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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 exprefsly 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, their
uit Procurator, and killed him, and a good
nmany of his men, and that this vitory was
ftal to them : Forafmuch as this determin-
ed them to the war with the () 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 amn indebted to (#) M.
Le Clere,

There is another omiffion appears to me
oy remarkeble.  Pheroras, Herod's young-
t brotler, 15 often mentioned by Fofephus.
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Objetions 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 (¢) he fays, he went to Pera,
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 Auguftus, and wx
diftint from that eftate or revenue which

had (f) been fettled upon him by Herl

(6) Antig. 15. ¢, 10. §. 3.
(¢) lbid. l.xwiic. 3.de B, .14, ¢. 2q.
((/) Gsewiay & Em Tn: wvTy TeTeaI N %S P TSG A
o S / 3 \ , )
(c‘) (ng:ug:z»; OF UTC Y WENTEEY €85 Ty Hfgmm‘ p. 1031.% &
eid. T p. 1032, v. 20.
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Chap. 1. Luke 1. Y. 2. confidered. 737

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 in 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 in the time of Cy-
wys : but it does not follow, that Gyre-
e was fent but once into 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
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Objeétions againft Book 11,

up Fudas of Galilee, in the days of the tax.
ing, and drew away much people after hip
If we had in our hands this book only (f

St. Luke, namely, the Alls of the Apofllys.
it is not unlikely, that many would hay
fuppofed that St. Luke knew of no other
taxing made in fudea, but that, in the time
of which fudas rofe up. But we are of.
fured from his Gofgel, that this conclufion
would have been falfe: for there he hi
{poke very particularly of another, whichhe
calls the firft, or at left diftinguithes ven
plainly from fome other,

I muft be allowed to repeat here onc
more, that arguments formed upon the fi.
lence of writers, arc very feldom of much
moment. Fofephus 1s the only Fewrfh wri-
er of thofe times, m whem we have the
hiftory of that countrey : And it cannot b
juftly concleded, that any particular thin
was not done, or that fuch or {fuch a ar
cumftance did not attend it, becaufe he hx
not mentioned 1t,  All writers have ther
particalar views, and {fome things we ar
veiy defirous to know might, tfor fome
reafon or other, which we are ignorant o,
lic without the compafle of their defign
Belides, the moft accurate and careful hitto-

P



Chap.1. Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered. 739

rians have omitted many falts or incidents,
that might be very properly mentioned,
through forgetfulnefle or overfight. 1 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 feripture, which the heretics
he was dealing with (/) acknowledged. Pof-
(ibly therefore Tertullian having, or fuppof-

(1) Sed & cenfus 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.
P23,
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Objeltions againfi  Book I

ing he had reafon to think, that this cenfys
was made, when Safurminus was prefident
of Syrza, he might choofe to mention the
ordinary officer, as a thing certain : but yer
might not intend to aftirm, that the cenfus
was made by him, but only that it happen.
ed in his time.  Jfaec Cafaubon judoed i
not unreafonable {0 to underftand Tertull-
an, who ofien ufes words () impropaly,
[ thought 1t not fir to deprive the reader of
this anfwer of that learned man.,  Buat I &
not adopt his nterpretation of Tertullian

(2.) Tertullian’s authority ought not t
outweigh the teftirnony of more ancient writ
ers, who were nearer the event.  Fufli
Martyr, m his firft apolooy, prefented to
the Roman Emperour fixty years before Ter-
fullianwrote his books againtt Marcion, favs
this Cenfus was performed in Fudea by G-
remus 5 and all other writers agree wil
Jieltia, as has been fhewn already.

(3.) Tertullian’s authority is of the et
weight 1n this point, becaufe he has mak

() Tertullianus cam adverfus Marcio. feribit, S &
¢ ad mzajorem hdem magutratum ordm'lrmm ]w:

Il-l

noriintt, quam extraordinarium.  Ait autem per Soitim S
too g dure & 'l“'ertullinnice hoc eff, impmpric p'“ j

Lave X FGY ?’ E K. Cﬁﬁh-"[ .t'

L]
LT2naY, vel LYkt
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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
fie firft chapters of 8t. Luke’s Gofpel,  Ter-
qflian therefore not having his eye particu-
lrlv on St. Lazke, 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 Syria, he concluded it
was {o 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 i fuaca.  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 () in
that

Tam intelleGto Barkarorum irrifu, qu peterent quod
Cripy
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~ 42 Objeltions againft  Book ]

that part of the world, the neighbouring
Kings were obliged to follow his directions,
to furnifh thofe (ums of money, or thoj
troops, which he required, and to (e
thefe to the places he appointed.  When;.
ny differences happened between thefe King
and Tetrarchs, they were bound to ref
them to him, nor could they march ay
forces out of their territortes 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 T

tullian any very grofs miftake. The flae

of dcpendent kingdoms and provinces 1n the

Roman Empire underwent frequent changes
And a perfon had need to have made hilo,
ry his peculiar ftudy, and to have aimed «
fome uncommon accuracy, in order to un
derftand the ftate of the Roman province
for a couple of centuries.

I have now gcne through all the diff
culties, which are of any moment in ths

p()int.

eripucrant, confulmt inter primores civitats Nero, belar
anceps ain pax fr:,'f*f.?rz{/fzz ]![HH’J'E.". nee dubitatum de BELLOA
{erbitur tetrarchis ac rectbus pracfeti{que ac procuratoribw.
eyt ffis Corbalsnis attenai. adlt. Aun. 135, cap. 25,

[ hizve




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

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-
ser 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, Cyrenzus 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-
|hius 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-
ritical Hiflory he has confounded the two
lurveys, But I muit confefle, I afcribe that,
wt 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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o Obyettions againff  Book 11,
fore Herod died.  But Eufebius was refoly.
ed to have St. Luke’s hiftory confirmed by
the exprefs teftimony of the Fews/h hiftori.
an, right or wrong. Here Eufebius wis
under a biafle.  In his Chronicle we have ;
fimple unbiafled account of what was the o-
pinion of Chriftians, and others, at tha
time.,

Secondly, It feems to me 1n the nature of
the thing moft prebable, that fome perfon
was fent with extraordinary power to make
this enrolment. There is no evidence in %-
fophus, that Augufius had any intention to
take away the kingdome from Herad, and
make Fudea a province. A cenfus in hi
dominions was a very great difgrace. DBut
to have ordered it to be performed by the
Prefident of Syrza, would have been an ad-
ditional affront. It would have looked lik:
making Herod {ubject to Syria.  Smce fu-
dea was to continue a diftin¢t kingdom,
hitherto, and only to be reduced to a mor
{trict dependence; the only method of mak-
ine this cenfus could be that of fending fom:
perfon of honour and dignity, like Cyrenis
to enrolle the fubjects of Herod, and value
their eftates; that for the future, tribut
might be paid according to this cenfus, And

e



Chap. 1. Luke ii. 1. 2. confidered. 745

this does admirably fuit the nature of the
ath mentioned 1n Fofephus, the fubftance
of which was, to be faithful to Cefar and
Herod

[ conclude therefore, that it is, upon the
whole, moft probable, that the firft affefl
ment, of which St. Luke here writes, was
rerformed by Cyrenius, as well as the fe-
cond. This appears to me a very natural
meaning of St. Luke’s words; and the ex-
ernal evidences for this {uppofition feem to
me to outweigh 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
will allow at left, that I have not conceal-
ed, or diflembled any. |

Cuap,



