryrfau?uiu aUTHY a.)'un(wﬁm T T ity —— TaTe /zp & ;/

wadile T TE wn 1 cilucdas Popaive woh, o1 apY T triCar
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icged in Ferufalem, to perfwade them to
1ur1ender to Titus, plainly dates the begin-
ing of the Fewifb fervitude to the Romans

i from Pompey’s conqueft of Jfudea (o). It
. may be concluded from hence, that from

i that time the Fews were tributary to the
« Romans.  Subje¢tion and fervitude muit
. needs imply the paying of tribute.
i Appian mentions Herod King of the Idu-
imeans and Samaritans among the other
: Kings, who, according to Mark Antony’s
+ direction, were to bring in a certain pre-
" feribed tribute ().  Antony and Herod were
1 always very good friends, and it cannot be
- fuppofed that Herod was better ufed by Au-
¢ guftus, than he had been by Antony.
; In the flory of the difference between
Herod and Syllaeus the Arabian, which dif-
- ference feems to have arofe about three
years before Herod's death, and to have con-
tinued a year or two at left, if not as long

as Herod lived, there is a paffage that de-

e Ry
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ferves to be obferved in this place. ¢ Sy/-
““ Jaeus moreover bribed Fubatus, Cefar's
““ Procurator, and employed him againft He-
““ rod, But Herod by a larger {um of mo-
“ ney drew oft Fabatus from Syllaeus, and
““ by him required the performance of thofe
““ things which Cefzr had ordered [f0 £
“ done by Syllacus]. However Syllacus went
‘““on in his old way, performed none of
‘“ thofe things ; and moreover accufed Fa-
““ patus to Caefar, faying, that he was a
‘““ Procurator morc n Herod's interefts than
““ the Emperour’s (¢).” By Procurator can
be meant no other than an officer that took
care of the Emperour’s revenue. And the
nature of the charge feems to imply, that
Fabatus had a truft under the Emperour in
Herod’s dominions.  This indeed may be
quettioned, becaule that afterwards, Sy//ac-
us having killed Fabatus, Aretas the King
of Arabia profecuted Syllacus at Rome for
the murder of Fabatus, as well as for other

(q) Tiizac 2t [SeMai®] modnsiz yenpaos dakyrs 1o Ko
Cag® Qioixy T, txinrs forliv w22l Hpldy sz vy H-
F.::r;;, cf{.;’:lr::a'i TE WWE LiAmil d?x?i‘rmr, :5 o 2UTE T pidivo
lelz oy Kavoap® osrratie’ 5 0t undiy amedds, tvi s xain
vizes Dabite wosg Kaicapx, Siomntay shas Mywy, ¥ T4y ixin-,

5 0t Hpdos qeudsparer Jofph de Bell. 1 1. ¢ 29. p. 105¢.
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crimes committed by him (). And from
hence it may be inferred by fome, that Fa-
atus was rather an officer in Arabia.  Let
it be fo. However, here is a proof, that
?‘the Empcrour had a Procurator to take care
of his tribute or revenue in the countrey of a
dependent Prince : for fuch was the King of
sArabia.  And 1t 1s not impoiﬁble that Fa-
Yatus might be concerned in both thofe
Kingdoms, of Yudea and Arabia.
: Upon the whole then, Herod was always
w dependent tributary Prince.  Whether he
éwas at laft obliged to fubmit to a cenfus, will
sbe the fubjet of enquiry under the next head.
- All that ITwould thew farther here is, that
a cenfus was not inconfiftent with the rights
‘allowed to thefe dependent Princes, accord-
ing to the Roman conftitution,  This is ge-
-nerally denied, therefore fome proof muit
be oiven of it.  But 1t cannot be expected,
that I fhould produce many examples of a
cenfus 1n dependent kingdoms : partly, be-
.caufe the Roman hiftorians never take any
“notice of thefe things, unlefs they are attend-
cd with fome accidents that render them re-
markable : and partly, becaufe the Romans
had feveral ways of raifing tribute ; and a

[

AT o feph At b, yii, cap. 3.
cenfus,
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cenfus, which was the moft difagreeabl
way of all; was not ufed in all thofe coun.
treys that were properly provinces.

After the battle of Philipps, in which
Brutus and Caffius were defeated, Mark An.
fony went over into Afa, and coming to E.
phefus, fummoned the States of the nations
thereabout to give him a meeting, 1In s
{peech he made to thefe States, among other
things, he tells them: “ Your King Atts-
““ Jus bequeathed his kingdome to us by te-
“ ftament, Our government has been mild-
“er than his was. For we remitted the
‘“ taxes you had been wont to pay to him,
““ till men of turbulent {pirits arofe amongft
““us, and laid us under a neceffity of de-
‘“ manding tribute of you. And even then
““ we did not impofe it upon you in the way
‘“ of a cenfus, that we might colle& it with
“ lefs hazard and trouble ta our felves;
‘“ and we required only the annual payment
““ of a fum of money out of the produce of
‘““ your countrey (s5).” In the conclufion
they agreed to pay a whole nine years tri-
bute in two years time. The battle of Ph-

(s) 'Emi 0t 3enciv, ¥ wpoS TL TikNpale vuiv imelinaur, 49
ey r'{.uf?; axisdurov ¢5gav EXAEYOILLYy ANAS y-fpn (prm Twy Exasils
vrewuy tmevalope Appian. de Bell, Civ. hb, . p. 1074

fipp:
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'was fought (¢) A. U. 712, Aftalus
1ed (u) A.U. 621. So that 4{2 ( Pro-
®ria) had been a province go years, and
_;1'; et they had not had any cenfus among
$hem. It is not likely therefore, that we
ilOUld meet with many inftances of a cen-
us made in dependent kingdoms.

3 Tacitus however has given us one inftance,
#< About this time, fays be, the Cilicians
4 {ubject to Ar chelaus the Cappadocian (x),
g being required to enroll themfelves in our
i#¢ way, and to pay tribute accordingly, with-
T; drew themfelves into the faftnefles of
# mount Taurus: and by the advantage of
¢ the fituation, maintained themfelves a-
37 oainft the weak forces of the King ; till
“ Marcus Trebellius came nto his afliftance
- from Vitellius Prefident of Syria with four

. thoufand Roman f{oldiers, and a body of
‘““ Auxiliaries (y).”

By

 (t) Vid. Petavii Rationarium Temporum Part i. lib. iv, cap.
" 90.
 (u) Vid. ibid. cap. 14,
( x) Or, that had been fubjet to Archelaus the Cappadocian.
. {y) Per idem tempus Clitarum natio Cappadoci Archelao
“{ubjetta, quia noftrum in modum deferre cenfus, pati tributa
adigebantur, in juga Tauri Montis abiceflit: locorumque in-

gmu {cle contra regis impelles copias tutabantur ; donec M.
Trebellius



618 Objetlions againff Book ]|

By Ci/icia 1 here underftand, not Cili;
the Plain, [Cilicta Campefirss,] which hy
been a Roman province long before this
but Cilicia the Rugged, [Afpera,] whi
had becn annexed by Augufius to the King
dome of Cappadocia (). 1t Is true, th
upon the death of old Archelaus AU, 770
A. D. 17. (a), the kingdome of Cappad.
cia was reduced to the ftate of a (4) pn
vince ; and this difturbance, which Taciti
here {peaks of, 1s placed by him in A.U.
789. A.D. 36 (c). But Tacitus has 1;
where faid, that this Ci/icia was made a pro
vince. If it had, he muft have known it
and could not have {poke of it, as he do
here. He fays that the people maintainel
themfelves in their faftneflfes againft the
King's aweak forces, till a General arrive
from Vitellius with a reinforcement of Re

Trebellius Legatus a Vitellio praefide Syrize cum quatuor mif-f
libus legionariorum, & delectis auxiliis miflus, duos colle:]
quos barbari infederant, operibus circumdedit : & crumper
aufos, ferro ; ceteros, fiti ad deditionem coegit. Tacit. Aunil
lib. vi. cap. 41.

(z) Vid.Strabonem liv. xiv. p. 3. D.

(a) C. Coelio L. Pomponio Cofl.

(%) Regnum in provinciam redadtum ef. Zacit. dm. i
§i. cap. 42.

(¢) Q. Plautio & Sext. Papinio Cofl,

A0
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man foldiers.  If it had been a province, he
would have faid, that the people had been
t0oo hard for the troops, which the Prefe&t
had with him.  And this account is in the
main confirmed by feveral other hiftorians,
who fay, that this Ci/icza was governed by
Kings till the time of Vefpafian (d).

Nor 1s 1t very hard to trace the fortune of
this people from the begining of the reign
of Caligula to Vefpafan, For Dio fays, that
Caligule gave the Maritime Cilicia, (which
was another name of this countrey,) to An-
tiochus, as an acceffion to his kingdome of
Comagene (e). Betore Caligule died, he
took it away from him. By Claudius it was
again reftored to the fame Antiochus (f).
And from an account, which Tacitus has
aiven of another tumult of this people, A. U.

(4} Item Thraciam, Cilictam, & Comagenem ditionis re-
giac ulque ad id tempus, 1n provinciae formam redegit, Sue-
tonoan Vefraf. cap. 8. Item Thraciam, Ciliciam Tracheam,
& Comagenam, quae fub regibus amicis fuerant, in provin.
carum formam redegit [ Vefpafianus). Eutrop. /it vii. cap.1g-

(¢) 0 vap Asvioxw ve Artioxs Tov Koppaynigy, v 6 wa-
T aLTE oy, w wheseTs k Ta mapelardoeie Tis Kikxlag Ou:t
s 159, p. 5. D,

) Rai pite 7810 7 76 Avmidys Ty Koppaynmy amidon:s
[ y2; Tai®ey xai mep avtic of 085 adrmv, arpnre’) id. lib. Go.
#0-0. 4,

i 803.
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80¢. A.D. 52, [Faufto Sulla & Salvio 0.
thone Coff.] they appear to have been the
{ubjet to Antiochus (g). And it is likely
they continued under him, till it was made
a province by Vefpafan ; becaufe Comagen
alfo was at that time reduced to a province,
as appears from Suetonius and Eutropius al
ready quoted ; and from fofephus, whi

fays, that this Aptiochus was difpoflefled o
all his dominions in the fourth year of Vefpu.

San (b).

The only difhculty is, who they were ful»
jet to, when this cenfus was ordered to I
made among them in the later end of Tibe.
rius’s reign.  Ior by the manner, in whic
the firft words of this paflage of Tacitus ar
quoted by Cardinal Norzs (), and by Pag
(%) from him, they muft have underftoo
by Archelao fibseita, the people that bal

(g) Nec multo poft agreftium Cilicium nationes, quibs
Clitarum cognomentum, faepe & alias commotae, tunc Tr.
fobore duce, montes afperos caftris cepere.——Dein rex ej:
orae Antiochus, blandimentis adver{us plebem, fraude indv
cem, cum barbaroruin copias diflocaflet, Trofobore paucifqu
primoribus interfectis, ceteros clementia compofuir. 7aci
Ann. lsh, xii. cap. §5.

(h) Vid. Fofeph. de Bell. Fud. lib. wii. cap. 7,

(/) Noris Cenotaph, Pif. Dif]. ii. pag. 308,

() Appar. ad Annal. mum. 127.

1 [‘c’c'.‘ﬁ
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cen fubpedt to Archelaus, that is, to Arche-
Yaus the King of Cappadocia,  However,
ipfius and Murctus (1) underftand Tacitus
%o fuy, that they were then [ubrel? to Ar-
Yhelaus, a fon of the former Archelaus, who
fzucd at Rome, A. U. 770.
& I am under no obligation to determine
éns matter, becaule it 1s the fame thing to
imy purpofe, whether they were now fubject
o the King of Comagene, or {ome other de-
é)endent prince, or whether they were fub-
jet to a fon of the old Archelaus King of
{appadocia 5 the imbelles regis copiae, the
$King's weak forces, proving they were un-
g\el a King.  But 1t {eems to me moft na-
?tuml to interpret Tacitus, as Lipfius does.
he simbellos regis eoprae imply, that a King
had been mentxoned before ; and therefore
Ydrchelao fubjeéta cannot be very fairly un-
derftood to mean no more than a defcription
of thefe Cilicians, to diftinguith them from
others of that name.

Tiberius had been indeed very angry with
old Archelans.  But neverthelefle he might
be willing, when he had made his king-
dome of Cappadacm a province, to give one
of his fons this {mall appendage of it. This

0y i ke
Tt Cili-
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Crlicia was far from being any ftrong temp.-
tation, The countrey was mountainous, ang
the people were apt to turn to robbery or p.
racy, and for thefe reafons they had beey
given before by Auguftus to the above-men.
tioned Archelaus (m).  Cappadocia had beey
a very rich booty to Tiderizs, Upon it’s be.
ing made a province, by the ready money
and effects of drchelaus, and the revenues of
the countrey, {uch fums came into the pub.
lic treafury of the Romans, that their tx
called the hundreth fell immediately to:
two hundreth (7).  'We may therefore fup.
pofe, that by .4rchelaus here 1s meant a fos
of the tormer King of Cappadocia, thoug)
he be an oblcure perfon.  And the weak-
nefle of the Kine’s forces 1s an argument
that he was no confiderable prince, and tha
thefe people were his only fubjects,
Though here be but one example, it &
{ufhicient for my defign. 1 belicve 1t wa
difgraceful to a prince, to have a cenfu:
made in his dominions, However, Taci-
fus does not infinuate, that there was an

(m)} Vid. Strabs, 1 viv. p. 987, D,

() Regnum ejus in provinciam redactum eft ; fructibu
que ¢jus levari pofle centefimae velligal, profeflus Caefar, c.
centefimam in pofterum Q{atwit, Tacir, Aun. lib. it. cap. 4:

injuftice
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fniuﬁice in it, or that it was abfolutely in-
._‘; onfiftent with the rights indulged to depen-
Yene princes : and the King, to whom this
people were fubject, fupported this cenfus,
{- {ir as he was able.

N

4. T am now to enquire, whether we
have any reafons to believe, that there was
g cenfus made in fudza at this time,

We can hope for no light i this matter
from any author but fo/pbus, except the
notice which the Chriftian writers have tak-
enof it, If we will rely upon them, I think
the point is decided already : but at prefent
we will lay afide therr teftimontes, and cona
fine our enquiries to fofephus.

That Herod was always tributary, has
been proved.  Tapprehend, that toward the
later end of his reign there was fome al-
terztion made - his circumftances for the
worle.  In order to judge of the evidence
thore s for it, we muft trace the hiftory of -
Horod s ar’mun about this tune.
~ Obsdas was now King of Arabia, and Syl-
lo:us his chiet officer under him, who indced
aamiittred all affairs of that countrey with
almott Lingly authority,  Hersd had lent O-
bed.ss i« confiderable fum of monev : When
the time of pavment came, Flersd demand-

Tt o2 ¢d
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ed the money, but in vain, Moreover
band of robbers had infefted Herod's domi-
nions and carried oft feveral of his fubjeés
and were afterwards fheltered by Obodas and
Syllaeus w Arebia,  Thefe differences be.
tween the two courts of  Fudea and Arabu)
were brought betore Saturninus and Volum- |
mus, the Emperour’s chiet oflicers in Syrig,
the neighbouring province,  Here it was fti
pulated, that Herod thould {urrender to Obs-
das all the Arabians he had in his cuftody,
and that Obodas {hould releafe all Feavr/b pri-
foners, and pay the money he owed in thir-
ty days time (¢). But when that time wa
expired, none of thefe conditions were per-’
formed on the part of the Arabians, Andi
Syllacus, foll of refentment againft Herol,
fails for Rome,  The terms agreed upon not
having been performed by Obedas, Hero,
with the confent of Saturninus and Volun-
nius, marches into Arabia, and routs the
forces that oppofed him.  Advice of this
immediately fent to Sy/lacus then in Itale
He procures an audience of Auguftus ; tell
him, That Herod had made an incurfion in-
to Arabia, laid wafte the countrey, and}

killed five and twenty hundred Arabum
(o) Fofeph, dAnt. lib, xwi. (ap. 9. pu 7344
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,'3 with their General. Auguflus having heard

. this, enquires of Herod's friends at Rome,

. and of perfons who arrived from Syria, whe-

. ther this was matter of fact. Being affured

" it was, without ever afking the occafion,
« He writes a letter to Herod in very an-
« ory terms (p). The fubftance of this let-
‘“ ter was 3 1hat whereas he had hitherto
«“ treated him as a FR1END, he fhould for
“ the future treat him as a SUBJECT.

Herod then fent ambafladours to Rome :
But they were forced to return, without {o
much as obtaining an audience, A f{econd
ambafly likewife went to Rome without any

ceffe (g).

In the mean time Obodas dies, and Are-
tas takes upon him the crown of Arabia :
and then {ends away ambaffadours to Rome,
with large prefents ; withal accufing Syllae-
us, his predeceffor’s chief minifter, of ma-
ny great crimes.  But Syllaens was fhll in
ereat favour at Rome, and Auguftus was of-
tended, that Aretas had taken upon him the
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626 Objettions againff  Book 1|

covernment of Arabia without firft obtaip
ing his lcave,  And fent back the ambaff;
dours, without receiving the prefents, ¢
admitting them to an audience.  ** They
¢ fairs of thefe two kingdoms of Fudea
“ Arabia were then inoa very bad poftug
““ In onc there was a King not confirmed
‘“ his governiment,  And Herod having I
“ the Emperour’s favour, was forced t
‘“ fubmit to many difgraces and aftront
““ Seeing no end of thefe evils, he refolv
“to fend once more an ambafly to Row
‘““ and to try whether he could gain frien
““ there, and by them recover the Ein
‘““ rour’s good will.  The perfon fent upe
““ this occalion was Nrcolus ot Damafcus(r).
This Nicolas, who was ever firm to H:
red's intereft, was a man of great abilitic
and of admirable addrefle.  When he can:
to Reme, Svllacus’s power was declinmg
New ingormaiions againft him  had  bee
brought from Arabia, and Nicolas artful
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§Chap.1. Luke 11, 1. 2. confidered. 627
‘ joining 10 with the Arabians, procures an
faudience of Augufius ; and having firft {up-
ported the charges brought by them againft
38yllaeus, he proceeded to the defenfe of He-
%ma’. ‘“ Here the Emperour {topped him
3¢ fhort, and bid him anfwer, whether He-
é“ #od had not marched his forces mnto 4ra-
;“ bia, and flain five and twenty hundred
> men?” To which Nicolas replied : That
’ithe thmés the Empelom had heard con-
%Lermng Herod were in part truc and part
falfe, and that the occafion of all had been
iconcealed from him, He informed the Em-
apemur of the differences between Obodas and
{Herod : That certain ftipulations had been
%cntucd into 1n the prefence of Saturninus
tand Folumnius : That Syllacus had {worn by
tlu. Emperour’s Fortune, that the terms a-
] grt.ui upon fhould be pun&mlly executed,
but that nothing had been done : That He-
%m! had not moved his forces, till he had
chrft obtained the confent of the Emperour’s
‘clm_f ofhicers in Syrza, and that the numbers
ol the flain had been very much magnified.
- Augujlus, perceiving that his difpleafure a-
cguinft Herod had been built upon mifrepre-
entations, was appeafed; and at length pro-
nounced a fentence, that Sy/laeus {hould re-

Tt 4 turn




628 Objetions againft  Book lI

turn home, give Herod fatisfaction, and then
be pumfhed for his crimes (). %

[

Some time after this we have an account
of fome difturbances in Herod's family,- A
very {tni& friendfhip had commenced be.
tween Antrpater Herod's eldeft fon, Pher
ras Herod’s brother, and Pheroras’s wife
who was particularly difagreeable to Herod
Salome, Herea's fifter, who knew almotft e
very thing, fuipected that thefe three wer
carrying on defigns againft her brother, She
came and told him what the knew ; and
Herod had had fome intelligence before, and
was full of {ufpicions, but what he ha
heard was not fully confirmed.  There fol:
tows immediately upon this, a paffage of &
extraordinary a nature, that it muft be tran.
feribed without any abrigement, ¢ Ther
" was 1orcover, fays (¢) folcphus, a cer-.
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Chap. i, Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered. 629

1 gain fet of Fews, who valued themfelves
' G hlghl}’ for their exact knowledge of the
“ lawe; and talking much of their intereft

{ « with God, were greatly in favour with

E « the women, They are called Pharifees,

“ ¢ men who had it in their power to con-
¢« troll Kings; extremely {ubtle, and ready

¢ to attempt any thing againft thofe whom
"¢ they did not like. When therefore the

. whole ‘few:/b nation took an oath to be
- faithful to Cefar, and the interefts of the

- King, thefe men to the number of above

, ¢ fix thoufand refufed to fwear. The King
. “ having laid a fine upon them, Pheroras’s
*“ wife paid the money for them, ‘They,

““in requital for this her kindnefle (for they
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630 Objections againft  Book II,

““ were fuppofed, by their great intimacy;
““ with God, to have attained to the gift of
““ foreknowledge; ) foretold, that God hav.
‘““ ing decreed to put an end to the govern.
‘““ ment of Herod and his race, the king.
““ dome would be transferred to her and
« Pheroras and their children, Salome, wh
““ was ignorant of none of thefe things
‘““ came and told the King of them, and af.
““ fured him likewife, that many of the court
““ were corrupted by them. Then the King
““ put to death the moft guilty of the Phar:.
“ fees, and Bagoas the eunuch, and on
“ Carus, the moft beautiful young man a-
‘“ bout the court, and the great inftrument
“in the King’s unlawful pleafures. He
“ likewife flew every one i his own fami
““ Iy, who achered to thofe things which
‘““ were faid by the Pharifees.  But Bag-
““ as had been elevated by them, in that he
““ fhould be called father and benefator,
““ the King, who was to be appointed ac-
““ cording to their predition, (for all thing
““ would be 1n his power;) being to giv
““ him a capacity of marriage, and of hav-
““ g children of his own,”
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Chap. 1. Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered.

