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THE
PREFACE.

rHE ijarlous expofitions
hitherto gi-

ven of our Saviour s temptation in

the wildemefs^ being attended "with con^

ftderable difficulties ; any modefi at-

tempt to dijcover a?td eJlabliJJj
one lefs

exceptionable^ may hope to be received

with candour. How far the author of
the folloiving fjjeets ?nay have jucceeded

in fuch an endeavour
^^

is fubmitted to

thejudgment of the publich His mo-

tives^ he perfuades him/elf are rights

however he may have failed in the exe-

cution ofhis ujidertaking.

Many former writers upon thisfub-

jeSiy have rejeBed the literal fcheme^
and have afjerted it to be a diabolical

vifion, or illufion ; hut none of them

which have fallen under the author s

notice^ have confidered it as a divinevi-

ilon :
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iion ^
: the want ofwhich has prevented

a dijcernment of the wife and benevo-

lent intention of thefe vifionary fcenes^

asfymbolicalpredtEiions and reprefen-
tations of the principal trials and

diffi-

culties attending ChrifFs piihlick ?nini-

firy, Thefe are the peculiar points^

which the prefent performance endea-

vours to
eflablifj.

But though the interpretation here

advanced he new \ which may be afuf-

ficient reafonforfubmitting it to pub-
lick examination ; yet unlefs it appears
to have it sfoundation in truths and to

fet an obfcure part of the evangelical

hifiory in a lefs exceptionable^ more ufe-

ful and honourable lights
the author

wifhes it may be rejeSied,

He will only addy that if the prin-

ciplesy upon which this interpretation is

founded^ are jufiy they are applicable

to various pcffages in the Old Tejlamenty

and may enable us to obviate the objec-

tions^ to which the literal confiruSlion

ofthem is liable.

* See the Inquiry, Sed. H. note '^» THE
Walthamfl-ow,

June 23* i7^^f



[ ^ J

THE
CONTENTS,

S E C T. I.

^f "HE literalfcheme of interprefationy

I
.) TJnJuitabk to the fagacity and policy

of fatan, p. 3.

2.) A^i?/ calculated to promote either the ho-

nour of Chrift, or the conjolation and benefit

ofhisdifciples^ p. 12.

3.) Aforibes to the devil the performance

of the greatejl miracles, ?• ^9*

4.) Nay, and of things abfurd and im-

pojjtble, p. 27.

5.) Is given up in part^ by thofe who defend it
^

P- 33-
^

6.) Is
inconfjjlent with the letter oj the text^

P- 35-
SECT. II.

The fuppofition of Chrift's temptation being a

diabolical vifion^ liable to equal, or even to greater

difficulties than the former opifiion^ p. 37. The

right under/landing of Chri/Ts temptation the

a
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ther in a prophetic vifion^ under the afflatus of
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was defgned to fiew^ that he was to firuggle with
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of humanity^ but never
^

not even on the mojl

prefjing occafions, to exert his miraculous power
'

for his own perfonal reliefs p. 8 i .
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himfelf downfrom a wing of the temple at Jeru-

a 2 falem>
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the offer ofall the kingdoms oj the world and all
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quence of the mijlaken notions of his countrymejz

concerning the Mefjiah^s kingdom^ to projiitute

himfelj^ with all his divine endowments^ to the

fervice ofJatan^ for thefake of worldly advance-

ment^ or in order to afcend the throne of Ifrael,

and to fpread his conquefls over all the heathen
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A N

INQUIRY
1 N T O T H E

Nature and design of Christ^s

Temptation in the Wildernefs.

Mat. IV. I— II.

1 . Then was Jefus led up of the Spirit intQ

the wildernefs^ to be tempted ofthe devil.

2. And when he had fafled forty days and

forty nights ;,
he was afterwards an hungred.

'^,,
And when the tempter came to him^ he

faid^ If thou be the Son of God^ command that

tbefe flones be made bread.

4. But he anfvered and faid^ It is written^

Man pjall not live by bread alone
^
but by every

word that proceedeth out of the mouth of God.

5. Then the devil taketh him up into the hol^

city^ and fetteth him on a pinnacle of the temple^

B 6. And
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6. Andfaith unto himi if thou he the Son of

Gody cafi thyfelf down : for it is written
^ He

(kail give his angels charge concerning thee^ and

in their hands they fjall bear thee upy lejt
at any

time thou dafh thy foot againii a ftone.