In the margin («) I jufify my verfion of
this paffage, as to one particular, in which
it is fingular. But befide that, poflibly

r (u) This paffage of Fofephus has been already quoted very
often by learned men, who have treated of this cenfus, or of
the true time of our Saviour's nativity, But all, whom I

+ have feen, have followed Gelenius’s verfion of thefe laft words,
~ which is thus: Nam Bagoas in eam fpem fublatus erat, quafi

Tk S Sl

parens & benefactor appellandus regis, quem deftinarent vati-

: cinia; profpere enim ceflura novo regi omnia, conftabilien-

* do fucceflionem prolis legitimae, I fuppofe they did not
. look upon the original. If they had, they would have eafi-

lv perceived his miftake. Nor does the argument, that this
affiir hos a relation to our cenfus, ftand thus in it's full force,

aswill appear by and by. Hudfon has very much corrected

Granias's verfion, and tranflates the concluding words thus:
- Yuit autem per cos elatus Bagoas, quod difcerent eum pa-
- trem benchcumque appellatum inn cjus, qut ex eorum prae-
. «aitione creandus sex effet ; habiturum enim eum regem om-
~ nium rerum poteftatem, & Bagoae vires conciliaturum cum
- muiicre congrediendi, propriofque libeios gignendi.  But,

methinks, the fenfe of this is nut verv extruordinary. Ba-
gear s to receive a great benefit from the King, and beftows

- fene upon him, that [ {ee ; and yet he is 10 be called bis Fa-

trer and Benefactor, 1 think, that Jofephus fays, that the

{

H

artiees gave out, that Bagom was to become, or to be calf.
ec. a father : and hereby, that s, by his having children,

- woud alfo be a benefator to hiy countrey. I have made no
- sleration in the original words of Fofeplus. T have only in-

leriea & conma after éiopachnoipn®-, and changed the colon
AWr Zazidice to a comma.  This Interpretation 1s not my
cw: 1 had it from my learned and ingentous friend, Mr.
/4. w wnom I am very much indebted for this, and di;
vers viber entical ebfervations, which I highly value,

2 fome

-
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fome may have a {cruple about this fentence.

He likewife flew every one of his own fam:.
Iv, who adbered to thefe things which wer

Jaid by the Pharifees. 'The original word i

in the fingular number, which were faid b
the Pharifee, or which the Poartfee fai
If any thould be apt to think from hence
that this has reference to fome thing faid
by fome particular Phartfee; 1 muft defir
them to confider the context. It is eviden
from what goes before and follows that pe.
riod, that the Phar:fees in general were con.
cerned in this affair, though fome only wer
punithed ; the moft guilty, as Fofephus call
them. The fame phrafe is in another place
ufed by Fofephus, where the Poarifees n
general are intended. Thus he fays: ¢ The
“ Sudducees, when in office, ufually go it
* tize meafures (x) of the Phartfees: ™ In
the oniginal 1t 15, of the Pharifee,

I take this ocath, which $fofephus her
fpeixs of, to be the fame thing with St
Luke's taxing, for thefe reafons,

(1.) As faras I can perceive, this oath
muit have been taken much about the fame
tme with the taxing or cenfus mentioned by

o ‘ i‘ . 1__ 1 .. ‘n ] . - ’_'-# ;-'I
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Chap. 1. Luke is. 1. 2. confidered. 633

St. Luke, according to all thofe who place
the nativity of Jefus fome time between
twelve, or fifteen months and two years be-
ifore the death of Herod.

(2.) There is a great variety of circum-
ftances attending this cath in Jofephus, that
taccord with the hiftory the Evangelifts have

given us of the birth of Jefus. I imagine
I am very much prevented by the reader,
abut I fhail fpecify fome of them.
+ St. Luke fays: There awent out a decree
zﬂom CESAR AUGUSTUS, that all the land
ﬂ ould be taxed. The iubﬁance of the oath
i ‘fofepbus was, to be faithful to CESAR,
ias well as to Herod,  An oath is a formal
‘acknowledgement of fubje@ion, as well as
'an engagement to fidelity. No greater ac-
 knowledgement of fubjetion could be made,
'than an enrolment in a Roman cenfus.  St.
Luke fays, the decree was, that @/l the land
fhould be taxed, and that a// went to be tax-
ed.  Jofephus agrees with him furprifing-
ly, when he fays, that Al the Fewifh na-
tim took the oath, except fix thoufand. Phu-
rfees.

St. Luke’s Taxing, and Fofepbus’s Qath,
are followed with parallel events, When
the wife men came, faying : Where 1s be

3 that
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that 15 born King of the fews? Herod
troubled, and all Ferufalem with bim. ‘fof.
phus’s account is a perfe¢t comment upon §t
Mats. i +Matthew.  St. Matthew fays: When I
[Herod) had gathered the CHIEF PRIEST:
AND SCRIBES of the people together, be d
manded of them,where cCHR1ST jhould be born,
And they faid unto him, in Bethlebem of fu.
dea: for thusit isawriten by the PROPHET,
and thou Betblebem—art not the leff amon
the princes of fuda : for out of thee fhal
come¢ @ GOVERNOUR THAT SHALL RULI
MY PEOPLE ISRAEL. So that all the d.
fturbance at Ferufalem, which St. Matthe:
{peaks of, was on account of the birth o
a King of the Fews. It is the fame thing
in Fofepbus.  And the chicf pricfts and
ferzbes  St. Matthew were undoubtedly o
the Pharifées, which are the perfons fi
much fpoken of by Fefephus. The K
in Fofepbus has a character of the Chrift o
Meflias : for all things would be 1n bis power.
Whether the jeft upon Bagoas, and through
him upon the Pharifees, be of Fofephus:
own invention ; or whether it was an old
piece of wit in ufe among profane people,
to banter thofe who expected great thing

from the Meflias ; or whether it be matter
F

4



:} hap. 1 Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered.
b f2¢t, that fome of the Pharifees did at

#hat time give any fuch affurances to fome

arry on felfth defigns, I do not determine.
$ut it is an evidence, that the King, who
fvas then the fubje& of difcourfe, was fup-
Pofed to be an extraordinary perfon
8 In Yofepbus the Pharifees give out a pre-
Qiction, that God bad decreed to put an end
{0 He od's government, &c. This I take to
‘-i)e the fame thing with 2be chief priefts and
Jeribes (v) : Thus it is writen by the prophet,
in St. Matthew ¢ that is, what Fofepbus calls
8 predichion or prophecy of the Pharifees, is
%o more than an interpretation or application
®f an ancient prophecy. Thus ¥o/zphus took
%pon himfelf the aire and character of a pro-
Phet, when he applied the ancient Yews/b
prophecies of the Meflias to Vefpafian. He

1 {1} Unde putas fatam, ut eo ipfo tempore, proxime poft
Fitriptionem fudarcam Pharifael vaticinia ifta tractarent, &
Rro lubitu {uo interpretarentur T Numquid res ipfa teltimoni-

reriubet Matthael narratiom ? Norne andis magos ob
éth[L quzerentes, ubs natus fit Rex Judaeorum ¢ Nonae
?ua em {cifcitantem a Pharifaers, ubi Chriftus nafccretur 2
ﬂ enitm occalionibug, his Herodis mandatis, Pharnifaei ad
?;rophct:arum libros remifli, vaticinia de quibus quaercbatur
Proiaa, ad placitum uxoris Pherorae, fccretis colloquiis de-
®ricrunt, Kepler, de Anws Natal. Chrift (ap. 12.

Was
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was taken prifoner by Vefpafan, then Ge.
neral in udea under Nero. ofephus, hear.
ing that Vefpafian had a defign to fend him
to the Emperour, defired he might fpeak
with the General in private.  Being brought
before Ve[pafian, and all the company being
difmified, except T7¢us and two friends, .
[epbus begins : ¢ You think, Vefpafian, thy
““ you have in Fofephus a meer prifoner. But
““ Iam come to you as a meflenger of great
“ things. Had I not been fent to you by
““ God, Iknew what the lawe of the e
‘¢ 15, and how it becomes a General to di.
““ Do you fend me to Nero? What! ar
‘“ they who are to fucceed Nero befor
““ you to continue ¢ You, Vefpafian, will be
““ Cefar : You, and this your fon will be
‘“ Emperour. Bind me therefore ftill faft
““er, and referve me for your felf. For
‘“ you fhall be lord not of me only, bu
‘“ of the earth and the fea and all mankind
‘“ And for punithment I deferve a clofe
““ confinement, if I now fpeak falfhood t

““ you in the name of God (z).”
However, befide the anfwer given by
the Scribes to Herod’s enquiry, we are
(%) "Eyo ot imi mipwpiar douas Qruras uslor®, o xalioy:

dialwry Oe* Jofesh, de Bell. l.iit. c. wii. §. 9.
remen-
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kmember the fpeech made by old Simeon,
& eminent Pherifee, at the prefentation of

dcfus at the temple ; and that Aina a pRro-
YuETESSE gave thanks unto the Lord, and
Pate of bim to all them that looked for re-
&uption in Ifrael.  And there might be
oy other fuch like things faid there by
gthers 5 to 2ll which 7cy2’pbzz5 a Prieft, and

h mfm med of what was faid and done at

e temple, may be juftly fuppofed to have
reference.
' St. Matthew fays, that when Herod fuw
1 but be weas MOCKED of the wife men, he
§i XCEEDING WROTH, aﬂdfvzz‘fwz‘b
bid flew all the children tbat‘ were 11 Beth-
hein, and n all the coafts thereof.  Fofe-
s has civen us the tokens of an uncom-
oo rage in Herod.  And though St, Mat-
@ has rclated, upon this occafion, no o-
o inttance of Herod's cruclty, befide the
¥ tor dettroying the children in and near
&/ bon s yet nothing s more likely, than
it /lerod, the mott jealous of mortals,
ould, upon the retreat of the wife men,
med with fufpicions, that the Serzdes ..md
§/; fees, whom he had letdly contutied a-
Eﬁu e huth place of the King of the Fews,
kit u,u’H]IV to the dlilppomtnlﬁnt hl.

U n hud
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had met with from the faid wife men: 2
that being hcated by the infinuations of b
ifter Salome, (provided ‘fofepbus has i
brought her m here for the fake of a jeft
and by the barbarous counfels of his {on 4
tipater, now I Fudea, and in high favor
he fhould then make alfo that cruel rav:
i his court and at ferw jérlm, of which ¢
Feawdfh hiftorian has given us a {fumme
account,

(3.) AsIthink, that Fofcphus was ave
frm Few; fo his indecent way of {peal
of this affair is a ftrong proof, 1t reluics to:
tranfactions at “forwfalen after the birth.
Jelus. Is it not ttrange, that Fofoplus the
henter the Pharifees for pretending to t
oilt of forcznowledae) when he himfel,
I*’f‘m'z',!}::', bas been moft notorioufly qus
of 1?1 mtend not only his fpeech to]
pofiny it now tranferibed,  There ai
ther, rather more fligrant nftances,
that m the hittorv of the () 7o mj
writ long before his Antiguizios, v lm
15 the patfage weare upon, Ih; 11d1um
the P" ifees appears to me very unfetr
ble i an account of {uch a {eene of crud

'
-—
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hap. 1. Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered 639

21d when they were under very heavy f{uf-
-'; erines,  And for what? For refufing the
path of fidelity ? No, They had efcaped
gvith a fine for not fwearimng to Cofar, i
ere had not followed fome offenfes more
Yarticularly againft Herod, as is pretended,
#nd what are thele? Why predictions and
$xpectations, that the kingdome was by the
fecree and appomtment of God to be tran{-
f{:rrcd to fome perfon not of Herod's race :
jnuthcr inftance of agreement with the time
that fuccceded the birth of Jefus, which,
fcmrdinfr to the Evangelifts, was a time of
fgmt cypectation of a J(mg predited and
jr)nhciu.d of, But here is not one riotous
éz ieditious action mentioned, or hinted ;
the utmott is feditious words.  And yet Fo-
dephis uthines, triumphs in thefe terrible ex-
cations, Ina word, he, who ufes to con-
o Tered as a mun of an mhumane dil-
tirm1 here treats the Plarzjees of this
e with Hersdian cruclty.,

. Pl

—

-d* *::..*4-

Al 1o abd bluttly uaccountable to me,
8y y 1) tnc (uppolition, that this attuir re-
cbirgh of Jetus,  Nordo [ think,
1 l wrong, fofephes mthe keft, Ir s to
< more than probable, that every e,
1o did not believe Jefus to be the Chrift,

Uu 2 (13
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(as Fofepbus did not, ) had a great deal o

ill-will againft him and all his follower
That any Tew of thofe times fhould har
been long in a flate of ndifference upon th;
point, was impotiible. |
If 1t be faid, that the predictions ment:
oned by Fofcpbus relate not to Jefus, but:f
Phergias’s avife, and ber children @ 1 do g
deny, but that fhe nmight pay a regard +f
what the Pharz/ces {fad at this time, as w
as others did : but that the, or Phers}
or any one ifluing from them was the perfig
then ditcourted of, and the chief fubjettf
the Pharifees prediflions, T do not belic]
becaufe 1t 1s connttent with the reft of 7:
[ephus’s fory,  Tf Pheroras’s wite had bef
the perfon chicfly concérned n this affif
as Fofcphus pretends here ; would fhe hi
efcaped with her life in {o wide a feene §
cruclty, in which even the former fuef
rites of Iviod were involved 7 If the §'§
pofitions of people ran now all toward 7 §
roras and his wite, would Ldntzpater b}
been thll great with them? Would t§
pater, {o defirous of the crown, have 7§
away to Rome, as he did foon after thi-§
ecution, and leave things in this pottux
Would he, when he went away, Jeave *f
cr. §
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curely in the hands of Phersras and his
;_Wer the work of povfoning his father, and
fecuring the fucceflion for himfelf? Would
not Antipater, who had lately with exqui-
fite artifice and cruelty accomplithed the
death of his two brothers, f{ons of Herod
by Mariamne, have been able to cffect the
ruine of Pbheroras’s wife ?

It 15 true, after this exccution was over,
the was called to account by Herod,

That 1t may not be infinuated, that I
‘conceal any  difhenlty, T will here give the
reader Fofephus’s words, which follow next
after the long paflage we are concerned
with,  “* dered having punifthed the Pha-
“rifees, who had been convicted of con-
“cerning  themfelves i this affair, calls
“acouncil of his friends, and there accutes
* Pleroras’s wife @ afcribing to her the af-
“tront that had been offered to the vir-
“ams(B), and therein to him : adding,
“that the did all the could to create a dif-
“ference between him and his brother ;
“that the fine tmpofed upon the Pharifees

B T I'érgéﬁ:-] The meaning 13: FPlersas’s wife had
o dervars, Hered had offered Pleaoras one of his
cagiter, and after that, another  But Prleraras refufed
mveotn oug of his affeétion for this woman.

Uu 3 « had
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““ had been cvaded by her means, and thy
““ in the prefent affair nothing had bee
““ done without her : and that if Ph-
““ roras had any regard for him, he would
‘““of his cwn accord put away his wife
“ You will then, fays he to Pheroras, bs
‘““ my brother indeed, and we fhall live (4
““ texether m friendfhip.”

Ii' ine meaning of the laft words of tl
¢harge againft this woman be not, that i
the prefent affarr nothing had been done wt!
out ber, as 1have rendered them, but th!
noww a davs nothing acas done awithout ber, :
Dr. Hudjsn tranflates them (¢) ; then he
conduét in the late affair is not fo much
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Chap. 1. Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered. 647
made any pnrticular crime, but s only com-
PILlLlldEd in a gcneral Cl nrge of an over
bul y mtrwumfr tcmper.

~ But let it be granted, that Fofephus favs,
fier condu& n this affuir was an exprels
charze In Herod's accufation 5 yet the pu-
nithment propofed confutes the fuppofition,
that the was the main agent in this concern.
Horad affures Pheroras, they two fhould be
very good friends, 1f this woman were but
jut acay. Would this diiémw hove fatil-
ficd H ua;/ if, belide many other provoca-
tions, fhie had now been dhe pl‘im:ip;!l N
crime, for whu,h many iccetaiies, and thofe
in 2l other 1'cfpcc’[s very accepi.ble perfons,
had been punithed with death 3 1 hope we
mav be allowed, not to credit Fofoplas o
crenrn'lance fo wconfiftent with the reft of
hi-acconnt,  And Ithik, 1t 15 not hard to
guetle, why Yofepbus gave fome falfe turns
i this dory,

[ hove one thing more to defire of the
e dery tat i, that he will be pleafed to
Chller, ]1c,t v Fofephus does nog con-
udice Tim{lf o the mam paflage, n
vhich heds fo merry, He tells us ac firft,
tue the Phorifees in requital for the kind-
s thewed to them, foretold, that God

Uu 4 had
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had decreed to transfer the kingdome ¢
Pheroras’s «wife, and Pheroras, and thi
children ¢ But at the end, 1t s #oe King
awho was to be appointed (zccardzfzg to thi
prediction. How comes Pheroras’s wife, on:
Pheroras, and their childrento be all a Ky
Or how came the King to be all them? |
the reader can reconcile thefe things tog
ther, it will be very well. But if he cnf
not, perhaps he will allow; that here «]
fome things faid of Pheroras’s wife and ti:]
Pharifces without foundation. T ever ti:

iiiii

it, that mconiiftences ar¢ 4 certam ﬁf”
that an hiftorian Las not confined lnmiu
barely to matter of fact, but has indulg
his faniy,or his patfiens, and gone into filte §
For thefe reafens then T think, that ¢}
oafh i _7ffr"'v’wf taken by all the 7
pation, 1s the fame thmrr with the tm
or enrolment mentioned by St. Lauke. ﬁ:‘
! chink, that tine cath refers to a corl §
made 1y Fudea, for the followma reiln |
In a cenfvs the people gave m an ACu” '
of themielves and thmr cftates upon 4
T¢ feems to me very piobable that a ceni §
was made, or at lett ordered by cugii§
during the time that Hered lay under B
difpleafure,  Under the former particuls 13
ﬂit.“




b
+
by

Chap. 1, Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered. 6045

Mhewed, that Herod had been, before this, a

" tributary prince.  His great fubjection ap-
pears likewife in the difference between him
and Obodas.  He was obliged to refer the

~ matter in difpute to the Emperour’s officers
in Syrza.  After Obodas had broke the fti-
pulations, Herod did not dare to move his
forces without the confent of the fore-men-
tioned ofhicers. And uguftus, fuppofing
that he had done fo, was very angry, and
threatens, that whereas he had brtherto ufed
him as a friend, be fhould for the future
seat himoas a Jubject,  Thefe words are
undoubtedly proper and exprefiive words.
If Herod, when a friend of Auguftus, was
n fuch tubjection; what can a fudel? mean,
but the reducing him to the loweft ftate of
dependent princes? which feems to be that
of obliging them to fubmit to a cenfus, and
tnen raifing tribute In their dominions ac-
cording to i,

Tolephus fays, that after the receit of this
letter from Auguftus, Herod {ent in vain two
ambatiies to Roame, that the ftate of Fudea
orew worfe and worfe, that Herod was o-
blized to fubmit to many difgraces.  The
Umperour’s difpleafure againft Horod was
manifelt therefore, not at Rome only, but
nal) the countreys about Fudea, (1)
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(1.) But it may be objected, that Fof.
phus has no where faid, that there was any
enrolment of the Fews, much lefs that there
was a proper cenfus made in fudea.

To this I anfwer, that 1t is apparent,
there was an enrolment and numbring of
the people. How elfe thould all the peo-
ple have taken an oath, except fix thoufund
Plarifees 2 Did they not enter the people
that took the oath ? If they did not, how
{hould it have been known, who {wore and
who did not ?

Nor can it be mnferred there was no en-
rolment or cenfus, becaufe “fofepbus has not
exprefsly faid there was.  Fofeplus’s ac-
count of this matter 1s very flight and de-
fective.  If 1t had not been for fome thinos,
which followed after the oath, and had
fome connexion with 1t, it feems that he
would have taken no notice of 1t at all. An
oath had been taken by all the Fewifh na-
tion to Cefar and Herod, and great exact-
nefle had been obfcrved in relation to it.
The numbers and charalters of thofe which
had refufed were known.  This was an af-
fair of importance, and deferved a much
more particular account than he has given
us. And we are allowed to fuppofe fome

5 thinos,
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things, not exprefled, which muft neceffa-
qlv have been concomitants of 1it.

I do not pretend to aflign pofitively the
-eafons of his flight mention of this affair.
But Iapprehend, I can give fome probable
wcount of it.  Herod’s {ubjelts were all en-
olled in a cenfus, but there was no tribute
demanded upon 1t.  Herod had great dex-
tcrity, or very good fortune in {furmounting
the difficulties he met with i the {everal
parts of his life.  He was himfelf a man
of a great genus, and fome of his fervants
were men of great abilities.  Nicolas of
Damafcus 1 particular was eminent for
carning and addrefle.  And Herod knew
very well how to beftow a prefent or a
bribe,

I am moreover the rather inclined to
think, that no tax was raifed upon this cen-
{us ; becaufe it appears that after thefe trou-
bles, of which ‘fofephus has given us anac-
count, Auguftus was in a great meafure re-
conclled to Hered.  Perceiving that his re-
[cntment againft Herod had been very much
founded upon afperfions, he might be dif-
poled to forbear exacting the tribute upon
the cenfus, and to let things go on in the
ol way, Then Herod had taken care, that

the
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the decree fhould be obeyed and executed
in his dominions without difturbance : all
had fworn or enrolled themfelves, except
fix thoufand Pharifees, and they were fined,

Moreover, Hered was now an old man,
and had many fons. It was therefore very
likely, there would be fome partition made
of his dominions at his death., And Ax-
guftus might be very willing there fhould
be fo. Three or four little princes are bet-
ter governed than one that is powerful,
Tribute could not be paid according to this
cenfus any longer than the feveral parts of
the kingdome contimued united in one per-
fon.  When it came to be divided or par-
celled out, a new cenfus would be neceffary.

It then no tribute was paid upon this
cenfus, an hiftortan could the more cafily
pats it by without a particular defcription,
efpecially fince 1t had been finifhed without
any popular tumuls.

[t may be inferred from the manner i
which St. Luke mentions this furvey, that
it was not very much taken notice of, It
it had been uwmiverfally known, there had
been hardly any occafion, upon the mention
of adecrce of Auguftus in the reign of He-
rod to enroll all the land, to fubjoin a pa-

renthelrs,
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centhefis, the chief intent of which feems
to be to diftinguifh this from another that
happened not till after the removal of Herod's
{ucceflor.

If this cenfus was not univerfally known
when Fofepbus writ, he might be well
pleafed to touch upon 1t flightly, ‘The
Fewifb writers were very forward to enu-
merate the honours done to their people by
the Roman Senate, or the chief men of the
Commonwealth, or the Emperours after-
wards ; the better to gain fome regard a-
mong other nations, by whom they were
oencrally defpifed and hated.  But as for
any diforaces they received from the Ro-
mans, the cafe was very different,

Thus Fofephus has mentioned many fa-
vours conferred on the fews by Fulius
Cofar, Auguftus, Livia, Marcus Agiip-
o, Claudius, and other Romans : but yet
he fays nothing of the journcy, which
Cors, Auguftus’s eldeft adopted {on, made
through Fudea, 1 the begining of the reign
ot Archelaus.  This we have from (d)
Suctonius only, an author very little concern-

(/) Sed & Caium Nepotem, quod Julacam practervehens
-vod Hicrofolvmam non fupplicaflet, coilaudav it [Auguftus ]

/ LR .-I. - ]
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ed in Yewifh affairs, 'The reafon feems to
be, that Carus offered no facrifice at Feru/a.
Jam, nor made any prefent to the temple,
which was deemed a piece of contempt
fhewn to their religion.

Poffibly, Fofepius found but a flender
account of this tranfaction in the Hiftory of
Nicolas of Damafcus, from which he took
his materials for this reign. Though Ni-
colas was no few, yet he was a great friend
and flatterer of Herod : and 1t could not
but be an ungreatful tafk to him, after he
had in the former part of his work drawn
his mafter as a great genius, a founder of
cities, and friend of Augufius, to delcribe
at laft {o difagrecable a fcene as that of onc
of the Emperour’s officers enrolling all the
fubjedts of his dominions.

Nicolas (¢) bhad great intimacies with
Herod.  Sfofepbus has atirmed more than
once, that he was a great flatterer (7) of
him.  And in ore place fays particularly,
““ that living in his kingdome and together
““ with him he compofed his hiftory with a

““ VIEW to pleafc the King and advance his

) - N b - Wr ’ '
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‘“ intereft, touching upon thofe things only
‘ which made for (g) his honour.”  This
enruiment, even though it was nor a proper
affetlinent, but only an entry or the names
of all the people, their age and condition,
accompanied with an oath of fliict fdelity
to the Emperour, mut: have heen the oreat-
et mortification of Herod's whole life ¢ and
trom the charater of Nicolas, juft fet
down, 1t may be concluded almoft with cer-
taintv, that he did not give a particular ac-
count of this affuir.  Nor had Fofephus any
indacements to fupply his defects ‘n this
plice.

(2.) But it will be faid, that the filence
of “fofepbus 1s noi rhe only dithculty : there
5 hime well nigh pofitive proof, that
there had been no cenfus or wiirnlment made
i fudee before the removal of  Arcbeluss.
For upon the occafion of this, he fays :
“Moreover Cwreniis came into Judea, 1t
“ bang annexed to the province of Svrua,
“w make an afieflanent of their goods,
“nd feite Aickelans's cftate. The Fews
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 were at firft very much moved at the (})
< mention of the enrolments, but by de-
““ grees they were brought to acquiefce at
““ the perfwafion of foazar the High Prieft.”
He obferves alfo, “ that at this time Fudas
““ the Gaulanite excited them to a rebellion,
““ telling them that a cenfus would intro-
 duce downright (7) flavery,” It will be
faid : It may be hence inferred, that there
had been no enrolments made before : i
there had, they could not have been o
frightful now,

I anfwer, that there muft have been a
enrolment made, when the oath mentioned
by Fofephus wastaken : And that oath was
likewife an exprefs and {folemn acknow-
ledgement of fubjection to the Romans.

Befides, though this oazh had been quite
omitted by Fofepbus, it would not have fol-
lowed, that there had been no enrolment
made before this time in Fudea,  People arc
not always of the fame temper.  Fudas of
Galilee now broached or revived the princ-
ple, that they ought to obey none but God:

and for fome rezfons 1t was received with

(}) 0i x.n""fg 59 Xz a@(cx; £y 5‘ e (p €¢o ﬂsq 'rr:r £ T
anvygafas dxgiazw  Antig. 18, ¢ 1. §, 1.

(i) Bbid.

3 great
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sreat applaufe, fpread and gained ground.
But the Fews muft have been more fubmif-
aﬁve when they all took the cath to Cefur,
3 except fix thoufand.  And after Herod was
%dcad there was a very numerous ambafly
tfent to Rome n the name of the whole
;
. Yewrfh nation, entreating, that inftead of
.being governed by any of Herod's defcen-
*dentb ‘“ they (£) might be annexed to the
;¢ province of Syrza, and be fubject to Prae-
2” tors fent from thence, promifing likewife

“ 2 moft quiet and peaceable behaviour un-
. der fuch a government.”

§

i In another place Jofepbus reprefents Fu-

,én’m arguments in thefe terms: *“ And at
;' this time a certain man, called ‘fudas the
.“ Galilean, excited the people to rebelli-
;;‘ on, tellmg them, they had a mean {pi-
t, 1f they could endure to pay tribute

to the Romans, and acknowledge mortal
‘men for their lords; * God had

“ been their King (/).” It nnght be as

o
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well inferred from what fudas fays here §
that the Fewvs had never before paid tribut ]
to the Romans, or been {ubject to mort
lords, as from what he fays in the othe}
place, that they had never before been en
rolled. I prefume 1t need not be provelf
that they had been {ubject, before this, 1
mortal lords. T think too, that I have thewnf
they had been tributary to the Romans i
the reign of Herod. They had likewif
paid tribute to the Romans before Heii§
reign : For Fof:phus fays, that Caffus < im.
““ pofed a heavy tribute upon the people [-E
“ Syria].  And n particular bore verg
““ hard upon Fudea, exacting of them fevef
“ hundred talents of filver (w).”  This {uf
was laid in feveral portions upon the fevf
ral parts of Fudea ; and Herod, then Gof
vernour of Galilee under Hyrcanus, brough§
in his quota the firft, and thereby verfg
much ol&;ﬂ Caffius. fudas's fpeech thercf
fore 1s no proof, that there had been r§
enrolment or cenfus made in Fudea belog
the removal of Archzlaus, "
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_ "' (3.) I can think of but one difficulty
%moxc Perhaps fome will fay, my argu-
f gment is defective, and that inorder to make
| 1lt out, that this oath, taken by the ews,
E 410 jg/cpbzzs, was a cenfus, I ought to pro-
: iiducc (ome paflages of an ancient writer, in
- ehich a cenfus s called an oath,; or the at
| Hof the people enrolling themfelves in a cen-
Bfus is exprefled by faking an oath. 1 own
ghen, that I have not any fuch example by
X §m Ilowever, I would ofter here two or
~ghree confiderations,
[1.] In a Roman cenfus the people pave
their account of themielves and their c-
 ftates upon oath.  And that oath, as repre-
- fented by Dionvfius, has a very near refem-
xlmce with the words of Fofepbus. Diony-

us fays, the pcople were commanded to
E iﬂit an oath to give in a true account, ac-
@rding to the boft of their knowledge : and
dfofiphus fays, that the whole “fewifb nation
$rcaged by an (1) cath to be fauthful to
Cefar and the interefts of the King.

[2.] We

AT r[‘E::n_- s anotker thing, which may deferve notice.
Di:. 1o, That the penalty at Rome for not enrolling in
!‘c [y W s lU“L of eitate and citizenfhip.  Perhaps the
ﬁ: mooied on the Pharyres, who refufed to fwear, was
5. '-fi:nd i conformity to the Roman cultoms wpon hike
A X 2 0Cea-
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[2.] We have in the ancient writers very|
few accounts of afleflments made in pr.J
vinces. The Roman hiftorians fcarce eve]
rake any notice of them, but when they
were attended with {fome difturbances whid
made them remarkable, As we have b}
very few writers of thofe times, efpecxal |
fuch as lived in the provinces ; it is nottg
be wondered that we meet with fome fing:§
lar phrafes in thofe we have, and which w}
cannot parallel in any other authors now i§
our hands. If we had before us the work}
of a good number of provincial writers, §
is not unlikely, but we might fee {ome §
them reprefent their nation enrolling ther§
felves in a cenfus, efpecially in the firft c:f
{us made in their countrey, by the taki§
an oath of allegiance and fidelity to the Eng
perour. I fhall give an inftance from J§
fepbus, which has likewife fome affing

with our fubjet. In the few:/h War i}
calls Fabafus Cefar’s procurator (o) : Intg

occafions.  For Herod had been wont before to infliét pu g

ments of another kind for refufing to {wear fidelity to:§
Vid. Autig. 15. ¢ 10. §. 4.
(o) Tsizas 3t wodhaic yempmass OdBarer 76 Kaica:®

xnite De Eain b1, cap, 29. p. 10300 @, 22, wid, &

i
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] Antiquities (p) e calls him Cefar’s fervant,
3 He alfo calls one Stepoen, who was in %fu-
- dea in the time of Cumanus, Cefar’s fervant.
-« And (g) at this time, ﬁzys be, fome who
~“aimed at innovations fet upon Stzephen a
"« fervant of Cefar, in the high-way about
-« 3 hundred ftadia from the city, and rob-
3 “ bed him of all he had.” I have fthewmw
§ above, that Fabatus was Auguftus’s procu-
irator in the kingdome of Arabia, if not alfo

$In j‘adm And that Stepben alfo was pro-
’?curatm in Judea, may be concluded from
gthe treafure he had with him, and from his
4 being particularly the object of the fpite of
%the feditious fews, who were uncafy under
Zthe Roman government, So that, with
2 Jofiphus, the Emperour’s fervants and the
dprocurator of the Emperour’s revenue were
Afynonymous terms. If jfo/epbus appears at
prefent fingular in this ftile, yet I doubt not,

tbut it was at that time very comimon,
;i

i

(f) ---Amermml oF s& Gafx]w Kais cree g7 gEA LY ﬁﬂt:f
AT 3. p. 755 v 6
voAg Ta yxe i@isaTay i rw']sgsa'y..: Tiis, x4lX THY Snpge
;‘-'-4 55'} o ixaley sadiwr amabo vrs wAws, TTiCavy Kui-
023 ¢y conmagtila AnsEvoarles, ARACEL: LUTL Try XInomw

H sal.iz © Antig. 20. cap. 4. §. 4. ad. 3 de Bill p.
hw"‘& [y 32

!\

1
g
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[2.] I apprehend, that though the Feus

entered themfelves and their eflates in the
way of a Roman cenfus, yet there was ng
tribute raifed upon it : which might be th
reafon of Jofephus’s reprefenting this affai
fimply by taking an oath, rather than b
the name of a cenfus,

I have now luid before the reader the
evidence I have for this fuppofition, that
there was a cenfus made in Fudea a little be-
fore the death of Herod. The particulan
mentioned by St. Luke, and the expretiion
he ufes, are very {uitable to a cenfus, And
the pofture of Herod's affairs about thi
time incline me to think there was an en.
rolment, after the manner of a Roman cen-
{fus, made in his dominions by order of Ai-
guftus,

But whether Tam in the right or not, &
Licke certainly fays, that there was an cn-
rolment: And Fofephus fays, that the whole
ez fb nation had taken an oath to be faith-
tul to Cefur and Hered.  Some entry there-
fore muft have been made. And if S
Liike be underftood to {peak only of an cn-
rolment of names and perfons, his account

is confirmed by Fofephus as fully as ow

could wifh.

Ani
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And though it thould be thought, that I
have not fully proved, that there was at this
time a proper aflefiment made in Fudva; yet
. T have, I'think, fhewn undeniably, that a-
bout this time that countrey was brought
into a very ftnct fubjection to Augufius :
- And herein alfo St. Luke and Fofcphus agree
r entircly,
~ Tam fenfible that they, who have hitherto
3 uppofed, that Jefus was not born till a few

weeks before the death of Heiod, will very
mwillingly allow, that the oath in fofephus
has any relation to St Luke’s enrolment,
- But then, befide the tafk of cvading all the
- many concurring circumf{tances m St. Luke

and ofephus, they will labor under one very

oreac dithiculty,  For this oath appears to

have been taken by the Fews {o very near
the end of Herod's reign, that it will be
itterly inconcetvable, that the Romans thould
live urdered another general enrolment, and
i the people again before  Herod's
acth,  Nor will they be able to remove
s dificulty by faying, that the fwearing
o aboat the time it is placed in by Fo-
I but was not finithed till a few weeks
tetore Flerod died : For it was all over at
AR Fofepbus {peaks of it.  All had
XX 4 taken

Ll by 1F-"‘H’" mﬂm
- I N *
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taken the oath, but fix thonfand Pharifecs.
they had refufed, and were fined.

§. III. The third objection is this : G-
renius was not Governour of Syrza till nine
or ten, perhaps twelve years after our S
viour was born : therefore St. Luke ha
made a miftake in faying, that this taxing
happened in the time of Cyrenius.

This obie¢tion muft now be ftated mor
at length.  In our tranflation the word
ave 1 And this taxing was firft made, whr
Cyienius seas governour of Syria,  What i
the {enfe of our tranflation, I do not know;
and 1t muft be owned likewife, that the
words of the original () {eem to have n
them anuncommonambiguity. Many think,
thc moft genuine natural fenfe of the orig:
nal words is : This firft taxing [or enrol
ment) was made, when Cyrentus was govor-
verr of Syria.  Upon this fenfe of them
the objetion is founded.  And 1t is urged
this cannot be agreeable to the truth. Fo
:he Fvangelifte have aflured us, that Jefu
vas born in the later end of Herod's reigh.

! ) Y r"'l" ‘-I-- : - ’H-' : :1- - : ! ' I.‘.-: » Tyt
e ALTY Y ;;,,,5}*{11"':; (AR .}':.-:10 ?)'yfpt{..itf;:—r@* TS 1'-';““

}\1 --.' I:H‘

Bu!



Chap. 1, Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered. 661

But jofepbzzs fays, that (s) Quintilius Varus
was then Prefident of Syrza, and he muft
have been fo at left a year before Herod
died. And Saturninus was his predecefior.
Moreover ‘fofephus fays, that Cyrenius was
ent Governour into Syrza, when Archelaus
was removed from his government of Fu-
dea, who yet reigned there between nine
and ten years after Herod,  fofepbus relates
this mattes, in his Antiquities, thus:

“ But in the tenth year (¢) of Arche-
“ Jaus's government, the chief of the Fews
‘“and Samaritans not being able to bear his
“ cruelty and tyranny accufed him to Cefar.
“ The Emperour fent an officer into fudea
“ to bring him to Rome. When he came
“ thither, Cefar, having heard what he
“had to fay in anfwer to his accufers, ba-
“nifhed him, appointing Vzenna a city in
‘“ Gaul for the place of his abode (#). And
“ihe countrey of Archelaus being annexed
“ to the province of Syria, Cyremius a Con-
“ fular perfon was fent by Cefar to make
*“ an affeflment in Syrza, and to feile Arche-
*laus’s eftate (x).” Af.

(3 dat. Lo, cap. v 4. 2.

{-"} Jssx:é"r::; OE ETES :ng;':c ’Aexz?s:é:a'

() Ant. L, 17, e i5. §. 2.

)T g 'Agxe?.x’u xa’;ga; UOlEASS Wgoa:rmﬂgﬁa'ug 'r;: T Uposs

¥itk:
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Afterwards he fays : * In the mean time
““ Cyrentus a Roman Senator, who had fety-
““ ed all other offices, and through them
“ arrived at the Confulthip, and was di
“ ftinguithed likewife by divers other ho-
““ nours and dignities, came into Syrza with
““ a few troops, being fent thither by Cefar
““ to adminiiter juftice to that people, and
““ to make an afiefiment of therr goods.
<« And Coponius a perfon of the Egueftrian
““ rank was fent with him to govern m -
‘““ dea with fupreme authority. Cyrenius |
‘“ alfo came into Judea, now annexed to
““ Syrza, both to aflefle their eftates, and
“to feife Archelaus’s effets and trea
““ {ure (y).”

It is objected thcrefore that St. Luke has

committed a very grofs miftake, 1n faying,

f-L :‘j‘ 2‘ : Evr"ﬁ, !3 -4 ey nguu#.l ‘1" G.xGF I&Hf § 5
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- that this taxing was made, when Cyrenius

was governour of Syria @ fince it appears

~ from ‘fofephus, that Cyrensus was not Prefi-
~dent of that province, till after the banifh-

ment of Archelaus, Herod's fon and fuc-
ceflor,

To this T anfwer, that though the fenfe
of the words, as they now ftand in St
Luke's Gofpel, fhould be fuppofed incon-
filent with this account taken from Fofe-
#hus; yet it would be unreafonable to con-
clude, that St. Luke had really made any

mittake,  St. Lauke appears in the reft of

his hiftory, and from many particulars of
this account before us, to be {o fully mafter
of the ftate of fudea, and of the nature
of this affair he 1s here {peaking of, that it
- impoflible he fhould commit any fuch
miflake.

In the begining of his third chapter he
has moft exaétly fpecified the flate of all
fudca, or the land of Ifrael, as it was in
the fiftcenth year of Tiberius, by fetting
down the feveral Tetrarchs and Governours
of 1t, and the true extent of their territo-
e,

St. Luke underftood the nature of enrol-
ments, as made by the Romans, The en-

rolment

663
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rolment now made, was by virtue of a de.
cree of Augufius. And he fays, that %.
Jeph went to be taxed with Mary bis efpouf
ed wife, 'This was the cuftom of the R
mans, as has been thewed from undoubted
teftimonies, to enrolle women as well as men,
whereas the Fews ufed to number or enrolk

males only,
Moreover, St. Lake appears to be wel

acquainted with the cenfus, which ofephu
A, 37, gIves us an account of, Gamaliel fays: Af-
ter this man rofe up Fudas of Galilee, in th
days of the taxing, and drew away much pe.
ple after bim: be alfo perifbed, and as many
as obeyed him, were difperfed. 1 think i
may be fairly {fuppofed, that St. Luke un-
derftood what he has related from Game-
liel,  And then, here are particulars enougf
to fatisfie us, he wanted no information
concerning the cenfus, which Fofephus {peak

of,
That Gamaliel here {peaks of the cenfis

made in Fudea after the banithment of A-
chelaus, 1s evident ; becaufe it was at that
time, that Judas of Galtlee raifed a diftur
bance, Gamaliel calls them the days of th
taxing, which implies, that this was a ver
noted and remarkable period : as it is cer-
fain, It was, G-




Chap.i. Luke 3i. 1. 2. confidered. 665
Gamaliel here calls this Fudas by his pro-

per name. Fofepbus does in one place call
him Fudas Gaulanites (), but he often
tiles him Fudas the Gahlean, or of Gali-
ke (a). Gamaliel fays, that he drew away
much pesple after bim,  fofepbus fays the

ame thing of him in almoft the fame
words ().

Gamaliel does exa&tly fpecifie the time in
which this man rofe up, namely in be time
of the taxing, or of the enrolment : for Fo-
[ephus fays, “ he perfwaded not a few not

“to enrolle themfelves, when Cyren;us the
“ Cenfor was fent into Fudea (c).”

Gamaliel fays, be alfo perifbed, and all,

coen as many as obeyed bim, were feattered,

Jofepbus has no where related particularly
the end of this fudas, But that his enter-
prize was defeated at that time, we may
be certain : otherwife the Roman govern-
ment could not have fubfifted in that coun-
trey with any quiet, which yet it did for

(x) Ant. 118, c. 1. p. 792, v, 3.

{r:) 'O Tahizi®- ’Iéé‘cxs', P 974 3. 'r?; tflrﬁe Talirai®-,
leler ozt p. 1000. 8.

(0) Exsalup®e amiyor® Tdda 78 wiocal® Tuduiwy sx JAi-
VY Toiniedag Tae éﬂ'aygatpig, T va?gvi@‘ ’Tifﬂl'rﬂ‘-' 1 Ty
1ol wnzs E?E;L@Bn' de B, 7. /. il P 1313 v 41,

(<) 1bid, & p, 792 init.

I near
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near fixty years after the banifhment of -
chelaus.  Nor is there after this any men-
tion made, in fofephus’s hiftory, of any ac-
tion or attempt of Fudas.

Perhaps 1t will be here objeted, that Ge-
maliel’s words imply, that this defign of
fudas was quite confounded, and his prin-
ciples {funk at once: And yet 1t {feems like-
ly from the uneafinefle, which the ¥ews cx-
prefs under the Roman tribute i {fome pla-
ces of the Evangelifts, that his principles were
n being long afterwards : And from 7of-
phus it appears, that his notions were very
prevalent, and were one caufe of their wur
at laft with the Romans.

But if any {o underftand Gamaliel, they
appear to me very much to miftake the de-
fignh of his argument.  Doubtlefs, 1t was
not without fpecial reafon that Gamaliel al-
leged thefe two inftances. And he fpeaks
of each in a very different manner. Of
Theudas he fays : He was flain, and all, a
many as obeyed bim, were [cattered and
brought to nought : dievlroay 4 eyevorro e &
dv they were ruined and came to nothing
Of Fudas he fays: He alfo perifbed, and al)
cs many as obeyed bim, were difperfed, v

eropmicénray, Having mentioned thefe two
i -
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inftances, which the council were well ac-
' quainted with, and thereby laid a founda-
-~ tion for the advice he propofed to cive, he
goes 0N 2 And now I fay unto you, refrain
from thefe mea, and let them alone : for if
this counfel or this work be of men, [as Theu-
das's was 3 | 2t will come to (d) nought [as
his did]).  But of it be of God, ye cannot
soerthrow it, left baply ye be found even to
fieht againft God.
It 15 not to be {uppofed, that Gamalsel
(hould exprefsly fay : Fudas’s defign was of
" God.  However the chief men of the Few-
i/ nation might approve his principles, they
“were wifer than openly to efpoufe them :
they left that to the common people.
The force of Gamaliel's argument 1s this:
“Theudas and his meafures came to nothing,
After him Judas vofe up: He himfelf pe-
nthed, and his people were difperfed ; but
vet his principles prevaill,  You likewife
may now punifh thefe men; and put an end
to their lives 3 but it their principles be of
God, they will prevall notwithftanding ;
and all the iffue will be, that you will con-
tract guilt, fight againft God, but in vain,

(d) Katanbzivay

And
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And to this feems to be owing the grey

fuccefle of Gamaliel's reafoning, and th
fervice he did the Apoftles at this time. H;
infinuates {fome hopes, that their defipn

might be of the fame nature with Fudas;
This may be inferred from his way of ex-

prefling himfelf : leff baply ye be found 4
fight againft God. 'This was Fudas’s pea-
liar principle, that they were to own m
mortal lords, but God only (¢). And i
is not unlikely, that Gamaliel intended here.
by to infinuate, not only that there ws
danger of their oppofing a defign whic
came from God, and of oppofing it with
other eftect, but that of contradting guilt
themfelves, but alfo of oppofing the vey
kingdome and government of God, whi
they wifthed to be under.