7. ^efus faid unto him. It is written again^

^houfl:alt not tempt the Lord thy God,

8. Againy the devil taketh him up into an ex^

cceding high mountain^ and fl:eweth him all the

I kingdoms of the worlds and the glory of them :

*

9. And faith unto him. All thefe things will

I give thee^ if thou wilt Jail down and wor^

Jhip me.

JO. Then faith Jefus unto him^ Get thee

le72ce^ Satan : Jor it is written^ Thou fdalt

wor/hip the Lord thy God^ and him only fhalt

ibouferve.

II. Then the devil leaveth him, and be-*

hold, angels came and miniflered unto him. See

likewife Mark i, 12, 13. Luke iv. i— 13.

^ H E deteftlon of error being a

Q T w great help towards the difcovery of

5§0@C)§C)^ truth ; it will be proper, before we

attempt to fettle the true nature and defign

of Chrift's temptation, to confider what ob-

jeftions lye againft the feveral explications,

which have hitherto been given of this part

of the gofpel hiftory. Should thofe objedions

appear
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appear to be jufl:,
we fhall, at leaft, fee the

fieceflity of looking out for fome new inter-

pretation,

SECTION L

IT
has been generally fuppofed, that the

evangelical hiiiory of our Lord's tempta-

tion is to be underftood, as a narrative of real

fads^ or outward tranfadioiis : that the devil

tempted Chrifl in perfon, appeared to him

in a vifible form, fpoke to him with an au-

dible voice, and removed him corporeally

from one place to another : which opinion,

amongft others^ feems liable to the following

objecflions.

I.)
Itis unfuitable to the fagacity and po-

licy of the evil
fpirit.

^' Why the devil would
«' at all affault our Lord, and what advantage
'' he could poffibly hope to gain over him" %
has always been acknowkged to be a great

difficulty^ by the advocates of the literal inter-

pretation. But this difficulty is greatly in-

creafed by a circumftance, which they gene-

rally overlook, viz. the ma?7?:er in which, on

their hypothefis, the devil propofed his temp-

tations to our Saviour, For this hiftory, if

ynderfiood literallys manifeftly fuppofes that

B 2 the

* See Df, Clark as cited in the appendix, N° I.



[ 4 1

the tempter came to him in perfon ; and
ap-^

peared before him vifibly, and under his own

proper character. It reprefents him as ading
under this charader, by propofing and urging

temptations, fuch as could proceed from none

but an evil being. Now. with what profpedl
of fuccels, could he teippt our Lord, if he

thus expofed himfelf to open view ? By a per-

fonal and undifguifed appearance, he can never

hope to prevail over the feebleft virtue. It is

generally admitted, that, to fucceed againft:

frail mortals, he has recourfe iofecret figgefii-

cnSy fuch as they do not diftinguifh from the

natural and genuine offspring of their own
minds : and thus conceals i\\t hand which of-

fers the temptation. Could he then expedl,

that the illuftrious perfonage, whom he ac-

knowleges as the Son of God, and who had

been fo lately proclaimed by a voice from hea-

ven as fuch, and who was filled with the

Spirit without meafure, (hould comply with

his temptations, notwithftanding his appear-

ing to him in perfon, fo as to be certainly

known and
diPiinguiflied under his proper

gharafler^ ?

If

^ To evade this difficulty, fome have conjeftured, that the

devil now appeared before Chrift under feveral /^orro^uW charac-

ters and forms, human and angelic ; and hy this impofition up-

on
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If we proceed to examine the particular