It deferves likewife to be obferved, th
Gamaliel mentions Theudas with contemp
and indignation.  Before thefe days rofe
Theudas, boafting himfelf to be fomebod:
but nothing like this follows the mention d
Fudas.

Gamaliel concludes upon the whole, th
they thould /es thefe men alone. We hav
no occafion to meddle in this matter, It

(¢) Jof. p. 1060. . 10.
il
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not unlikely but the Romans, our prefent
Go\unouw will be jealous of thefe men.
But it feems to me an affair we have no rea-
; (on to concern our {elves in.
¥ St. Luke therefore muft be fuppofed to
ibr: well acquainted with the cenfus, made
£ Jfter the banithment of Archelaus.
* I muft be permutted to oblerve farther,
- that St. Luke does here call Cyrenies by his
3‘ Btue name. It has indeed been a difpute a-~
_ monn learned men, whether his Roman
: n..une was Querinus or Quirinius. Onuphri-
% in his I zg/fz printed 1t .ngx nus : GFrotius
(f) and Lipfius (g) thoughy Onmupbrius was
milluken, and that it ought to be correted
azfirim'/zs Perizonius (/J) {feems to have
provcd that Quirinas 1s the true way of
wilng 1t in Lﬁf?»‘l fince 1t was not the
Eiamlh mame, or e xomen, bat cognomen,
nthf third name of ihis gentleman.  For his
sname wes Carus St dhicrus Querinus 3 and in
Ethe Svitde verfion of St Luéﬂ he 18 writen
Coinss, and in the Latin vulgate Cyrinus.
i_Bl[ howcver that be, he allows 1t to be
“common for the Greeks to make tome al-
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teration in the termination of Roman namg
when they turn them into their own L.
guage. It is certam, his name n all th
Greek authors has the termination of g
tus, Strabo (1) and Dro (k) call him Kugiig
Cyrinius,  But in Fofepbus (1) his name
always writen, as in St. Luke, Cyrenius,

Moreover, it is certain, Cyrentus was Ge
vernour of Syria; and he has here a v
proper title, by which he muft have be
well known in fudea, and in all that pr
of the world.

Laftly, if we confider, that the wor
now before us are a parenthefis, and the
St. Luke calls the enrolment or cenfus, It
was fpeaking of, the firff, we cannot w
doubt, but that the original intention ¢
them was, in fome manner or other, to
ftinguifh this enrolment, which was nor |
made in the reign of Herod, from th
which was afterwards made, when A
laus wus banifhed.

He that will ferioufly confider all the:
particulars, will have no fufpicions, that?
Lure has made any miftake.

(1) L xif ¢ 854
(’r{'_) Il 1 bo Lo ad 4. UL T4
(/) fo syt 5oz, poma4. @, 21, 3~ & alibi,
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Chap.1. Lauke i1, 1. 2. confidered.

If then the fenfe, hif:h 1s now ordina-

dly viven thefe words, 1s not confiftent with

raih it 15 highly reafonable to conclude,

e cicher we do not take the true neaning

of th:.:m, or elfe that fome {mall nltcmtlon
or other has happened m the text of St

Lube.

v 1V, But though what has been here
oiftered, and which has alfo been in the main
o ed before by thofe who have confider-
-1 this place, De fufficient to take away the
torce of ithis objettion 5 yet I prefume, it

‘will be expected, I fhould give fome ac-
ount of the particular folutions that have
‘been oftered by learned men.  This T fhall
do, and then endeavour to fupport or em-
piove that which appears to me the faireft,

1. One folution propofed by (m) Calvin,
and much approved by Saluseron and Baro-
py s, that fofepbus was miftaken n the
account, which he has gwven ob Gyremius,
The two Laft mentioned writers efpecially are
0f Upini(m} that we nced pay hietle regard o
Solepdus 5 whofe hiftory, they fuy, abounds
with mittukes and falthoods (7). And Ba-

FoN! -

v e e
P oatat Jofephi vero fidem & hittaniam deferamus,
Y Vo2 tanguimn
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ronius (0) has taken fome pains to make oy
a new feries of the fucceflion of the Gover
nours of Syrza wbout this time. Tor I
thinks, that Cyrenus was twice, if not thyice
prefident of Sy~za.  DBut this project can b
but little approved by learned men at pre
fent. No one that reads 7ofepbus withou
prejudice, and that confiders he had befo:
him the biflory of Herod's reign, writ by
Nicolas of Danmafcus, who was a leame
man, Herod's favorite; and employed b
him in affairs of government, can make an
doubt, but that Quntilius Varus was Ge
vernour of Syrza, when Herod died ; th:
C. Sentius Saturmnus was his predecefl,
and was in the province at left two or thr
years 5 and that M. Tztius was prefident b
fore him. With all thefe Governours «
Syria, Herod had fome concerns. Wk
Fofephus has faid of them may likewie &
confirmed 1n a great meafure from other a

thors (p). So that there is no room for (v
rentus at this time, e

tanquam incertam, & fluftuantem & veritaii in mults &t
tientem. Salmcron in E‘I*ﬂ?fg. T. i1, Tradat. 32.

{2} Sicque contra Jefephi deliria certo appareret, {ub A.
cuflo ymperatore, vivente Herode {eniore, reperir duplicer
immo triplicem Quirinii in Syria praefeCuram, Baror. .-
A D. 3. Fud etiam App. ad An. num. 30. 80.

(p) Vid. Novils Conats Pife Dl ii. cap. 10, §. 9 12
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Nor can therc well be any queftion made,
- hut that Fofepbas has given us, in the main,
L. e account of the enrolment or cenfus
E made by Cyremus after Achelaus’s banith-
}{ ment. It appears from the manner, in
. which Gamalicl fpeaks of the zaxmg, when
Vindas ot Galilee tofe up, that 1t was a re-
naukable event.  And the account Fofe-
- us eives of it may affure us, this was an
. Jffair all men were then well acquainted
- with,  The difturbance raiied by Fudas
v fupprefled, but yet the principle fub-
Cdited. It was the occalion of much un-
cifimefle under the Roman government, and
any were at times punithed on account of
Cit{g).
~ 2. Another folution propofed by () Cal-
oy and which Valefus () judgeth to be
the mott commodious of any, 1s; that the
cdecree of  Auguffus was iflued m the later
ad of Herod's I‘Cign; but that for fome
reaton or other the cenfus could not be
made, or at left not fintihed, till the time
that Crrenius was Governour of Syrua, ten
1 twelve years afterwards,

o S dntoa xvidn cap 1,4, 6.
L /-:ff?'r?.

I Naos ad Eufeb. H Ec Bl 5o cap. 5.
Yy But
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But this 15 to make St. Luke {peak vep
improperly and cenfufedly, in what he v
of Gyrenzus.  And it 1s dire@ly contrary "
what follows, Having rclated, that the,
went out a deciee from Cefar Augufius, 1.
all the world [Fonld be taxed, he {ubiciy,.
and all went to be taxed every one in bis g
¢/fy.  And there was fo great a refort
this time at Betblebem upon this accoun
that Jofeph and Maiy were obliced to take
up with very mdifferent accommodation::
there acas no room for them in the inn.

7. Some thinlg that inftead of Gyren:i: )
we ought to read Safurninus 3 becaufe, .
cording to fofeplus, he was Prefeét of ¢
rra, within a year or two betore Herod -
ed; and Tertullian fays, this cenfus w:
made by him, This 1s one of the folu- |
ons propoled by (¢) FPalefius, thongh he ¢
ther approves that laft mentioned.  But &
cainft thr) it has been obferved by ma
fearned men, that Cyreinus ts in all our
pies of St. Luke, and appears to have b
there betore Tertullian’s time 5 fince Jup:
Muaityr fays exprefsly, that this cenfus w
made by Crrenius,

1. Oihs
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Chap. 1. Luke 11, 1. 2. confidered.

4. Other learned (#) men have thought
t u very eily and probable conjeture, that
originally the name of St. Luke was Quin-
s, Quantilius Varus fucceeded Saturni-
aus, and was i the province of Syrza, when
Hoaed died.  The cenfus afterwards made
hy Crirenzus, was certainly beft known, and
ome ionorant tranferiber might therefore i-
magine Quintilius a miftake, and pretend to
correct the origmal by mferting Cyrenzus in
his room.  Befides, the alteration of Quin-
iius to Cyrenmus, 1s a change of only a few
(x) letters, and thercfore might the more
clily happen,

But this folution 1s liable to the {zame ob-
iection with the former ; that Cyrenius is
Al the copies of the Greek original, and 1n
Al the ancient verfions.  And befides, has
s difadvantage, that this cenfus St, Luke
neaks of 1s not afcribed to Quuntilius Varus
bv any ancient Chriftian writer whatever,
wiereas Saturminus has been mentioned by
Tertullion,

(4! Huet. Dem. Evane, Prop.ix. ¢ x. Parker’s Dem. of
otr it of ot Chleifl, Relisiony p. 219, 40, 1081,

1 [ . - f
’, X KLHT!?-:EL’, Al 7 1Y

Yyg4 g. The

675



676 Objections againft  Book 11,

. The nex: (v) T thadl mention 15 tha
offered by (=) Mr. Ji%iflon, which is this,
““ that a defcription or enrolment of the
““ fews was made juft before our Saviour’
“ birth, but the tax 1t felf was not raifed
‘““ till the banithment of Archelaus, wha
“ Cyrenius was Governour of Syrza ;" And
Dr. Prideaux feems to approve of this way
of {olving this difficulty. For he fays: “1i
““ the fecond verfe of the fecond chapter of
““ St. Luke be fo rendered as to umply, tha
““ the levying the tix, according to the de-
““ {cription mentioned in the former verf,
¢ was firft executed, while Cyrenius was Go-
““ yernour of Syrza, this will remove all dif
“ ficulties, And the text can well bear thi
‘“ interpretation (a).”

In order to fupport this interpretation, M
Wieifton fays (6) : “ The word ufed for the
““ defeription at our Saviour's birth, is the
“ verb amrypalouna ; and that ufed for the
¢ taxation under Cyrenius, is the noun e

“ vy He adds, that by cuflom a nou

(y) 1 have paflud by the conjeCture of tho'e, who hae
fuproied this whele pareathefis to be an intespolation, asie
defervine to be mentioned.

(z ] ﬁﬂm:‘ T1eTL r_s}‘ tte Harm. rf the Efvang. P:*aju X1,

(a) Connex, Par. i, 1ix. dino ante cb. g,

(6) Ubi fupra. '

({ UI
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« of the fame original with a verb does vary
« in fignihcation from 1t. Ceoperoey 15 to
« meafure the earth: Teouerpia is Geometry,
« or the fcience that confifts of the know-
« ledge of numbers and figures.—Nay, in
« Englifh, in the words directly appofite to
« this matter, the verb to zax 1s often-
« times to lay an nImputation, while the
“ poun a fax 1s the levy of mnoney only.”

But (1.) Mr. /- ’s argument from
die ufe of nouns and verbs is not valid here.
He fays; ¢ by cuftom a noun of the fame
“original with a verb does vary mn fignifi-
“ cation from 1t.”  This may be, and there
may be many inftances of 1t. But it had
been much more material to give an ex-
ample or two of the ufe of the noun emo-
oy for a tax, namely, in the fenfe in
which he here underftands it.  This he has
not done, and I prefume no fuch example
cn be alleged from any Greek author,

I know of but two, or at the moft three
lenfes, 1 which this noun 1s ufed, which
cin have any relation to this matter,

(1.] Iris ufed for the act of the people
n prefenting themfelves to be enrolled,  As
when foldiers offered themfelves to be inlift-

ed
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ed (c) or enrolled under a General, Ang
in a cenfus it may be ufed for the a& of the
people, who come and offer themfelves t
be enrolled and affefled.  So the word feemn
to be ufed by Fofephus, when he fays in the
place above quoted, that Fudas perfwaded
not a few (d) of the fews not to make en-
rolments or entries ; that 15, not to offir
themfelves to be entered and affefled.

[2.] The word is ufed for a cenfus. S
it is ufed by Dz in many places: amoyu.
Qas mugcfas is the fame as cenfim agere,
that is, to make cnrolments, is the fame s
to make a cenfus (¢).

[1.] This noun 1s ufed for the public
Rolls or Court Books, in which the entries
were made. This fenfe of the word is very
common, Thus Caligula being at play at
dice, and having loft all his money, he afk-
ed for the Gallic court rolls (£), and order-
ed {everal of the moft wealthy of that peo-

(¢ ; Sve above, p. ¢n3. n. L

(4} Lhes f.zg:.; ‘Tox waly yB Ty Twihcayros Teoxiuy yx oh
Y& p!-':; TE0 L TfE; nfrrﬁ'yga:;,’i‘dt:. .:fp' B ? f., qm p, 1343 40

(e) Tlrn & T cf:‘:n:.rgxtpuf;. p. 5CQ C. avres d% imy,':z-
a5 T o "'n Traha X&TUXDTEY IBOGNCZ]0" 5§57 B. wid, eian
gam ctat. pas. 466, C 568. B C.

(f) Kefver 5 mart o peccbids 74 8 e of afysgion, Srnoi ™

. o~

ra? Tir Fadarws awoysadan 2. 7. A, Die L. 59 9. 657. 5.
pl




Chap. 1. Luke 11, 1. 2. confidered.

ole to be put to death, and feifed their cafh.
and the Citizens of Rome, whofe debts
were more than they could difcharge, hav-
ing entred the {ums they owed in Books o-
pened for that purpofe, Servius Tullius took
the Books or Rolls, ras ameypadas eaabe,
brought them into the Forunm, and paid the
creditors (g).

Thus I have reckoned up all the fenfes I
know of this noun, relating to this matter,
However it never fignifies a fax. Taxes
were paid according to the cenfus, where
any had been made : but they were ro part
of it. They might be remitted, or demand-
cd, And the tribute is never exprefled by

the noun ameyea@s, but is ever diftinguifhed
from what that fignifies.

(2.) This interpretation of thefe words is
wontrary to matter of fact.  There was no
tax levied after the banithment of Arche-
laiis, according to the enrolment made at
the birth of our Saviour. But as foon as
drchelans was banithed, © Cyreaius came
“ into fudea to make an affeflinent of their
*goods,”  Fofepus 1s as exprefs in this

S Din. Hal. 1. iv. ¢, 10. p 207. 23.
. ’*; Ty 78 ¢.mrr Ty EX TWY Al 7[&@.1.1 m?rx y TEAT TE T

= Dis L. 4q. pag. 401. B,
mat-
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matter as can be (7). ¢ Then it was thy
“ Yudas of Galtlee and his followers ey
“ claimed, that an afleflment would bring
““ in among them downright flavery (£.)"
This interpretation therefore is {o far fron)
being of any fervice to us, that it would in-
troduce a new, and I think, infuperable dif.
ficulty, by putting upon thefe words a fenfe
directly contrary to what Fofephus has faid
Fofephus 1s {o exprefs, that there feems
no need of reafoning upon the matter, to
confute this {uppofition.  But I can nev
conceive, how a tax could be levyed in Y-
dea, after the removal of Archelaus, upon
the cenfus or enrolment made at our Savi-
our’s birth, without the utmoft confufion,
or the utmoft injuftice.  'When the enrol-
ment, which St. Luke {peaks of, was made;
Galilee, Trachonitis, and other countreys
were {ubject to Herod, befide Fudea : nu-
ny who lived in Galilee enrolled themfelves
in Fudea, particularly Fofesh, as St, Luks
affures us. But when Archelaus was banifh-
ed, one halt of Herod’s dominions was in
the pofleflion of Herod the Tetrarch and

: - L ! » v oD Y ¥ '
(I) II::’_F?;‘.' oL Kuf:r,ﬂ&g B¢ Try lesaiwy x‘?ra'r;fl.ﬂa'ﬂf.ulé; TEaL
By L 7 r L ) "
Tav Tac vovast At xvii C L.

ry 7 k ’ RN . g oy B » '-.
(U Iny 7e BTLCTILY Tov BOHY ZANY 7 QUEEYS GH}sgl.‘ZP r.:';;?srn,

Mysres Id, Dhid.
Philip,
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Plilip, and had been fo ever fince the
death of Hered called the Great.  And on-
ly fudea, Samaria and Idunea, which had
been fubjet to Arebelaus, were thrown in-
to the form of a Roman province. The
Yeizs having enrolled themielves according
to their families at the time of our Saviour’s
naiivicy, and many having come into fudea,
poperly {o called, from Galilee, and other
nats of Herod's territories, a new enrol-
ment was abfolutely neceflary in - Fudea at
the time of Archelaus’s removal, if they
were to pay tribute there in the way of a
cenfus,  Fudea otherwife muft have been
very much over burdened, If there was an
aflefiment of goods made at the later end
of Herod's reign, undoubtedly ‘Fo/eph’s ftock
it Nuzareth was entered and rated at Bet/)-
lebem. And as the Fews in that part of
the world were chicfly of the tribes of Fu-
dal; and Bengamin ; the inhabitants of Ga-
hlee, and Trachonitss, &c. muft have very
aencrally enrolled themfelves 1n towns that
belonged to the province of Fudea.  But it
would have been very unreafonable in the
Romans, to demand tribute of the people
of Judea, properly f{o called, for eftates

and
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and goods, which were in the territorics of
the Tetrarchs Hered and Philip.

And we are aflured, that the Romans did
ufe to at equitably, and with great exac-
nefle in thefe matters, Many of the Ro-
man Citizens had been for a long time op-
prefled with the weight of their debts. A
way having been found out A.U. go2. to
give them eafe, Lzwvre fays, that the next
year a cenfus was ordered, becaufe the pro-
perty of many things had been altered (/).

6. The folution I fhall confider in the
next place, 1s that, which was firft offcred
by Herwaert (m). 1 give it here in the
words of () Whitoy, by whom it is efpouf
ed.  And this taxing was firft made (before
that made) when Cyrenius was Governour o
Syria: or rather, This taxing was made b:-

Jore Gyrentus was governour of Syria, The

(/) Quia {olutio aeri> alieni multarum rerum mutavera:
dominos ; cenfum agi placuit. &b, wir. cap. 22. #. 6. vid. &
€. 21.

(1) Ut hoc loco genitivus ry:paéverrss voczbulo sty ad
ditus, vim comparationis efficiat, & perinde fit, ac {i dicer-
tur defcriptionem illam efle priorem priufque factam, quim
Quirinius Syriae praeficeretur, praefe@uramque ipfius gere:

ret, Herwaert nova 5 vera Cf,lranﬁfﬂgfﬂ; Menachii 1012.
1989,

(n) Inli.
learned
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learned Kepler (o) approved of this interpre-
tation, as perfeftly agreeable to the genius
of the Greek language. Notwithftanding
which (p) Cafaubon rejeted it, and was fup-
pofed by moft to have confuted Herqvaert's
ArgUMEnts for it.  Perizonius in his differ-
tation upon this fubje of the Taxing has
afreth fupported this interpretation,  Mr,
Le Clere in his additions to Dr. Hammond’s
anotations exprefles his approbation of it -
and has fince declared, (7) that he thinks
it has been fet in {o clear a light as to be
inconteftable.  And it 1s now embraced by

many other learned men, both Proteftants

and Catholics.

[ am very defirous, this folution fhould
appear here to as much advantage, as an ar-
cument fo full of Greek criticifims can do in
a defign of this nature in our own language.
Perizonius allows, that a great many of

(s) Cum 1gitur omnium Gracee doltorum judicio conitet
hic cpime verfum effe hune locum lucze, multoque emenda-
uss quam habet antiqua verfio, fpero omnes acquieturos hac
lelaucne objectionts prius propofitae. De Nutal. . Chr. ¢
1o, 11

(¢) Exere. in Baron. 1. n. 32.

(¢) Ce denombrement fe fit avant que Suirinius fut [CUVE -
newr de fa Syrie.  Des favans hommes ont mis cette explicati.
on d¢ ce paffage de St. Luc dans un fi grand jour qu'clle pa-
it deformais inconteftable. MNowv. Teflam.

Her-
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Herwaert’s inftances are not to the () pur.
pofe. I reckon therefore, that it will be
fufficient to reprefent this argument, as it i
drawn up by Whitby and Perizonius: cfpe.
cially if I take in by the by an inftance o
two, infifted on by others, though negled-
ed by them.

Whitby fays: I would rather read m:
“ 17¢ than 7pwry, But neither do we neel
¢ this critictim, fince the words #par@v and
““ mporep@ are by the Seventy oft ufed ac-
““ cording to this fenfe ; of the word mpere.
““ pov, this 1s beyond doubt, God faying
““ twice amosera oQyxies wpotipas ok, I il
“ fend hornets before thee. Exod, xxiil, 28
« Jof xxiv, 12.— T'hat 71'6(37@ ai{o 15 ufed
“in the fenfe of priority, we learn from
«« thefe inftances ; Wew‘rérox@v "eya; 7} e, |
““ am before thee, I am elder than thou; -

; % %/\ayfa'é'n ’ )tr.{'y@w 7% 'z'ec:;'r@u : Chal

T g
« 99 RPN, Why then <was not the wo

“ firft [poken to meZ Cur mibi non annunci-
““ gtum eft prior1 ¢ 2 Sam. xix. 47. Ifa, s
““ 16, The former troubles are forgottin
“ Gr. emiAooTal T’;V «9‘)\&1}”’ AUT&Y Y 'z."ea;r:r;;,

(7) Interpretationem hanc primus protulit Joh. Ceo:
Herwartus, multifque argumentis, vel potius exemplis pr
bare laboravit, fed in quibus non pauca attulit valde a2
yveca, Perix. de .«‘i’ug:ﬂ. D{/Z'rt}bt. § 21l.

4 ad



5

Chap 1. Luke 11. 1. 2. confidered,

(l dlld ver. ]7 8 Fm [LMG‘QQJW TWy TEOTEedV,

< they //Ja]/ 1ot remeznber z‘/Je former So

{ j’ab}z 1. 1§, 30. oTH ﬂ'ewrcs 22 7Y, fo; be
“ qoas before me, And chap. 1¢. 18, Anow

< that they bated, tus wpivor, me before you.
“ 1 Cor. xiv. 30, 0 mpar@, Let the former
« Jold his peace ; and 1 Job. 1v. 19. We
<« Jgwe him, erv wpar@v, becaufe he loved us
“Lefore,  And in Ariffophancs, «rX sk ay
“ zperd 15 interpreted, AN % 7rp5r£pov.
“ Neph. p. 122. And {o Tbeap/.w)'/aﬁ mter-

“ prets the word here. TyTésH ﬂ'poTEQd» 06

AT
mveuovr@w, rya'v Wporegov ;) ;,ye‘uuveue THg Ty~

“psas Kusmns@"
Perizonius underftands thefe words In
much the fame fenfe (s) with #Whitby ; on-

ly he differs from him and Herseaert, in

that they fuppofe 7pary to be the fame as

miveces whereas he fays, thefe numeral

wiectives have the force of adverbs (7).
He

2 Verus itaque med fententia verborum {enfus eft : Haee
tpto prin, vel, ante, fa@a eit, quam prachideret Syriae
Linwie. Dillertatio de Auguflae srdis terrarum Deferiptione, §.

() Voluit autem Herwartus arparn pont &y 1 mpotice,
“jie huyus Jocutionis vi, genitivam, qui fequitur, a 7o #;4-
o tequam a comparativo, regt,  Durum hoc plerifque vi-

i Fgo vem aliter expediendam omnino cenfeam. 11:2+y
7 2 fimpliciter,

685
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He alleges divers of the fame example;
which Whitby does; particularly Fehn i, ;-
and xv, 18, Of the later, o ept mpare -
uay pepionxe, he fays, it muft by all meyy
be underftood (%) of priority of time: J
bated me bcfore 1t hated you.

He fuppofes alfo () that we have a p.
rallel inftance in a word of an oppofite mean.
illg, 2 Mace. v, 4.1, ,w_%a:m TWY VY 75 p:{?g‘:
ET&MJTWE' Le‘;ﬂ qf all zzfter the fam the n-
ther died. In the fame manner 15 7parer the
adverb ufed in Ariflophanes i avibus, v.
484. de Gallo 5 spye ve wpirey Acigeis % Mrs
yabu(y, 1. €. imperabatque Perfis priufquan
Darius & Megabyzus ; vel ante Darium ¢
Megabyzum.

Perizonius fays, that the genitives that
follow #paT@- are governed by an ellp-

fimpliciter, ut adje@ivum numerale jungitur verbo, quemad
modum folent adjeltiva habitum vel modum rei geftae fign:-
ficantia, tanguam fi fint adverbia.——Sic plane weo 2, ver
bis adjunétum, faepe fignuficat folam ordinis & numeri ran.
onem, fine difcrimine, plurefne fint, an unus, qui fequantur;
atque adeo tunc non tam f{uperlativi, quam pofitivi naturan
1nduit, eandemque fubit conftruftionem, quam oiuresd &

feqq. lhid, {. xxu

(#) Vertendum omnino cum fignificatu temporis, me pri.
mum ante vos. 6id, {5 §. xxiil,

(i
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Chap.is Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered.

fis (y), and that Tpatos 8, 15 the fame as

o To: 1S, woaT@h vuav the fime 2s
 mpar@- mpo upay' Thus in Luke xi. 38, He
wondered, o1s & mpwtov s3asrric Iy 7re$ wpfsH,
that e bad not wafbed before dinner, From
this and another fuch inftance he concludes,

(y) Nempe genitivi hi non reguntur ab adjelivis, fed a
pmcpofnunibus, qua per E]llpﬁﬂ {unt omiflue. §. xxiv. I¢s
enim efle particulam, quae in ifta locutione defideratur, & a

qua regitur genitivus, certiflimum ex eo, quod ub; elliphs

willa, & fententia plene ac integre exponitur, illa potiffimum

- occaniit exprefla.  Apud Anton. Liber. fab. 29. Kai 77

-

Hr'zx?xgt:q inf?':‘:.r_} 953::‘; I‘a?ﬂkgligl w;érp' Galinthi.ls lbl 0‘)1‘51]1&
¢icitur merita fuifle de Hercule, & idcirco Thebaros in £
Hetculls facrificare Galinthiade prius, fea primae, ante Hercy-

| [ p—r 0 &ipﬁe Lucas Evang. xt. 38. expreﬂit fimiliter 73

w3 polt rfm rosy ¢ ot Pupicai®-, 1INQUIC, iowy batunon, o1 &

F
! -+
P

o

vt beanyicln mpo apicy’ guod non primum je laverit, ante-
e cibum fummeret.  Vides utrobique poft opdsy & #rdvor an-
e penitivam expreflam hanc praepofitionem ; quod certo cft
indicio, ab ea ctiam regl, quando nulla comparet, omifla per
dade, fed tamen intelligenda @ atque adeo explicandun
{'LI:HTI Trm L .’.‘.‘u.f ld, qllﬂﬁ dictum effet s ™ STy ,.{.o A:rruH )

viapn wraTy Kopmie quafl aevsy o Kv;rna' 9. XXV, e
mh:u 16 xdcm eit, ac fi dixiflet Lucas, non quidem midiice 5e

yivitva, ey VCIUM ety wgo gyipoit 2O —3ded nihil fimj.
i, qued ad conftrutionis & linguae iationem, Lacac verbis

leeandum nottram corum mterprcmnonem, qu'tm locus 1 xx.

Tturpr&um ?:Jm )m'c 2. &7 o ?\5"%!: H" ’t“'ﬂf‘ 1?., =(:~

T

i Babenie e £ TR 1":};1;-:—’ ¥ IE.:‘“:"-T-??H:}L. t{ace

etierty, quae mifi, vel ferphit joremeas Babrlanem, poli-
[""1 t'.'”‘ ].l*;',"lr‘r‘l‘ll:l'? N I‘IIC;UiU;rﬁlS i‘:- -r.f:'f.;;‘.

A A tha
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that the genitive is governed by mec under.
ftood, when it is wanting.

This is the fubftance of the argument i
favour of this meaning of this paflage of
St. Luke,

It has been thought by fome to be a
objection againtt this folution; that then &
Luke has omitted to name the perfon, by
whom this enrolment was made,  But me-
thinks this 15 a defe&, which may be dif:
penfed with, if that be the only difhiculty
For my own part, I dare not abfolutely rc.
ject 1t : but yet I am not fully fatisfied, th
this 15 the fenfe of the words. I think my
{elf obliged to review the arguments her
offered by thefe learned men, and hope i
may be done without offenfe.

Whitby's inftances of the ufe of psre
and 7ps7eeov from the Seventy are not to the
point, becaufe the word in St. Luke is mgwr.
There is no doubt, but 7perep@-, the con
parative, is very often followed by a gen-
tive cafe, and denotes fuch or fuch a thing
to be before another.  We want fome plan
cxamp]es of this ufe of wem@» Nor is 7ps-
rerex@ ¢y 1 ou to the point, becaufe the
is wanting in St, Luke, and the conftruction

is different. The example from I/, Ixv. 16
3 onlv
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only proves that Wgw-r@» fignifies the for-
mer + and though meary in St. Luke (hould
be fo rendered, the difficulty will remain
i it's full force.  For then the {enfe will
be: This former taxing was made, «when Cy-
rentus was governour of Syrta. Nor can
the 7eav@ 1n 1 Cor. Xiv. 30. or 1 Jobn 1v.
19. do us any fervice, for want of a regi-
men equivalent to what we have in our
ext. Nor do I fee what ufe can be made
of the phrafe borrowed from Ariftophanes.
The paflage from 2 Sam. xix. 47. as it is
- quoted by Keucnenius (z), feems to me more
 fongly to- fupport this interpretation, than
18 1[ is quoted by #Whitby. Though, 1 (up-
pole, he had his reafons for quoting it in
" ’m way. Nor has Perizonius quoted this
text, though he had Keuchenius before him.

It 15 obfervable, that 'I#ds is wanting in

(z) Silentio tandem practerire nequeo quod 2 Sam. cap.
9. 43. legitur, Et wir Ifi aelis vefpondit vive [udae, & divit,
A funt decem partes i repe, ubt Lxx. de fuo addere viden-
L, "'E: TrwTeT LK B E'}"J . ov, EF etiart in Davide g0 prae le: cur
~itur e vilipendifiiy, &5 non fuit werbum meun prumant feu priv
Aer duos enim fermo eft) mili ad reducendum vegenm weum
"WOL LXX, vertunt, %, 8% tAoyicln o h"/@‘ WY FINTIS Py T
{"-?1 '''''' mlz:u 27 ;..«ﬁ.f"i?\u F‘u..n, ubi = rw--*-, Ty laa.,c n1ani-.
%3¢ Ponityr Pro weiwifest Petri Kewchen. auwnat. in loc,

Zz 3 () Grabe's
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(0) Grabe's editien of the Septuagint, s

there is nothing anfwerable to 1t in the H.
prew. His inftances from St. fobn's Gofpel
will be diftinétly confidered prefently.

The firft quotation in Perszonsus [§. 21,
which T fhall confider is fobn xx. 7, 4.
Peter therefore went forth, and that other
difcitle, and came to the fepulchre. So thy
ran both together, and the other difciple dil
out-run Peter, '3 iMe wpaT@~ €ig To pynusic
and came firft to the fepulchre. Which Pe
rizomus would render thus: and came firlt
or before Peter ; and fays, that the mean-
ing cannot be came firft of all, mpar@ 7a-
rav, becaufe Mary Magdalene had been there
before. No, for certain, 1t 15 not, can

firft of all, becaufe two only are here fpok.

en of ; and emmium primus s not properly
{aid of two. But I wonder Perizonius dul
not perceive the proper ellipfis in this plac,
and which is very obvious, namely, rciy dui,
and came the firft of the two. Perizonu
does not deny, that 7per3» is ufed, where
two only are {poken of ; nay, he contends

(‘7) Ko x E?.o'yfa‘fn 0 J‘.éy@h 25 wf&'rég G TE ET'TF;‘l“' T

. , ’ ’
Baidio it

for



Chap. 1. Luke ii. 1. 2. confrdered.

for it.  But becaufe it 1s often denied (4),
and becaufe his proofs appear to me not ve-
1y clear, or at left not {o fully to fuit my
f interpretation of this text, I fhall give two
b undoubted examples.  Thus (¢) Dionyfius
¢ fays, that Servius Tullius's wife was daugh-
 ter of Tarquin the firft 5 though there were
| but two Tarquins Kings of Rome. Plu-
tarch thus defcribes a reftlefs unealy mind.
L« If he is a native of a province, of Galatin
L« for Inftance, or Bithynia ; he thinks he
|« s not well ufed, 1f he has not {fome emi-
- nent poft among his Citizens. If he has
| “that, he laments that he has not a right
¢ of wearing the Patrician habit: It he
“ has that, he grieves that he 1s not a Ro-
“man Practor : If he 1s Praetor, that he
‘“ s not Conful; and if Conful, that he
“was not declared firft, but (4) only the
“ later (of the two).”

: (E} 1%, X, WEOTEPSS Giafices arpa T yze iFl WA, po-
iy im vt Ammon. de Som. & Diff - ap. Ho Steph. Thy.
G in Atpendice,
[¢) Tacxviy Buyatng era T TiLTY QuciA g D:'mgi_'ﬂ Hal
ditg. ¢, 234, v, 13. confer. p. 250. V. 42, o7 Tatuniy 79

- T £ 1 - e ' -:": -
ERRTTTPY ,:.z:;?,s"ua‘aur@' Pwy.xiw cr.a:'?\?tr TWika§ h) b ﬁ 2_-,3- 10,

- e Iﬁ: ' F 9 .r;' , .

s TR kagihiws Tapxinid YLyaTsp’
;'4! ig, [T 3 » *! v O f s, . A '__ _l: of
[+ Law ¢ x:, g’gm’rx'}r:uy, T A7 UTWTEUES Hﬂ LTWATELWY, 674

nTIlT X A, .':.}"ifc,‘ ».‘;i?}"yﬁffbg??' Plutarch, d¢ Auim, ?}'aﬁf.

272 4 This

P ~-
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This text then will not help Perizonjy;,
All that can be proved from it is, that 03
=@ is ufed very properly, where two only
are fpoken of. If mpwry in St. Luke be gl.
lowed to fignifv the firff or former of
taxings, all that will refult from hence js
that St. Luke thought there was another tax.
ing befide this ; and that this now made by
Cyrenius was the former of the two. N
inftance of this fort will prove, that the
meaning of this paflage is, This taxing wi
before, or prior to, that made, when Gy
uius was Governour of Syrsa,

The examples trom Fobn 1. 15, 70. w
18. arc fome of the moft proper example
in the whole number : and if they are
rightly underftood, they are very much t
the purpofe.  But, with {fubmitlion to thef
learned men, 1 think they are taken by them
1 a2 wrong fenfe.  They are both much of
thc fame kind ; but I choofe to confider ﬁrli

1l that 111@0'&1 from fo/w XV, 10, ¢
HLTHg um ytﬁ‘ﬁ,ytuwz/t 678 E‘LL Tear..vum;
porpeey” If the qoorld bate you, know tid
i tated me before it hated you,  Herwaer! (¢
i~ much pleafed with this example.

7o ! Mz veio S Joannis xv. 18 locus ad hoc inftitutim o

D . v ! ? - ' far
1 'hf " I‘it'!?*_____ I ’ﬂf‘:":?.?! .L;n‘ fr.l:." > :‘J.!L- r['lh,:ﬂ 31 r ;“p‘fﬁl"f!?, r:,, '

Y "t?hﬁf.
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If wparov be fuppofed to be an adverb,
then this 1s not a parallel inftance.  But in-
deed, as I take it, it is neither an adverb,

‘ por an adjective, but a noun fubftantive ; or
't left, an adjective ufed fubftantively : and
the later part of the verfe ought to be ren-
dered : Know that 1t has bated me vour
~cu1er,  The connexion of the words may
{uisfy us, that this was our Saviour’s mean-
ng. His argument is, that men had hated
him, who was fuperior to them ; nay, they
had hated even his father; the difciples
therefore ought not to be furprifed, if they
hate them alfo. v. 20. Remember the words
ot I faid unto you, the f[ervant is nof
greater than bis lord, if they bave perfe-
cuted me, they will alfo perfecute you, v. 24.
But nowv they have both fecn and bated me.,
and my father. The force of the argument
knot, that the world had hated him /e-
fore 1t hated them: But he bids them con-
ider, that it had hated him who was the:r
iafler, and whom they allowed to be fo.
This is the argument made ufe of in other
lices, with the fame view.  The df/cz'p/e M x4
s not above bis mafler, nor the fervant g-*’

bive ks {opd e If tﬁe}; bave called the
mafter

- r— T — p——— =



694

Objeltions againfi  Book ][,

mafler of the houfe Beelzebub, how myg
more fball they call them of bis houfhold?

If it be faid, that there was no occafig
to {ubjoin your chzef after me ; and that the
difciples could confider Jefus no otherwi
than as their mafter : I anfwer, that ity
apparent from the texts already alleged here |
by me, that this was not our Saviour’s ftile,
and that he did not truft fo much to hi
difciples underftandings., When he had o-

cafion to draw any inferences from his fupe-

wnsiag. Tiority, he always exprefleth it, 22 cal

Alark 1:. 21,

At xu. 4.

Mﬂtti X&'
27

me Mafler, and Lord, and ye fay well: for
fo Iam, If I then your Lord and Majler
bave wafbed your feet, ye ought alfo to wef)
one another’s feet,

Meair@v 1s ufed feveral times in the New
Teftament, in the plural number, for fupe-
riority of honour and dignity : Kei reis 7pa.
T0s6 Tis TaMAasag, 15 not il rendered in ou
verfion, chief eflates of Galilee. ywvainay 1
vy mowray sx eAyas, of the chief women mt
a few : or, as perhaps the words might be
rendered, not a few of the wives of the
chief men,

It 1s likewife ufed in the fingular number
in the fame fenfe. Keu o6 eay Genn & opiv tie

v mpiis @ e50 opdsy MG nd whofoever
Tl
&l
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will be chief among you, let bim be your fer-

«ant, There is another unexceptionable in.

tince of this ufe of the word: "Ev d¢ 7eig
—GTHIXE YWpict TG TpaTw THS vics.  In the amixxii,
fume quarters were poffeffions of the cuiEr™

maN of the Ifland.  Grotius, 12 bis anno-

tations upon this place, has exhibited a

Greek infeription, found in this very Ifland

of Melita, a part of which infcription is thus:

\ K. KIOS. IDDETE. POM. MPQTOL MEAI-

l raion L. Co Kius, Roman Kuight, chief
l‘ of the Melitenes,

~ The word is often {o ufed in the Seprua-

]

| cint verfion : wpar@ vwy Tpcxorla, chief of

; the thirty. 1 Chron, X1, 11, Kes "A7aQ moi-

79 rav adevray, Nebem. xil. 4.¢. and in ma-
ny other places. And in Jofephus : "185@0 4
licy wais, o THE TeATHS pip 190 7pws @
Juftus the fon of Piftus, chief or leader of
the third faction i (f) Tiberias, 1 throw an
example or two more from other (g) authors
into the margin,

7Y Jokph, init, p. 9o, w12,
(o) Teu 78 3t waida i010 woute map ipoi' 2. A, Herodat,

gy

|

D SR A TN

v oy - y ™ of -
U5, vy Gt ding 2505, ¥, ¢ wgwTD aiTey, % A ibid. ¢,
"% Rai Loaunsidas ’En:wafx;:, ev AeuxTgis ixnc: Auxee
‘-, o~ fq' i > ¥ L] ‘ il [ ]
Tk, }5 Tay ‘I].“n'f&ft—i:ﬂ [@m;:ca;.r lfglt PEI]S’ZUHIUS] Ky Ty EA~

C e ':'.‘:-‘.“5- i*‘,»i’rﬂu‘ .;‘E/mﬂ. Var. }L i, I{--

Nor
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Nor do I fee, why wper@- thould not b
allowed to be ufed fubftantively in divers of
the places I have produced.  Primeeps iy
Latin is properly an adjeCtive, and is often
{o ufed : at other times 1t is a fubftantive,
Avtoxpgrawp 1s fometimes an (h) adjetive, |
is alfo ufed fubftantively. No one will de.
ny it. TYwar@- isa word very near parall
with #pér@-; is often an adjective, at othe
times 1s ufed f{ubftantively, and denotes:
Conful.

I come now to the other inftance, Yk
1. g, g7@ v oy Ef?'ov, CCTiTw ws Eeyﬂuiv@a
CuwpeT Iy py yiyovey, oTs woaTis ug oy, I
wwas be of whom I [pake, He that cometh af-
ter me 15 preferred before me.  The fame
words occur again v. 30. with little varia
tion. But the laft claufe ought not, i my
opinion, to be rendered, for he was befor:
me, but, for be 1s ny Prince, or Lord.

What I have already {aid in favour of ths
meaning of #p=7TEv 1n the former inftanc
may, I prefume, make way for admittin
it here.

[ apprehend Foln to fay: He that fi

{5205 me, or comes behind me, was alway

Hﬂ" \

) ¥ 4 . ] . . - } —
1:!.?) RER Tuy AUVORILTLE Yoy DES’F:".*'. H:r!. !y

403, T 1,
hefor
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 hefore me, or 7 my view, for he is my
| Prince.  "Ewmsecdey and emicw (unlefs I am
| much miftaken) are never ufed in the New
| Tuffament for priority or pofteriority of time,
 nor for fuperiority or inferiority in refpet of
| dignity, (unlefs they are fo ufed here in the
| cule of Fobn the Baptifi,) but always have
o regard to place.  For awe muft oll appear
| before the judgement feat of Chriff. 2 Cor.
v, 10. ;E‘uweaa‘&w 18 Cruat@ 18 Xppss, I
 (oid unto Peter before them all. Gal. 1i, 14.
| Eurocyey wavjwy Forgeting the things which
Lare bebind, and reaching forth unto thefe
 things which are before. Phil. 1l 17, Ta
iy imicw emiAavd avepue@v, Tk o Epreca(}ev
‘!ETE?'LTEWJIVXU@" EVWTTiCY and E#W‘gaag‘ev are fre-
quently ufed the one for the other. Sce
Matth, x., 73. Luke xi1. 9. 1t 1s troe, Fobn
ame before Chrift, that is, before his face,
He went before him as an ofticer before a
great man.  But that 1s exprefled here in
T g gpxrj’;&;@v

But T will not contend about this, Per-
haps eumpodtey py yéyeer is not ill rendered
nour tranflation, 75 preferred before me,
though it appears to me an unufual fenfe of
the word,

However,
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However, medivis pg muft neverthelef;
be underftood, as I render it. And I lear
from Beza (7), that others have been of
the fame opinion before me.