nature of ChriiVs fucceffive temptations, it

B 3 will

on our Saviour, hoped the more eafily to convince him of the

innocence and rearonablenefs of his propofals, and to deceiv(i

him into a comphance. Conjedlures are to be regarded, ac-

cording to the degree in which they are reafonable or plau-

fible. If they are merely arbitrary, and made from necef-

iity, or becaufe men cannot get over a difficulty without

their afliftance ; and efpeclally if they are not only ground-

lefs, but /« any degree improbable ; they ought not to be receiv-

ed, and lliould be regarded only as confelhonG of the diltrefs of

thofe who have recourfe to them. With regard to the particu*

lar conjedlure in queftion ; it is natural to afk, what foundation

is there for it ? Where do we read of the devil's appearing to

Chrift either as a good man, or as a good angel, or under any

other difguife ? Is there any one circumftance of the hiRory,

that favours the fuppofition of his appearing before Chriil: under

a borrowed character ? li there be no foundation for this con-

je(Sure, it muft be confidered as arbitrary, and made from ne-

ceflity alone. Farther, it is not only unfupported by the hifto-

ry, but contradi(^ed by many circumlknces of it, and is highly

improbable in itfeif. How could the devil hope to deceive our

Lord, by transforming hlmfclf into an angel of light, when his

very tempting him to idolatry, was an evident demonftration

of his being a fiend of hell ? Or, how in this cafe could he

hope to pafs for a gcod man F Could he even ivij^ that Chrilt

Ihould miftake him for a man ; when it mull have made his

promife of univerfal empire appear ridiculous ? With regard to

our Saviour ; is it likely, that he confidered any one of the

temptations, and leail of all the laft, as proceeding from any

good being, whether human or angelic ; when he rejeded them

all as evil and impious in their very nature, a,nd the lafi: with the

higheft deteflation ? Is it not, on the contrary, more likely that

Chrift afcribed thefe temptations to fome efvii being ? This con-

clufion, which is fo probable in its own nature, is confirmed by

the hiftory : which, according to its moil literal meaning, re-

prefents
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will appear yet more incredible, that th^f
Ihould be propofed to him with any profpect
©f fuccefs, in the manner plainly implied in

the literal feheme of interpretation. In the

£rft temptation, in which he is folicited to turn*

ftones into bread 5 nothing is promifed on the

part of Satan to gain Chrift's confent > for the

miraculous a£l he was protupted to perform^

depended entirely upon the exertion^ of his owo

power. Indeed, fo far as this miracle waa

proper to fatisfy Chrift's hunger,, k feems to

carry

prefents the tempter as coming to Chrift in perfoa, and appear-

ing and adling under his proper character ; and confequently
without aft'eding any difguife. And inflead of giving any the

leait intimation of ChrilFs being ignorant who it was that

iempted him j the hiftory even reprefents Chrift as knowing
llim, and, as occafion required, calling him by name, Get thes

behind ?nei Satan, Luke iv. 8, This was faid in anfwer to the

ficond temptation, according to the order of St. Luke, who*

though we allow he has perhaps negkded the true order, would

not have done it, if thereby he had led us into an error with

regard to our Saviour, and reprefented him as knowing th«

tempter fooner than he really did. The gentlemen whom we

oppofe, are forced to allow, that Chrift knew who propofed the

third temptation ; and this, if it does not create a prefumptioa

that he knew him fooner, certainly deprives them of the bene-

fit of their conje6lure, where they moil want it, in accounting
for that temptation. In a word, the evidence is all on one fide,

and is AifHcient to overturn a eonjedure which is deflitute of

every fliadow of fupport. I only add, that if the devil had

difgulfed himfelf with the view here fuppofed, thefe temptati-

ons would have been trials rather of the underjlanding, than of

die hearty or of our Lord's piety and virtue ; the former o^

which is very difFereiit fi<?m the fcripturs idea of t^mptatiojis*
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carry it*s own inforcement. But certainly he

would not be the more, but the lefs, ready

to fatisfy his hunger by this means, upon
the open application of an implacable ene-

my, and a fiend of hell '. This was a cir-

cumftance, that could anfvver no other end,

than to create a prejudice againft the propofal^

and furnifh a reafon for rejeding it. Now
could the devil intend to defeat his own temp-
tation ?

In the fecond temptation, (here, as in the

fequel, 1 follow the order of St. Matthew,) the

devil urges Chrift to throw himfelf head-

long from the fummit of the temple at Je^

rufalem. In this, as in the former cafe, he

does not undertake to do any thing himfelf

for the honour or fervice of Chrift; and yet

folicits him to follow his diredions. How-

ever, there is this difference in the two ca-

fes : in the former, the thing itfelf which

was advifed, might have been the means of

B 4 his

c This reafoning has lately received the fan6lion of a writer

of diftinguifhed learning and abilities. For fpeaking of Da*

fvid's numbering the people, he fays, If the de'vil had bid him do

ity 1 fuppofe he 7mght have feen the clo'ven foot^ and 'would fcarce

hai'e followed the meafure for the fake of the advifer. Dr. Chand'