Thus then Foin fays, toward the con.
clufion of his miniftry : e your [elves beor
witnefs, that I [from the begining] faid, |
am not the Chrift, but that I came befire
bim, Jobn iii. 20. Referring to what he
had declared at firlt : I am the worce of o
crying in the wildernefle, MAKE sTRAIT
THE WAY oF THE LoRD. Ch. 1, 13, Tha
15, I came not on my own account, but
barely as a harbinger that makes way for hi
Lord, This is the peculiar charalter of
Fobn, under which he was prophefied of.
Ha. x1, 7. Mal.in. 1. iv. 5. And under
which he always fpeaks of himfelf, And
what in the 1 st and joth verfes of this 1t
chapter of Fobn, is ori wediros px vy He
my Prince, is in the 27th verfe reprefented
by an expreflion that denotes the vaft fupe-

riority of Chrift above him (4): He it 1,

(/) Quamobrem etiam nonnulli ;oo pw interpretantt:
Princeps meus ) quod mihi penitus infolens videtur. Biz.*
i,

(4) ACTisw & bmicw p ixdun®sy o5 fumpocdly pe yi
3 ye eX tul aliB ba Maw aiTE Tir ipdila 75 omelnuals

ol
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who coming after me, 15 preferred before
L e, whofe fboes latchet T am not worthy to
| anlofe : thatis, Tam fo far inferior to him,
| .nd am in {o low a poft under him, tht
1 Tam not worthy to perform the meaneft of-
| fice about his perfon: or, in other words,
| ]am a mere harbinger, and he is my Lord.
| Athenagoras (/) has ufed this word in this
very fenfe of a Prince or chief.

I hope it will be no objection againft this
interpretation, that then the words would
mot have been wgdres pus nv, but esw @ for
thefe are all one and the fame. I need
50 10 farther for proof than thefe two ver-
fec g,@ nv oV €470y 1N the 1 ¢th, in the 30th
Is 472 ey weps & ey aror,  So that v and
¢ fignify the very fame thing, and are ufed
“one for the other.

[ am indeed aware, that fome Gramma-
rans will except againft mynotion of 7rpar@-
bemg a fubftantive, I will then, for the
prelent, fuppofe it to be an adjective.  But
jet Icannot part with the interpretation 1

U Meuein: 81 75 wiv 15 wiwTevan xdld $lov, T 0k dofr e
o7 [IPQTON, aé‘nfwmm TE Xy wgmngym WAy YTETCY LU0
Yie wiizasiee Decet enim hoc fecundum nateram principa-

tn fabere, illud autem, fatellitis vice prixcipr {uo viam

ere, & eraevio curfu, omnia xmpcd:menn ; pracrupta toi-

a3 De Rr"urp 30, D). Pm:f 16
4 haye

699
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have given of either of thefe texts. T}
context fatisfies me, the fenfe I affix to ¢
words 15 the true meaning: and I can, if]
miftake not, account for 1t according to th
ftrieft rules of the Grammarians, Let thep
wewrov in Jobir xv. 18. be inclufive, and I
underftood partitively, and v will be g
verned by the ellipfis ¢,  This T fuppok
will not be contefted. But I choofe to up.
derftand @parov here exclufively. 1 think
that 1s the beft fe nfe And then the ellip
fis may be (m) weo, mepi, emi, or whateve
elfe the Grammarians like beft. @ in
Foon 1. 15. 30. is evidently exclufive, ac
cordmg to my way of rendring 1t ; and the
ps following is governed by an ellxpﬁs

ong of the laft m(..ntloned prepofitions, Thi
I take to be perfectly agreeable to the rul
of the Grammarians, And thus, in on
place Jefus tells his difciples, that he was
chief above them; and in the other Fb

(m) Perizonius fays §. 24. Apud Graecos hanc vicer prat:
ftant praepofitiones wyo & m:pi, quarum illa refpondet 7o an
te, haec 7o prae. Tlgs is alfo ufed to denote preference anil
preeminence, both fimply and in compofition. Simply: Ka
3TO woiuny dmodsivovTas Siavoiag, TUPOr wpo aAnbriag areH
Qomévng, 3 fu:rpr} TH Elvas 10 COXEN azwa?ixnpgin;' Phils p. 193
D. vid. & p. 194. D, In Compofition: in ejosras, 5
uaiw, &C.

f
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the Baptiff fays, that Jefus was Prince or

chief above him, And now I have Beza on
my fide, with reference to fobn i. 15, For
though he would not allow, that #mpires pe
is my prince 5 yet he {ays (n), after a very
areful examination, he is convinced, it ex-
mrefles the vaft excellence and fuperiority of
Chrift above Fobn. Iam not fingular there-
fore in fuppofing, that this text does not ex-
mefs directly and fimply priority of time,
but only virtually and confequentially, as it
is implied and comprehended in the fuperi-
or dignity, of which it is a part.

There is another #¢ary in the New Te-
fament, which has been underftood by fome
in the fame fenfe, 1n which thefe learned
men have taken the two former inftances,
though it is not alleged by them., Now z‘bemr xxvi

i (/a) of the feajt of unleavened br ead.. Mark X,
This was the fourteenth day of the month ;

but it is argued here, that the 1cth day
was the firft day of the feaft of unleavened

~ {#r) Caeterum hoc loco diligentius expenfo, quam antea,

~Declarat igitur praeftantiam, fed Chrifto peculiarem, &
i propriam : nempe quaft diceret Joannes. Qui me fequi-
trquail magiftrum praceuntem difcipulus quifpiam,mihi an:
tt pofitus cft, idque optimo jure quia infinitis modis elt prac:

Bantior - quamvis ante docere coeperim quﬁm ille fefe mun-
G patefecerit, Jn Juc,

Aaa bread 3
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bread 5 for Fofephus fays, that the 16th g
of the month was (o) the fecond day of
feaft, And the words of the Lawe agy

Num s herewith.  And in the fourteenth day of t)
See Exod. ff ft month is the paffover of the Lord, A4
" n the fifteenth day of this month is the fuj
Seven days fhall unleavened bread be eatn

The fourteenth day therefore was the dy

of the Paffover, The feaft of unleaveny

bread was diftin¢t from it, and lafted fevey

days from the 14th at night, The fifteent

day of the month was the firft of unleave.

ed bread. Therefore when the Evangelifs
{peaking of the 14th day, fay, it was msun

rav aypwy, they mean not the fir/f dayof un
leavened bread, but the day before that Fet

The fews have a rule, that in the com

putation of Feafts, the day (p) precedes th

night.  What ftrefle ought to be laid upm

this rule in this cafe, I know not. Iam

fatished, we do not need it, The Pujs

( ’ T; E r: o 4 r.é T.uf J b{.LaJP (?‘[A re >, :.R!T’?? u :fw m.'ﬁ‘
Xxvy) Au!, . €. 10. b 124. 0. 20,

(p) Q\:um autem Matt. 26. 17, & Mare, 14. 12. ipleds
14. Nifun appellatur primus dies azymorum, intelligencie
id ¢fv {. cundum canonem Judaeorum, mox traditum, fouic
in facris comedendis diem praecedere noflem ; fic ut tempd
vefperunum diet 1. & nox fubfequens hoc modo dies 142
cenfeanive, Reland. dntig. Heb. p. 422, |

o
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wr was ftrictly fpeaking diftin& from the
feaft of unleavened bread, and feven days
of unleavened bread followed the day of
the paflover.  But their houfes were cleanf-
ed from all leaven on the morning of the
day on which the pafchal lamb was flain,
and therefore after noon they could eat no
kavened bread. For this reafon, perhaps,
the day of the paflover was called the firft
of unleavened bread. But whatever was the
cafon of it, it is certain, that the pafiover
and the feaft of unleavened bread are often
nken promifcuoufly the one for the otker,
And though Fofepbus, in the particular ac-
cunt of the inflitution, diftinguithes the
pilover from the feaft of unleavened bread,
vt he often calls the one the other,  ““ At
“(7) that time, fays be, the feaft approach-
“mg, n which the Tews are wont to eat
“unlcavened bread., The feaft is called the
“paffover, 1t being kept mn remembrance
“of their departure out of Egypt.”  And
nonc place he fays, ““we keep the (r) fealt

() ﬂ. -'l-\ » \ } r Py » T 3 ¢
[.72. 47 i %12 T0d: Tov XLV o SEATIR [802i0ig

l::;a.'r.*'_“f' J, ol o ..;.._.,;giw Ilw:/x us‘n Eog'rr. KANsT e B D?TGM-'

e - t.., .—h,f TTH €7 :{;G‘EJG' UTLY ‘}’HGP:M /f"fﬂ? 17,
'-§.~.ﬂ--3 v, 26. fv:db"p 609 v, §1. 83, 2. 10,

.r,"U:ﬁ'_. ;:.: ey ‘_A.rr .:n:' TLTE E iu‘-s‘ uﬂi?}d ﬁt}fﬂpb‘i-fa :L rag

ol 0y My A,m;. 2. 6,15, p. 88. init,

Aaa 2 ‘Cof
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“ of unleavened bread eight days.” A
cording to this method of computation, th
14th day was the firlt of unleavened brey,
So that when the Paflover and feaft of y.
leavened bread were confidered as one, (a
they were very cften,) and the whole wy
called by the feaft of unleavened bread, th
fourteenth day muft be the firft. TheE.
vangelifts perhaps do not write in {yftem:
nor does ‘fofepbus, as it {feems, nor indeef

any other good writers ; but according
the ufual way of fpeaking,

Herwaert (s) lays great ftrefle upon

(s) llle vero locus Anftotelis eft fingularis. Eum recenfs
Athenzeus Lib. xi. p. teg. Hpo yae avrs [Nzt
£U7E TO 600 Tav Adywr & T "Adeéapuey®-, g Nixias ¢ Noai
Es'ofs?;g Twrhiwy, ’Ag:rn’if?w;g ot £y Tw WEQI TOILTL 97U i
@i, Ouxty e fppstess Te¢ Xahvpigs TuoPoor® pipds pndy
piv By Asyus r:; F.iy.ﬁa'ug, y Td¢ ’Ahfapfw 78 Ty Tﬁ; ';;'E-
THg YoudevTas Ty Tux;alixwy diaAcywr' aslixgus Qaoxuy %
avpalisal®: Agisotinng mes TIALTwi®s diaddyag yeyeaPiaiia
'Anséapsvey. Haec quidem Athenaeus : Ubi fane verba ii
Ariftotelis 725 meuras yeailag vy Twxealivwr oiadsyar, A
thenaeus hifce Interpretatur. [ras weirepoy] mweo TIreTwr o
Asyss, x. 7. A Plato enim in fuis dialogis introducit Soce:
tem qui hortetur juvenzs, fophiftas redarguat, viros docex!
unde haud immerito vocantur Socratici.—~Quemadmodum :
gitur Ariftoteles Alexameni dialogos prius feriptos, qui
Plato fuos Socraticos conferipfiffet, vocat zs¢ wpdres yiara
TWy ‘En,!xgm'nxa?r :?m?né’yw, fic Divus Lucas, &c. Herw. “é’jﬁ
pra. p. 197.

paffags
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| affage of Athenaeus, who quotes Ariffotle,
fiying, (as Herwaert underftands the words, )
that Alexamenus’s dialogues were writ before
the Socratic dialogues ; [that is, the dia-
logues- 1n which Plato introduces Socrares ;)

exprefly afhirming, fays Atbenaeus, that A-
kxamenus writ dialogues before Plato,

But it is very plain to me, that Ariffotle
fiys that Alexamenus’s dialogues were the’
frft Socratic dialogues ; that is, that Zex-
pnonus was the inventer of that way of
riing. 1 have tranfcribed the paflfage of
thenaeus more at length than Herwaert
hisdone,  And if the reader will confider
fhe whole of it, I think he will be con-
inced :  1ft, That by Socratic diabgues is
ere meant, not Plato’s dialogues, in which
e introduces Socrates, but in general that
ot writing : and 2dly, That Ariftotle
iys, that Alexamenus’s dialogues were the
f fuft of the kind,  From whence Athe-

wus mfers very jultly, that .4riffotle fays
wrelly, that Alexamenus writ dialogues be-

ore Plat 9,

| think likewife, that Athenaeus never
lamed of that meaning of Ariftot/e’s words,
hich Herqoaert affixes to them. Inter-

N ~pY T ~
190 Athanacus fays exprelly : w80 e5ge 70 6136 7 Ay

Aaa g pret
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pret /Irfﬂoﬂe, as Herwaert docs,' and 4.
thenaeus is guilty of a ridiculous tautoloyy
1n his inference.

That I underftand Ariffotle right, is f.
ther evident from Diogenes Laertius, whot
words upon the fame fubjet are thu;
““ Some fay, that Zeno the Elean was the
““ firft writer of dialogues, but Ar:ffotle i
““ his firft book of Poets fays, that Alexs-
“ menus the Teian was, as does alfo Phe
““ 7znus in his commentaries (#).”

But though I contcft all thefe inftance,
(as thinking I have given the true meanins
of all thofe places;) it muft be allowed
that Perizonius’s example from Ariftophanes
and another from Alexander Apbrodifius (x)
alleged by others in this caufe, prove tha
woaror, ufed adverbially, is put without 7
following it to denote the priority they con-
tend for, How far the argument will hold
by way of analogy from adverbs to adjetives,
I cannot fay. It ought alfo to be allowed,

( ”) Avariyss soirvr Qags '?rg.;'rnr 75?51.}/&; Zovaye Tir EMs-
Ty ’Ag'lro'r;?\n; o2 tv Wg:f;‘r:y ngl wosnTwr "AAeSapueyoy R INE: :
Tiioy, e %) PaPucir®- iy AT OUINUOVEVKR T, Diog. Laeri. i1,
Segm. 48.

(%) "H mhnyn weitay 17 dsamns 1oy bgorrny amoTihe % 2
pa. I€us privs tonitru perficit quam fulgur, aut fimul. Hlex-
and. Jpbrod. Problem., /. i,

that
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that the WFEJTJ; ol 18 180a of 2 Sam, XiX.
17. (but not found in all copies of the
Seventy, ) 1s an equivalent phrafe to that in
¢t, Luke, and to be underfltood in the fenfe
put upon St. Luke's words. The paflage
from the Maccavees, Laft of all after the
[ins the mother died, contains alfo a parallel
shrafe.  To thefe I add two other inftan-
s (1) of mear@ itelf, which I am un-
willing to conteft, and fhall leave with the
reader.

Perizonius’s way of accounting for this
conftruction by the ellipfis of a prepofition
o be underftood, when not exprefled, is
well argued from the two inftances he has
leged of 7po fubjoined to mpar@~. 1 add
mother like inftance from Eufebius (2):
Though perhaps the other way of {uppofing
mury ufed for wgerepe () need not be quite
ejected.

(o) Theb w30 Bhus Wlav, 5 78 v algseiy v Suig o35, med-
thy, 75 Tgure Sid i Cacihing.  Ante eus res quae vere funt,
Lante principia univerfalium eft unus deus prior etiam pri-
noceo & rege, Jamblich. de Myfteriss, §. 8. c. 2. Kai 5p4-

% irifarbTo Tav eMwy. primus ante alios corona honoratus
e, Disisf. Hal. Hiff. Rom. l.iv. ¢. 3.

(2) Acvixg ysv parz Beacouba, omws pir & MMAdTey 1o
Uiy mew T iokLmler, omws 08 THs [T Giadoyue aA-
b Praepar. Fo, [, 14, ¢, 2.

(4) "Erv 81 1is Sdvapis, ovaies iy evliga, Yuyis & medra,

Aaay Lit

797
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I prefume this may be fufficient to thew,

that the phrafe in St. Luke is capable of the

fenfe contended for by thefe learned mep,

But I cannot yet perfwade my felf, thatj

is the real fenfe of the text for the following
reafons,

1. This is a very uncommon ufe of the
word 7ear@-.  This, I think, 15 evident
in that the critics have been fo much at
lofle for inftances. Stevens knew of (4) none,
befide that produced above from Aply.
difius, where mearor 1s ufed adverbially,
There are alfo almoft innumerable other
ways of exprefiing this priority of time (c)
The reafon of the Grevk writers {o rarely
ufing this word thus is very obvious: It cn
hardly be done without caufing fome ambi.
guity ; therefore when they ufe it i ths
fenfe, we fec they often fubjoin 7pe, That:
this ufe of mpwr@ was defignedly avoided,
{feems to me evident from a paffage of He-

Eft autem quaedam vis eflentia quidem infericr, fed nobili:
animo.  Sallufl. de mundo. c. 8,

(b) Me¢wvar weimezon, priuse Alexander Aphmdiﬁ;zs,-f
shryn, 2o A Quem aliequi ufum apud vetulticres feriptere;
raviimum effe puto s affertar tamea & ex Lo iletens Rhet
weave 7, pro prius quam. Teefanr. Gr. Tom. 5. 567. 4

(¢ lic,, WLOTIEW, Wk B0 [;ulrf;rb.] 7:'.;515;':4, WELTR T

5 "Sat

r.-:rg*:y, ¢,

3 oot ;
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rodotus ; where having in the former branch
of the fentence twice ufed the fuperlative,
in the later he takes the comparative ; ei-
ther to avoid ambiguity, or as more agree-
able to the genius of the Greek language (4).”

2. It does not appear, that any of the.
fit Chriftians underftood St. Luke in this
enfe. That they did:not fo interpret this
ext, we are aflured from the Syriac, Vul-
gate, and other Verfions ; from fuflin Mar-
yr, Eufebius, and from the paflage of Fu-
ian above quoted ; in which he certainly
eprefents the common opinion of people in
his time, of Chriflsans and. others.

7. There is another folution, which was:
it propofed by (¢} Beza, and has been
embraced by many learned.( /') men. The

Roman

(d) 0i 3 Alyurrios, mpiv wiv n Yappntixw oQiov Baairey-
caiy idpulor EwtTds wewres yovioBas wavlwy avbedmuy Emesdn de
CapurTiy'de Cacihitoag, nlidnos didivas of T yovdidlo wew-
Py wws TeTy ropifuas Pelyag meorieys ywicdas iwitwy, oy
ANy cwiris. Herodot, 1. 2. imit, The Eg}?ffﬂm, before
e reign of Pfammetichus, thought themfelves the firft [or
meft ancient] of all people.  But fince the reign of Plammet;-
a5, who made an experiment for finding out who were the
it of all people, they have thought that the Phrygians were
fore them, they before others.

(¢} Bez. inboc. Vid &5 Huet, Dem, Ev. Prop. ix. cap. x. §. 3.

) Grat, & Hamm, in loc, Scaliger. animad. in Chron. Eu-

Jib.
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Roman Catholic authors, that approve of
this folution, agree to underftand the words,
as they ftand in the vulgate verfion: Thi
firff Defcription, or Enrolment, was mad:
by Cyrentus (g). The Proteftants generally
render them : This firft Enrolment was mads
Cyrenius being Prefident of Syria : or, whe
Cyrenius was Prefident of Syria (b).

By Prefident of Syrza, they do not under-
ftand Prefident in the moft ftri¢t and proper
fenfe of the word ; it being apparent from
Sofephus, that either Saturninus, or Quin-
ttlius Parus, muft have been Prefident of
Syria at the time this enrolment was made.
And there is no inftance of two perfons be-
ing jointly Prefidents with equal power in
the {fame province, when a province was in
peace, as Syr:a was at this time (7).

They fuppofe, that when Augufius had
iffued his decree, that all the world, that i,

feb. ad A. 2016. Cafaub. in Bar. Exerc, 1. Num, 31. 32. L)
fer. dun. ant. aer. Chr. v. Norif. Cenot. Pif. Differt. ii. p. 320
—322. Pagi. App. ad ann, Bar. Num. 126---129.

(¢ ) Haec defcriptio prima facta eft a praefide Syriae, Cy-
rino.

( #) Haec defcriptio prima fadta eft praefidente Syriae Cy-
renio. Bex, Haec defcriptio prima fafta eft, cum praeefl
oyriae Cyrenius. Cafaub. ubi fupra. Num. 31.

(i) Vid. Norif. Cenotaph, Pij. Diff. ii. cap. 16. §. 10.

4. all
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all the Roman Empire {hould be taxed, (for
i1 this wide and extenfive fenfe do thefe
tearned men underftand thefe words of St.
Luke)) Cyrentus was fent with extraordina-
ry power to make the cenfus in Syriz and
Fudea : And Saturninus, or Quintilius Va-
rus, which foever of them was then Prefi-
dent, was joined with him : and was {ub,
ordinate to him, or had equal power with
him in this particular work. Cyrenius there-
fore having at this time fome power in Sy-
ria, he is called Prefident of it, though he
was not properly Prefident, or the ordinary
chief magiftrate of that province,

In order to juftify this folution, two things
are to be confidered : 1. Whether Cyrenius,
though not properly Prefident of Syrzz, may
be called fo in a loofe and general fenfe:
2. It muft be thewn, that it is not unlikely,
that Cyrensus might be fent upon this affair
at this time with extraordinary power.

As to the firft point, it is alleged, that the
tile of Governour or Prefident is often giv-
en to others befide thofe who are properly
poflefled of that dignity.  Fofephus calls Sa-
turninus and Volumnius Prefidents of Syria (%),

though

(£) "Exeiv®e &t Sunigito mept TéTwy Tois Kaiowges nyspuiom

Emrnug-
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though Saturninus was at that time Prefi.
dent, according to his own account, and
Volumnius Procurator only ; that is, the of-
ficer that took care of the Emperour’s re-
venue in that province.,

That Cyrenius might be fent upon thi
affair with extraordinary power, is not at all
unlikely, For the office of Cenfor in the
City was very honorable, and was a diftin&
charge from that of the Confuls and Prac-
tors, the ordinary magiftrates, The fur-
veys in provinces alfo were often performed
not by the ordinary governours, but by per-
fons fent thither with extraordinary power,
and thofe, perfons of the higheft eminence
and dignity (/).

Such an one was this Gyrenius,  He was
not defcended from a noble, or Patrician
family : But by his early fervices he had ob-
tained the honour of the Confulfhip, and
paffed through that and other offices with

\ - . 7 F 1 }
TESH 4V AW TE ..,:z'rnu e X O

2uTy; ;1“5 M: OviA- 25 ;-'w‘
ALYy m E_; $25 £ TiraTerTLy dnt 116 €- Q- P IR S
£ .

AT § & ADLXAG pof fy EW LTS Sriv Ly NG }3 Ouvehovpsiss 7

TirYeries nysmsiagt b, €10, p AT WL,
A

(¢,

liﬂlum cenful tum intentam, Tacit, e L e g1, ad AU

Keenmen {ummace 1a1 penes Germanicum 1gem.o Gal.

""6"' Interer Germanico FU‘ Gl A8 ut di\imus, :.;‘J;_ufﬁ -
f.’;lf;r’ u f"r a’; fjdgﬂjub’?f ﬁL.;..: ur., [d . 3 :;'d_ E.'-jf_ ”{6

great
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great reputation : obtained a memorable vic-
tory over the Homonadenfes, for which he
received the honour of triumphal ornaments :
was afterwards Governour to Caius Cefar,
Auguftus’s eldeft adopted fon : married Ab-
melia Leprda, who had been defigned by
Auguftus for the wife of Lucius, his fecond
adopted fon ; and at laft had the honour of

apublic funeral by a decree of the fenate in
the reign of Trberius (m).

The quick difpatch he made of affairs of

importance rendered him a very fit man
for fuch an affair as this Cenfus in Syria

and Fudea.

Moreover there is nothing in the hiftory
thit we have of Gyremus, which is any
way inconfiftent with his coming into *fu-
¢a about this time : but divers particulars,

(m) Sub idem tempus, ut mors Sulpient Quirinin publicis
exlequiis frequentaretur, petivic [Tiberius] a Senatu.  Nihil
i veterem & patriciam Sulpiciorum familiam Quirinius per-
tnuit, ortus apud municipism Lanuviam : Sed impiger mili-
tize, & acribus minifteriis confulatum {ub Divo Augufto ;
rox expugnatis per Ciliciam Homonadenfuun Caftellis infig.
tid tiiumphs adeptus 3 datufque Reftor Calo Caefari Arme-
n.m obtinenti, Tiberium quoque Rhodi agentem coluerat.

aat. du. 1, i, ¢, 48.  Quirinto---deflinata quondam uxor L,
Cacfari, ac Divo Auguflo nurus, dederetur. Id.ibid. ¢, 23. De

Lic re wid. etiam Sueton. Tib. c. 19. &' de wiltoria in Homsna-
anles parea, Strabon. [ x4 p. 854,

which
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which render it very probable he might be
employed in this work.

Cyrenius was Conful of Rome, A. U, 743,
He might therefore very well be fent upon
the expedition again{t the Homonadenfes in
the year U, C. 747. or, poflibly, in 746,
It was a piece of prudent advice,which Mae.
cenas gave (n) Auguftus, never to beftow 3
provincial government upon the Senators, or
other great men, till fome time after they
had laid down their City Magiftracy. Which
advice Auguftus followed, and appointed the
fpace of five years interval between thei
ferving any public ofhice 1n the City, and
receiving another in the provinces (o).

As Cyrenius’s expedition againft the forg
mentioned people was his firft action after
his confulthip, he might very probably be
employed in it, A.U. 747. Archbithop
Ufber (p) thinks he was then Proconful of
Cilicia. Cardinal Noris thinks it more like-
ly, that he was not then the ordinary Go-

(1) Dio lib. 52. p. 479. fin.

(o) Mndiva wgs mivle evaw pev 7o b 0 wika aplas KDyl
Sae K. L 53. 9. 505, C. Aullor & aliarum rerum fuit. In
queis---ne magiftratus depofito f{tatim honore in provincis

mitterentur. Sueton. Aug. c. 30.

(p) Vid. Aun. 4. 5. ante acr, Chr.
vernour
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vernour of Crlicia, but that he was fent upon
this expedition with extraordinary (g) power.
However the learned men that embrace this
{olution fuppofe, that having finithed this
war, he might be fent into Syrza and ¥a-
dea to perform the cenfus there, in the later
end of the year of Rome, 747 ; or, as o-
thers, in 748, or 749. About which time
the cenfus or enrolment, which St. Luke
fpeaks of, muft have been made ; for He-
rd died in the year 750, or 751,

Cyrentus was not appointed Governour to
Carus Cefar till the year U, C. 755, Cardi-
nal Nerss infers this from the words of 74-
itus above-cited : datus Reétor Caio Caefart
Armeniam obtinent:, It 1s evidently a mif-
uke of thofe learned men who have thought,
that Cyrenius was Governour to Carus, when
he firt went into the Eaff. It is certain,
that M. Lollius was then his Governour.
And Cyrenzus was not put into that poft, till
after the death of Lo//ius (r), which feems
o have happened fome time in the year of
Rome 75¢. Befides, it is certain from Fo-
fepbus, that Cazuswas at Rome atter the death

(1) Cenataph, Pifl DifT. i, . 310.
() Flleins, 3¢ 1oz, Suer, Tt e 13, Noriloabi ipra,

:' E:lhi

of
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of Herod, and therefore was not yet fet oy
for the Eaff. For.he was one of thofe
whom Auguftus called to the Council ke
held after Herod's death about confirming
his laft will (s).

Cyrentus therefore feems to have been g
leifure for this work. And from the whol;
of his ftory and charalter, fo far as it i
come down to us from the Greek and Ry
man authors, no man appears more likely to
have been employed in it.

This folution has one advantage above
moft of thofe above-mentioned, in that it
is here allowed, that this furvey was per-
formed by Cyrenius, in which all the anci-
ent chriftian writers agree, except Tertulli-
an ; who 1n one place (but the only plac
in which he has named the chief officer
concerned 1n 1t, ) afcribes it to Safurninus,
And we are much obliged to thefe learned
men for tracing the hiftory of Cyrenius, and
thereby removing, 1n part at left, the ob-
jections againft this fuppofition, which ha
been the current opinion of Chriftians.

There 1s however one difficulty attending
this folution : I mean the fenfe, in which
thefe learned men underftand Cyrenius’s go-

(1) Jofeph. Ant. l.17. ¢, 9.p. 775. . 24.
vernment



Chap. 1. Luke 3i. 1. 2. confedered.

vernmcht Of preﬁdentﬂllp I do not at all
contelt the leldlty of their argument, that
the title of #yeuwr may be given to one who

s not properly prefident. But fince Cyre-
aus certainly was afterwards the 01dmary
Governour of 3y7za, 1t 1s not eafy to under-
tuid this title i St, Luke 1n a loofe and ge-
wal way.  And I can never perfwade my
wf. that St. Luke intended no more, than
he power and authority of making a cenfus
nSyrie. IF Cyrenius had never been Prefi-
dent of Syrza, perhaps their inftances had
keen to the point ; but now, Ithink, they
we not.  Befides, according to the way n
which thefe learned men generally interpret
t Luke, nyspovevsr]@e, &c. is here the ge-
iive cafe abfolute, or governed by éw un-
krtood : either of which does as fully ex-
pels Cyrenzus’s being Prefident of Syria, as

iy form of exprefiion can do.
fsjeph Scaliger {cems to have interpreted
telc words fomewhat differently from other
amed men, who embrace this {olution.
lle takes them thus: This defeription awas
e firft under Cyrentus, prc’f dent of Syria.
lput his words in the margin (#), tha: rhe
reader

' Tlea S Lucas non conrcntus cft dicere Alrn amipoat

B b £ 570
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reader may judge whether T mifunderftan,
him. But ftill this interpretation is lisbk
to the objeGtion laft mentioned: for it isin-
plicd in it, that Cyremus was Prehdent of
Syria, at the time of both thefe furveys,

§. V. There is yet another interpretat.
on, which thefe words are capabie of; and
which has for fome time appcarcd to
the genuine meaning of them.  This w
the firft affeffment of Gyrentus, Governour of
Syria,  The natural order of the words:
this: AvTy eytveres mpaTy amoypq®dy iy T.L.K
There are innumerable inftances of a con-
ftruction parallel with this here of AUty 7 4-
weyoe@y @ty Matth, xxil, 38, Avmy &
TPLTY Ky PEYANT awlory This is the firft
areat commandment, Mark xii. j0.
T;?f-'JT’d ;61’70/\?;' Nlmh’). 11. 32. ﬂ;T}; E?:'frx.eﬂ'iifi
viay esgrht Thefe are thofe which were ni-
bred of the children of Ifracl. T put an i
flance or two more into (%) the marm

|

“ » * N o e - ’ r Iy ! . '
YRR RS AR I S S LT TY Sud quum -
” \ -~ . s 1+ rr Tt - . -y
VoaL s {ciret hllﬂc, :lddldlt., ToLTN ALTh Y LTy E T
3 b » ‘ * k, . .
meorn Certe, It ell wiwrs, croo quaedam fuit gievgzs 4
P — . i
fane wi coTias meminit, sl defl @ 3T, Atqgue 1t
ftinsuendum cife nemo dubitare potell. Seafrer, I R
Chion, Eulehe ad 4. 2010,

(”) Numb. by, aiun g omoredac m Drionsd 2 Mo
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i is cafie for the reader to obferve, thefe
anttances are parallel with the words before
is: the particle 7 or ai follows Avry or Avres,
i pxccedes the {ubftantive,

[yuers 18 not here falta oft, was made,
t fuit, awas. 1 prefume I need not give
any proofs, that this is a very common
meaning of this verb.

The diftant fituation of eyivere in St. Luke
om vty need not create any {cruple.  In
ume examples the verb fubftantive is quite
canting, as 1 Mark xn. 30, Numb. 1. 44.
Gmethines egw s exprefled, and follows im-
nediately after avry.  But it is found in all
kinds of pofitions in paffages parallel with
i of St Lake. I give one inftance, which
atwers the conftruétion of this verfe m e-
erv refpet, Rev. Xix. g. g7e6 i Acyos adnfi-
san 18 wed. Thefe are the true [ayings of
i, And another inftance from (x) Plato
it eeero 1t felf, in a fituation exallly pa-
allel wich this in St. Luke. M 0¢ 5 7encury,
o byiksoTEG, T8 ETCPE MY £YEVETO, év@eﬁg, W
usks Qaiusy av, TRV TiTE wy emaipgbiuey dpjsy,
! ) @gswpwrcfrswé ginarorats. ¢ This,

!

1. Kai avras ai pvéces Aaguy. V. 2. # TaLTe 5x
AlTH T u'.;,y \mru,y %’J({ fﬂ‘fi IF 32 3':3 D:Hf Ui, I. ‘-j
C
Vi Poacd, Fin,

Bbb 2 “ 0 L-
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« O Echecrates, was the end of our friend;
““ and, as we fay, the beft, wifeft and juf:
“ eft man that ever we knew.”

If it be objected, that it muft be s con.

fus s or this firft cenfus was made, and not
this was the firft cenfus ; becaufe therei
no noun {ubftantive preceding avry, by which
it can be governed : I anfwer, thatas Iin
terpret the words, avry is governed by the
dmoyealy that follows, or by an ameyel;
underftood.  And this is the cafe of man
other (y) paffages, which yet muit be con
ftrued, asIdo St. Lucke.

Let us proceed. When St. Luke callsCx
renius Governour of Syria, 1underftand it
words in the ftri¢t and proper fenfe. By
unet@ s Tugdag is not the genitive it
abfolute, or governed by é7s underftood, and|
to be conftrued, Cyrenius being governour ]
Syria, or when Cyrenius was governo
Syria 5 but it 13 ocoverned Dby el
They do not exprefs any time at all Bu:
this is Cyrenius's title, the title, by which ¢
was well known in that part of the world

4 B P r N d L o - At
K"#,} EZCI{* YNiVILL V. 1. Kai Tavra T2 ue;x Ty ¢L'7‘-r- V.
. L . ' . -~ N ST TR
I0. ALTH % Yy ;_;' ﬂf{?-.E.TE £V x?\'r;]:fy TS t;ﬁ:.?&.xi; T I.—;-ﬂ -
" \ Y 2 T - ..‘ r-:«"'.l"-
Koo alvoh Gb Chekc.his 7730
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As we fay, Antony the Triumvir, or Cato
the Cenfor, to diltinguith them from others
of the fame names. {Hj/embeﬁcvr@v, e 1s
with me the fame thing, as if St. Luke had
fid, syemondy T4 Zup pg Kupypuis,

It is certain, that Greek authors delight
wery much in the ufe of participles; and I
think, more efpecially, when they fpeak of
itles and dignities. Thus Creero, in (2) Dio,
111}*'5: ‘“ We expe& that our Praetors and
« Confuls thould follow the lawes of reafon
“and juftice.” The fame hiftorian () fays:
“ The three brothers, the Anfonzes, had ail
“of them fome ofhce in the City at one
“and the fame time; Marcus was Conful,
“ Luctus Tribune, and Gatus Praetor,”

Thefe participles feem to me to be fome-
tmes fubftantives, or at left, to be (4) ufed
btantively. T believe all are feniible that
eizar Is fo ufed.  Some of thofe other titles

Ta ;u.; f'g-ﬂ??ﬂi TS .dgg u‘r.x;; Lﬂ«ﬁ T T cr.'r Jtﬂ.’
'; DXLy TONENY a.fiwa'nfﬂ Lib. 43. p. 250 D,

6) Teit g o @dapel of “AvTunin drr bl dixds au
o i ;:‘X:.‘ '0 y,;; ry_;,g fogx@v ::":r:ér:'u::.r.‘;' y f?: Aém@» Snyxd'
e Tl redmyass Lib. 43, p. 27y, C
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Objections againft Book |
of offices or dignities exprefed by parti.
ples feem to me to be very near, or alwoge.
ther parallel with it.

But let nyspoveverr@- be a mere participl,
only then it will be faid : Tf 1t be goverg
by cf:my@gcq?.‘)ﬁ, it Ought to have been r:'*/s.u:.
vierevt@r. To this I anfwer, that undoul:
edly #ysumevsarr@ would have been vey
proper, but {o 15 alfo ayepeoreont@, It
no uncommon thing for Greek authors u
ufe the prefent tenfe for the firft aonft, |
oive an inftance or two that may fully i
tify my interpretation. Fofcphus fays: “ Al
““ it is certain that Varus was of a Roval {+
“ mily, fince he was a defcendent of §-]
“ nus, who was Tetrarch of a countrey ne]
““ mount ( a") LI'/J:E'HHS V) E:zk: ,'J Ey..ﬁ),oy.:-f;,tan;
¢ ()Q}ca,r-;@u Caging ives, eon v Loz 78 7
Aiavoy Teleaoxsh G Dionyfius fays, thatt:)
Latins were {o called from Latinus, a K
of that countrey (d). 1f any fhould i
it is improper to underftand this particip|
as 1 do, becaufe Cyremns was not Gover|
NOUL of Syrza, till after the time m whm
St, Luke's furvey was made ; I add one ev]

S FEND S ARl |
;ﬁr) () o ¢t Kot hi Ol A Jlzg 2 &Toy Azt v inza "1
 Aarve Antig RoJb. 2.0 7 =
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Chap. 1. Luke 77, 1. 2. confidered.

ample more, which muft fully obviate this
exeption.  Herodian fays, ¢ That to Mar-
« oys the Lmperour were born feveral
¢ daughters (¢) and two fons.”  Tw fasi-
F ey hldlax@ guycz.‘régsg ,u,;.v %yéuovro TNEHEC, Oi‘u-
i85 ot due.  Yet feveral of thofe children
were born to him before he was Emperour,
This inftance thews plainly, that thefe par-
iciples do ot always import only the time
when men are 1n ofhce,

[ hope this is fufticient to thew, that 5y
luf'.EJ’:??@“ is the fame as ﬁ?ﬁiu;v@, at el that
i‘t B go:ferned by aweyeals. The tuppofing
it'/simvsuoy?@v T. =, K, to be the genitivc ablo-
lute, or governed by e, as it has given oc-
ion for the objection we are now upon, o
tfeems to have carried moft learned men
of from the richt way of folving it.

[ apprehend I have now juiliied my in-
wrpretation of every part of this verfe: This
wos the firft Affeflment (or furvey) of Cvre-
nis, the Gevernour of Syrie, or of Cyicii-
v, who was Governour of Syria.

But if any choofe rather to take Scalrger’s
nethod, as to the firft part of the verfe, I
hall ot contend about that, provided my
nfe of the later part be admutted, Then

{¢) Lib. 1. inis.

Bbb 4 the
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the interpretation will ftand thus : This fu.
vey was the firlt [ furvey] of Gyrenius th
Governour of Syrza.

Nor can I fee any reafon why all thof;
who follow Beza, and fuppofe that this fur. |
vey was made by Gyrenius, as well as thatl
made after Archelaus’s removal, fthould not
recetve this interpretation. When they com 1
to fhew, why this is called by St. Luke the
firlt furvey, though indeed they have nat
tranﬂatcd *thC pl’lce as I do (f) they um-5
V01d4bly run into the fame meaning. Rz-
ronius (g) likewife underftands the w'ord:1
much after the fame manner, only he filfl
fuppofed, that Gyrenius was twice prefident
of Syria. |

]
]

(£) Denique dicitur hoee deferiptio medar, ut diﬂingu“'
ab alia, de qua AZ.v. 57. quam Jofephus & Eufebius it
confignarunt, & fub C;-rnio etiam fadtam dicunt, licet dive
fo tempore. Hamm. in k. ex werfizne Cleric.

Hunc igitar cenfum Quirtnius habuit AL U. 749. cumev
traordinario imperio 10 Syriam mifius; quue defcriptio prin
a S. Luca dicitur, qued idem poftea Quirinius A. UL ~f2
pracfes ordinarius in Syriam veniens, cenfum iterum in I
daea egit, eddem tum primum in provinciae formam redad.,

Norif. Cenotzph, Pif. p 3220+

(g) Quod igitur ab Evangelifta ea deferiptio a Quirn
prima fafla dicitur, non fic {ut vidimus) eft acciprendun. v
tanc priminn Judact fuerint deferipti atque cendi : fed prirrr:n

dixerit refpectu fecundae fab eodem prachide facta, ip.
83,

SOme



Chap. 1. Luke 1. 1. 2. confidered. 7235

gome time after I had been perfwaded
dis was the fenfe of this text, 1 met with
thefe words of Tanaquil Faber (h). Bea-
tus Lucas, cap. 2. att natum effe Chriftum
dminum tempore primi cenfus, [eu defcripti-
mis, quae a Cyrento feu Quirinio falla off.
This paffage gave me a great deal of plea-
ure, though it does not appear how this a-
ate and learned man underftood 7y ¢uoveder-
But I have fince met with a more
explicite authority for my way of tranflating
sy i dmeyeady. The title of Origen's xith
Homily upon St. Luke, in the Latin edition
of his works, is thus: De eo quod feriptum
fl. Puer autem crefcevat €& confortabatur
[piritu, ufque ad eum locum ubi ait : Haec
ot defcraptio prima quae falla eff fub prae-
jide Syriae Cyrino.  And 1n the body of the
homily (7) are words to the fame effe&.

The verfion I here offer does not only ap-
pear to me a very natural and obvious mean-
g of the words, butitis very good fenfe,
ad extremely furtable to their pofition in g
pwenthefis, Iz thofe days there awent out 4
iccree from Cefar Auguftus, that all the world
Jand] fhould be taxed. ( This was the firff af-

1 Gy,

o Epil Db i, ep. g3,
"y haee fuit deferiptic prima, a praefide Syriae Cyrino.

Jel-



720 Objeltions againft Book ]

[effment of Cyrenius the Governour of Syria\
It is needlefs to obferve, that if this verfig
be allowed, the obje¢tion we are confider.
ing vanifhes. There 1s no colour or pre.
tenfe to fay, that St. Luke confounded th
cenfus or furvey, made in the time of H.
rod, with that made after the removal ¢
Archelaus,

§. VI. I apprehend there lies now no ol
jection againft St, Luke, but what may a.
rife from the doubts, which fome may hay
i their minds, concerning Cyrenius beins
the officer employed in making this {urvey.
I with the reader be not quite tired with
this long {ucceflion of criticifms,  But whe-
ther he will accompany me any farther o
not, 1 think my {elf obliged to take i
confideration all the difficulties, which at-
tend this particular circumftance.

Here I adopt at once all that has been
already offered by thofe who embrace Bexa'
folution, to make it appear probable, that
Cyrenius performed the cenfus of which St
Luke {peaks. But now I enjoy a peculir
advantage above thofe learned men, in the
{uppofition I advanced at firft, that this cen-

fus of Cyrenius was of fudea only,  They
think,



Chap.i. Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered.

think, that Auguflus’s decree extended to
the whole Empire ; and that Cyrenius was
fent with extraordinary power to make the
cenfus in Syrta and Judea, ' But they fup-
pofe, (and indeed they are obliged to allow
it,) that Saturninus was joyned with him,
il Saturninus was then prefident. This has
given Perizonius (k) a fine advantage a-
ganft their fuppofition, that Cyrenius was
concerned in this cenfus, To give Cyrenius
fuperior, or equal power to Safurninus in Sy-
via, the province of which he was the or-
dinary governour, would have been an af-
front; efpecially confidering, that Saturni-
mus was equal to Gyrenzus, in every reflpe&t,
and fuperior to him in fome : for he was of
1 better family, and the elder Conful by
feven years. And it 1s no lefs injurious to
Cyrenzus, to put him under Saturninus,

[ am not at ali concerned with this. I
think Gyrenius performed the cenfus alone,
by virtue of the extraordinary power with
which he was fent. But if any are in-
cined to think, that Safurninus was joyned
n the commiffion with him, this would be
no difparagement to Safurminus. To give

him authority in a neighbouring kingdome,

k) Differt. de Ang, Deferip. §. 15. 10, 17.
where

727



728 Objections againft Book I,

where he had none before, would not be ¢
leflen him, but to augment his power. Ny
do I fuppofe, it could be any difgrace to (j.
rentus, to have the Governour of Syrza mage
his partner.

I proceed to confider all the difficultie
that can affet the fuppofition, that thi
cenfus was made by Cyrenzus, as far as I an
concerned with them,

1. Itis faid, that it was not cuftomary
for the Romans to {end any great man twic
into the fame countrey. Since 1t 1s certain
from fofephus, that Cyrenius afterwards made
a cenfus in Syria and Fudea, it may be con.
cluded, he did not perform that furvey,
which St. Luke fays was made in Judea
the time of our Saviour’s nativity (/),

To this I anfwer : 1 allow, that it was
not ufual for the {ame perfon to be mor
than once made the Prefident of one and the
{fame province, And in this Berenius, who
thought Cyrenius was twice or thrice Go-
vernour of Syria, 1s deferted by all learned
men, For none of the defenders of Beza’s

(/) Multis de caufis difplicet nobis gemina haec Cyrenii dc
friptio. Bis ad eandem rem Quirinjum in Syriam fuiffe mi
{fum, fidem vix imperat, nec Romanos ad mores quadrat. B4
nage. Ann. Pol. Ecc. ant. Dim. §. num. 14,

4 jolun
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(olution, who maintain the double cenfus of
Cyrenius, do fay, that Cyremus was twice

the ordinary prefident of Syria.

But it was very common for one and the
qme perfon to be fent twice or oftner into
the fame countrey in different pofts, or with

different degrees of authority. Cafaubon (m)

has produced inftances enough to filence this
objection, M. Vipfanius Agrivpa, the per-
fon laft mentioned by him, was fent twice
nto Syrza by Auguflus with extraordinary
power : Firft of all, A. U. 731. (), and
agan, A. U, 738 (o).

I will give an undeniable example of an
officer’s being twice 1n the fame province
with different degrees of power.,  When Pi-
fi, prete¢t of Syrza, had been removed by

Germanicus, and after that Germanicus him-

(m} Neque vero nullum eft exemplum illorum, qu in eaf-
&m provincias cum ecdem, vel diverfo munere funt mifl.
C. Cafius profe€tus in Syriam Quaeftor M. Crafli; mox 1p-
0 & ejus exercitu deleto, res magnzs ibi geffit, & aliquamdiu
provinciam obtinuit : eidemque poft aliquot annos {enatus Sy-
r:m & bellum contra Dolabellam decrevit. Ventidius Baffus,
quando primum cum Parthis bellum geffir, Antonii fuit Le-
gatws : poftea ejufdem belli gerendi curaalls demandata eft,—
Agtippa qui per decennium Anam admunittrivit, bisex Italia
ro.:icm, {:H profe&us. Caﬁm{;. i Ba:'c?x. E.r::rf. Yo 2wum, 32,

(") Dial. 53. 4. 513. c.

(] Id.1 54 p.534. 8,

{elf
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{elf died ; the officers in the province had ;

confultation together, who fhould be made

Prefident of Syrza. Vibius Marfis aid clain
to it, but at laft yiclded to Cau. Sentins Sa.
turminus (p), the elder ofticer. Thus Sex-
t1s, one of the chici’ officers then in the
province, was made prefident. This alon;
is a proof, that it was very common for of.
ficers to ferve different pofts in the fame
province. But this is not the only thing]
aim at. This confultation (¢) was held A. U
772. A. D. 19. And it appears from 7o-

phus (r), and Tacztus (s), that long aft

this, in the reign (#) of Claudius, this fame
Vibius Marfus came to be altually prefident
of Syria. 'There 15 therefore no abfurdity
at all in {uppofing, that Cyrenius was fent
by Auguftus with extraordinary power at the

(p) Confultatum inde mter legatos, quique alii fenatorum
aderant, quifnaun Syriae proeficeretur.  Et ceteris modice m-
fis, nter viBrum Marsum & Cn, Sentium diu quaefitum:
dein Marf{us {eniori, & acrius tendenti Sentio conceffit. Zaci:.
A dib. il cap. <4,

(¢9) M. Silano & L. Norbano CofT.

(7 ) Kai y.s'r’ 8 TOAY, Niveanis F..Er Mig:‘@u t}iié:‘fiﬁ-, 2
Sieime E::gfm. ff!:t. 19. ¢. 6. § d.

(s) Et reciperare Armeniam, ni VIRio marso Syriae i
gato bellum minitante cohibitus foret. Yacit, Aun. xi. cap.1¢.

(t) About A. U. 795. wid. Pa:. Crit. in Bar. 4. D. 4
7. S,

| fater
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R
ater end of Herod's reign to make a furvey

n ‘fudea, and that about ten or twelve
vears afterwards he came as the ordinary go-
cernour into Syrza, and then made a cenfus
n that province, and in Judea annexed to
I,

2. It 1s objetted, that none of the Ro-
san or Greek hiftorians, though Cyrenius has
been {poken of by feveral of them, have
uken any notice of this cenfus.

| anfwer, that this 1s no dithculty at all.
[ fuppofe, that no one will make any que-
tion, but that Cyrenzus made an affeflment
n Syria and Fudea, when he was fent pre-
ident mto Syrza, becaufe we have Fofepbus’s
wthority for it.  And yet none of the Ro-
mn or Greek authors have faid any thing of
that cenfus,

Though Tacitus has in the paffage cited
bove reckoned up divers of Gyremius's ex-
toits and honours, and others have made
mention of him, and fome of his fervices ;
et Florus (u) has taken notice of a confide-
uble action of his, omitted by all the reft -
tindeed he means our Cyremius,

'+ Marmaridas atque Garamantas Curinio fubigendo de-
i [Auguflus]. Potuit & ille redire Marmaricus ; fed mo-
wsiorn aeltimanda vi€toria fuit,  Floras fib. iv. cap. 12.

7. But
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7. But it will be faid : It may be cer
tainly concluded from the account, whic
Jofepbus has given of the cenfus made (c) by
Cyrenius after Arcbelaus’s banithment, thit
Cyrenius had never been in fudea, or en.
rolled the Fews before. If he had, %
phus could not well have omitied to tak:

notice of it then,
I own, that at firft fight this muft g.

pear a very confiderable difhiculty.

(1.) But it ought to be obferved, th
oféphus does not particularly name any of
Cyrenius’s honours or fervices, befide thof |
which relate to the City of Rome.  fofeplus
knew of divers others, but he does not e
prefs them. And among thofe omutted o
referred to in the general only, may be thu
of the firlt {urvey in Fudea.

(2.) Ithink it is plain, that cither 7o
phbus did not care to give any particular ac-
count of that cath taken by the Fews to 4-
guftus in the later end of Herod's reign, o
clfe that he found but a {light account of &
in thofe memoirs or hiftories which he mad
ufe of. He had faid nothing of it, had
not been for a moft remarkable difturbanc
in Herod's court and family, with which i
had a connexion, And

{c) S:e the account above, p. 601
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And any one may perceive, that it is then
wuched upon very flightly, Is it not firange,
that fofephus thould not name the officer
that took the oath for Auguffus? No one can
make any doubt, but there was fome per-
n of eminence deputed by the Emperour
i that work,  As Fofepbus did not men-
gon him then, I thould never expe to find

i name afterwards. And whoever can ac-

~ount for Yofephus’s omiflions relating to the
i of the oath, may account for his filence
n this paffage, though Cyremius had been
mce before in fudea.

(3.) Ithink that arguments formed upon

the omifitons of hiftorians are of very little

uewht There are in Fofephus other omif-
Jions us remarkable as this. 1 defire to con-
lder the account he gives, in his War of
e Yfews, of the reducing Fudea to a pro-
vince, ¢ Archelaus’s countrey being redu-
“(ed to a province, Copon:zus, a man of the
“ Lqueftrian rank among the Romans, was
“lent Procurator, being mvefted with the
“power of life and death,  In bis time [én

-l

“zyre] a certain Galilean, wholc name was
" fudas, excited the people to a rebellion,
“telling them ; That they were of a mean
“lpuit, if they could endure to pay tribute

Cco “to
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““ to the Romans, and acknowledge morti]
““ men for their lords after God had been
“ their King. 'This man was the head of
““ a diftink et 1n nothing like (x) the reft
This is all he fays. He does not fay ther
was now any cenfus made, has not on
word of Cyrenius, or his coming into ¥udu

It is true, that ‘fafepbus has m two other
places in the War of the Fews (y), occafi
onally mentioned Cyrentus, and in the late
of thofe places, his cenfus alfo. But it muf
be allowed to be a very great omiffion, not
to do this in the proper place, in the account
of the reduction of fudea to the ftate of 2
province. This might have been reafom-
bly expelted in the hiftory of the war, when
this affeflinent made by Gyremius, and the
principles broached at that time, were man
foundations of it.

If it be faid, that Fofephas paffed over
this affair {lightly in zbe War, becaufe he
intended to write his Anfiquitzes, and men-
tion it more particulasly then: I anfwer,
this is faid without ground. And I migh
as well fay, that Jofepbus omitted in h
Antiguities the particular account of Cyren:

(¥) De Beli. Lib. ii. cap. 8. §. 1.
(v) Lbid.cap. 17. 8. 8.3 1 7. ¢. 8 §. 1,
15's
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Ws firlt affefiment, becaufe he intended to

write afterward another book of the hiftory

of the Féws, and go over their affairs once
more, as he exprelsly aflures us at the con-
clufion of his Antiquitzes.

Yofephus informs us in his Life, writ af-
er the War, and the Antiquities, that the
Yews had a battle with Geflius Florus, théir
uit Procurator, and killed him, and a good
many of his men, and that this vitory was
ftal to them : Forafmuch as this determin-
ed them to the war with the (z) Romans,
It not ftrange that “fofephus thould fay no-
thing of this in the hiftoty of the War,
here he has made {o frequent mention of
Forus, and afcribed the Fewifh uneafinefle
mder the Roman government to the cruel-
ies and other irregularities of this man ?
For this inftance I am indebted to (#) M.
Le Clere,

There is another omiffion appears to me
oy remarkeble. Pheroras, Herod's young-
tt brotler, 15 often mentioned by Fofephus.

»

* . 1 % \ A . f . Ky - sy
(v} O ereniay ¢ a'ulmﬁfr?‘.:ﬂ LA e nln, ALy TL 7y
ot
v . a - \ o
.78 TiSHTLY w 'yErsTal Te L7y TTRITH, C‘U;&?ngu 7.y

r b | * N L '
coemachneay yao ixi vave paMor 6 TV T Afuer

. - . F . o r “. ’ ¥ /
FLIrIhv 5, B BN TRITES VeSS Pu(#:ha; €ig TN B ::?Jrh::"cr..t..f.r.
(v

AR x, ),
: l-.F a‘r!.:r], -E‘h’t.l-’- i’f. Dr 65 1. Iz'

Ccc 2 He

7

5



730

Objettions againft  Book I1

He has particularly informed us, that when
Auguftus was in Syria, he gave this Pher.
ras a Tetrarchy (#) at the requeft of He
rod. And we are informed by Fofephus, of
Pheroras’s retirement into his Tetrarchy, of
Herod's vifiting him there, and of Pheroras)
dying (¢) at home, and of his being brougl:
afterwards from thence to be buried. Bu
yet, if I miftake not, he has never onc
faid, what this Tetrarchy was, whofe it had
been before, nor where it lay. It is true
that whereas 1n the Antiquities (d) T
phus {ays, Pheroras went to his Tetrarchy;
m his War (e) he fays, he went to Perac,
or, as In fome copies, Pefraca : but P
raea, properly fo called, could not be ths’
Tetrarchy, becaufe Peraca belonged all »
long to Herod. But this Tetrarchy of Pi-
roras was given him by Auguffus, and w
diftin from that eftate or revenue which

had (f) been fettled upon him by Herl

(6) Antig. 15. ¢, 10. §. 3.
(¢) bid. l.xwiic. 3.de B, .1 i, ¢. 2q.
((/) Gsewiay & Em Tn: wvTy TeTeaI N %S P TSG A
o "y e / ; \ , )
(c‘) (ng:ug:z»; OF UTC Y WENTEEY €85 Ty Hfgmm‘ p. 1031.% &
wid. T p. 1032, v. 20.

/ ‘ T A 3 / LY i ! r b 2 -
Wiy RUTGCS WRLYEMAKS 6L T/§ ﬁa:t?xﬂ:-:g wgwﬁw EXATL, Tl

T3t X A Anlig. 15, ¢, 10, §. 3,

Thes
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Thefe particulars may convince us, that
iough Gyremius was m Judea in the time
of Herod, fofepbus was capable of omiting
to take notice of 1t.

¢. Againg 1t will be faid: It may be
fairly concluded from another place in Fo-
[iphus, that Cyrenzus was but once i Fu-
ka. For he fays, that  Muaflada was
“then held by Eleazar, the chief man of
“the ficarzi, a defcendent of ‘fudas, who
“perfwaded not a few of the ews not to
“enrolle themfelves, as I have fud (g) a-
“bove, when Cyrenzus the Cenfor (5) was
“lent mnto Fudea.”

[ own, this is a difficulty, but the arou-

ment 15 not conclufive, It is true, that Fu-
dos made this difturbance, when Cyrensus
wis fent into fudea, or i the time of Cy-
wus : but it does not follow, that Gyre-
e was fent but once mto fudea, The
New Teftament will afford us an mftance
inon this very {ubject, which will be of ufe
o, Gamaliel {ays: After thes man rofe4%+ 37

; I:’tf- e Brf/ / 2. ¢.17. § .
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up fudas of Galtlee, 1n the days of the tax.

ing, and drew away much people after hiy
If we had in our hands this book only ¢f
St. Luée’, namelyl the Afis Of the Af:o*/?/es;
it is not unlikely, that many would hy
fuppofed, that St, Luke knew of no othe
taxing made in Yudea, but that, in the time
of which fudes rofe up. But we are of.
fured from his Gofpe/, that this conclufion
would have been falfe: for there he hy
{poke very particularly of another, which h
calls the firff, or at left diftinguifhes very
plainly from fome other, |

I muft be allowed to repeat here onc
more, that arguments formed upon the f.

lence of writers, arc very feldom of much
moment. ‘fofephus 1s the only Fewrfh wri
er of thofe times, m whoem we have the
hiftory of that countrey : And it cannot b
juftly concluded, that any particular thin
was not done, or that fuch or fuch a ar-
cumitance did not attend it, becaufe he hs
not mentioned 1t, All writers have ther
particalar views, and {fome things we ar
veiy defirous to know might, for fom
reafon or other, which we are ignorant of
lie without the compafle of their defign:
Belides, the moft accurate and careful hitto-

Ilalh
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rians have omitted many falts or incidents,
that might be very properly mentioned,
through forgetfulnefle or overfight. I take
the omiffion of the defcription of the Te-
trarchy that belonged to Pheroras to be a
remarkable inftance of this fort.

¢, But it will be faid, that Tertulfian is
pofitive, the cenfus in fudea at the time of
our Saviour’s birth was made by Seazius Sa-
turmnus (2).

I anfwer to this: (1.) It ought to be
confidered, that the heretic Marcion, with
whom Tertullran difputes in this place, did
not admit the authority of the firft chap-
ter (£) of St. Luke’s Gofpel. And it was
the cuftom of Tertullian, to argue from
thofe parts of fcripture, which the heretics
he was dealing with (/) acknowledged. Pof-
(ibly therefore Tertullian having, or fuppof-

(1) Sed & venfus conftat aétos fub Augufto nunc in Judaéa
per Sentium Saturninum. Apud quos genus €jus inquirere po-

wifent, Cont. Marc. lib. iv. c. 1Q.
(#) Accedit his Cerdon quidam.~——Solum evangelium

icae, nec tamen totum recipit, Poft hunc difcipulus ipfius
emerfit Marcion.—Haerefin Cerdonis approbare conatus eft.
D praeferip. Haeret. . §1.

(/) Quam & argumentationibus earum, & {cripturis qui-
bus utuntur, provocavimus ex abundanti. De carne Chrifis.
AP 23,
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ing he had reafon to think, that this cenfus
was made, when Safurnmnus was prefident
of Syria, he might choofe to mention the
ordinary officer, as a thing certamn : but yet
might not intend to affirm, that the cenfus
was made by him, but only that it happen.
ed in his time. Jjaac Cafaubon judsed i
not unreafonable o to underftand Tertull-
an, who ofien ufes words (#7) mpropaly,
I thought it not fit to deprive the reader of
this anfwer of that learned man.  But I d

not adopt his nterpretation of Terfullian,

(2.) Tertullian’s authority ought not to
outweigh the teftirnony of more ancient writ-
ers, who were nearer the event.  fujin
Martyr, in his firft apology, prefented to
the Roman Emperour fixty years before Ter-
fullian wrote his books againdt Marcion, fay;
this Cenfus was performed in Fudea by G-
rentus 5 and all other writers agree with
Fieftin, as has been fhewn already.

(3.) Tertillian’s authority is of the ks
weight 1n this point, becaufe he has mad

(7} Tertulianus cum adverfus Marcio. feribit, &6 <
¢t ad majorem fidem magiitratum ordinarium put:

i~

notimtt, quam extraordinarium.  Ait autem per Sentiam o
toorenm dure & 'l"ertullinnice hoc eff, 1mproprie p'i" }

LaTe N A2 grs LK, Cﬂﬁh![ i

L |
XTI, l'Cl ) S

! . .*;., ."r 1 "

I v i



Chap. 1. Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered.

wery grofs blunders in hiftory, of which I
hall fay fomewhat more in the third chapter.
(+.) T1magine fome account may be giv-
en of this miftake of Tertullian. It has
heen obferved, that Marcion, whom Ter-
fllian was now arguing with, did not own
he firft chapters of St. Luke’s Gofpel,  Ter-
qflian therefore not having his eye particu-
rlv on St. Lake, and fuppofing that this
cnfus was made In fudea, when Saturni-
s was prefident of Syrza, fays, 1t was made
b him,
| Yudea having been afterwards a branch
of the province of Syrza, he concluded it
was {0 at this time, and that therefore the
cenfus muft have been made by the Prefi-
lent of Syrza.  But this was arguing from
uter to more early times, as men not tho-
oughly verfed m hiftory are apt to do.
After the banithment of Archelaus fudea
was annexed to Syrza. But whillt Herod
was living, the Prefident of Syrza had not
v proper authority in fudca.  The Prefi-
wint ot Syria was always the moft confide-
ke officer in the Eaftern part of the Em-
e, When the Romans had any war () n
that

Tam intelleGto Barkarorum irrifu, qu peterent quod
Cripy

F
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that part of the world, the nelghbourmn
Kings were obliged to follow his dll‘C&IOns
to furnih thofe (ums of money, or thole
troops, which he required, and to fep
thefe to the places he appointed.  When .
ny differences happened between thefe King:
and Tetrarchs, they were bound to refe
them to him, nor could they march an
forces out of their territories without hi
confent, But he feems not, efpecially in:
time of peace, to have had any proper .
thority within their dominions.

Nor do I think, I here impute to Tor-

tullian any very grofs miftake. The fle

of dcpendﬂnt kingdoms and provinccs 1n the

Roman Empire underwent frequent changes
And a perfon had need to have made hift>
ry his peculiar ftudy, and to have aimed «
fome uncommon accuracy, m order to un-
derftand the ftate of the Roman province
for a couple of centuries.

[ have now gcne through all the dift-
culties, which are of any moment 1 ths

point.

eripucrant, confuluit inter primores civitatis Nero, belar:
anceps an pax icionefla placeret, nee dubitatum de BELLO—
{enbiiur tetrarchis ac recibus pracfeéti{que ac procuratoribﬂ~.
—-—-j-‘gff.i C:’H'é:u’;!:f.ﬁ Erf"_f:t’?fﬂ.. ] ai’t. Ann. 15‘ {t?p. 2 5'
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1 have nothing farther to add to thofe e-
vidences which I have already produced, ex-
cept thefe two oblervations : 1ft, That it
(cems to me highly probable, from the man-
ger in which Eufebius {peaks of this matter
in his chronicle, that it was originally the
common opinion of Chriftians, that Cyren:-
us was fent Into Judea on purpofe to make
this cenfus : *“ In the thirty third year of
“ Herod, Cyrenius being fent by the Roman
“ Senate, made a cenfus (or enrolments) of
“ goods and perfons (0).” This does very
much confum the opinion of thofe learned
men, who think, that Cyremius was fent
with extraordinary power: though why Eu-
lhius mentions the Semate nftead of the
Emperour, 1 know not.

Poffibly fome may be difpofed to fct afide
Lufebius’s authority, becaufe in his Ecclefi-
eitical Hiflory he has confounded the two
lurveys, But I muit confefle, I afcribe that,
ot to ignorance, but to fomewhat a great
deal worfe, It is impoffible, that a man of
Lupebius's acutenefle, who had the New
Teftument and Fofephus before him, fhould
think a cenfus made after Archelaus’s ba-
nthment was the fame with that made be-

(0) Coran. pag. 76,
fore
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fore Herod died. But Eufebius was refoly.
ed to have St. Luke’s hiftory confirmed by
the exprefs teftimony of the Fewz/h hiftori.
an, right or wrong., Here Eufebius w;
under a biafle.  In his Chronicle we have ,
fimple unbiafled account of what was the o-
pinion of Chriftians, and others;, at thy
time.

Secondly, It feems to me in the nature of
the thing moft prebable, that fome perfon

was fent with cxtraordinary power to make
this enrolment. There is no evidence in -

Jephus, that Auguftus had any intention to

take away the kingdome from Herod, and
make Fudea 2 province, A cenfus in his
dominions was a very great difgrace. But
to have ordered it to be performed by the
Pretident of Syrsz, would have been an ad-
ditional aftront. It would have looked like
making Herod {ubjett to Syria.  Since -
dea was to continue a diftin¢t kingdom,
hitherto, and only to be reduced to a mor
(trict dependence; the only method of mak-
e this cenfus could be that of fending fom:
perfon of honour and dignity, like Cyrenis,
to enrolle the fubjects of Herod, and valu
their eftates ; that tor the future, tribut
might be paid according to this cenfus, And

e
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dis does admirably fuit the nature of the
ath mentioned n Fofepbus, the {ubftance
of which was, to be faithful to Cefar and
Herod,

[ conclude therefore, that it 15, upon the
whole, moft probable, that the firft affefl-
ment, of which St. Luke here writes, was
rerformed by Gyrensus, as well as the fe-
ond. This appears to me a very natural
meaning of St. Luke’s words, and the ex-
ernal evidences for this {fuppofition feem to
me to outwelgh the objections,

We have now got through the affair of
the cenfus.  If T have not been fo happy,
s to remove every difficulty attending this
ext of St. Luke ; yet 1 hope the reader

wil allow at left, that I have not conceal-
d, or diffembled any.

Cuap,