ler\ review of the hillory o^ David, p. 235. This reafoning

concludes more ftrongly in the cafe of Chrift, than in that of

David, becaufe the devil is not fuppofed to have appeared ia

perfon to the latter.
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his fupport 5
In the latter, it might have r{^

fued in his deftrudion. Should it be urged,
*' that if Chrift had thrown himfelf dowrj

from the top of the temple, and been pre-

ferved unhurt ^ his miraculous prefervation

would have been an atteftation to his charac-

ter as the Son af God :'* I admit, that the

propofal in this view of it, was in itfelf vtry

alluring. Eat under the peculiar circum-

flances here attending it, the devil could

fcarce hope to fee it embraced. The infe-

rence drawn from Chrift's miraculous preferva-

tion, mud be very uncertain upon the common

hypothecs, which admits, that the devil did

by his own power remove Chrifl: corporeally

from the wildernefs to the top of the tem-

ple ^. For what greater power could be ne-

ceffary to the prefervation of Chrift, m throw-

ing himfelf down from that eminence 5 than

the devil is fuppofed to have exerted in raifing

him to it ? How then could it have been

more certainly concluded from hence, that

Jefus

^ Thus Grotlus In particular compares this cafe to that of Phi'

lipy who was caught away by the Spirit from the eunuch to A-

zotus. On Mat. iv. 5. he fays, rTetpocKa(j.Coivei*
ut Philippum

Dei Spiritus A6t viii. 39. And Dodor Ben/o^ affirms, (Life of

Chrift, p. 35.) that the devil hurried Chriji through the air^ and

carried him from the ii-ildemejs to the temple. Some however uri-

ilerfiand the word, rjctpxXocyCavei, in this place, in a different

fenfe, -See below, p. 19? note ?
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Jefus was the Son of God ;
than that the de-

vil was fo too, had he thought fit to make the

pretenlion ? Befides, if Chrift had caft him-

felf down from the temple , the devil, who

was prefent,
and had (as is generally fup-

pofed) now affumed a vlfible form, might

have done the very fame thing : and thus their

refpedtive claims, whatever they had been,

would have flood upon a level. What in-

ducement then could Chrift have for a com-

pliance with the propofal fuggefted ? would

he be difpofed to gratify Satan, by doing an

aft at his mere motion ? it is abfurd to fup-

pofe it. Was he to acquire any glory or ad-

vantage to himfelf? no j on the contrary, he

muft have incurred the infamy of having en-

tered the lifts with the devil, without acquiring

any fuperiority over that prifoner of hell :

which muft have been a powerful motive to a

refufal, rather than a compliance.

With regard to the third temptation, ufa-

ally accounted the greateft of all, the offer

of the kingdoms of the world with all their

glory : it feems as little to deferve the name
of a temptation, as that we laft confidered.

The great prophet of the chriftian church

could not be ignorant, that the father of lies>

whatever he might boaft, had no power to dii-

pofe of the empire of the world ^ and that the

fTiQji
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mojl High rules in the kingdoms of meji, and

gives them to "dDhomJoever he will ^, Nor can it

be pretended, that Cbrifl: was ignorant by
whom this temptation was propofed, whatever

was the cafe with regard to the others : for in

his reply he calls him Satct?2 ^ So that were

we to allow ^, that the devil, by affiiming the

appearance of a good angel, hoped to deceive

Jefus; yet he was certainly miilaken in his

meafuresj Jefus knew who he was, and con-

fequently that he had no power to beftov/

what he fo liberally promifed. Now the

largefl: offer which can be conceived, is the

offer of nothing, if he who makes it, be un-

able to make it good : and if he is known to

be fo, by the perfon to whom it is made, the

offer will be deemed an infult, rather than a

temptation, and will provoke either fcorn or

refentment. Could the devil then hope by
fuch contemptuous treatment, to engage the

Son of God to liften to his accurfed councils,

and to feduce him to an adl of the higheft dif-

lionour to his heavenly Father, fuch as no one

can think of without horror 5 the falling down

and

e Dan. iv. 1 7.
^ See above p. 4. note **.

8 According to the conje£lure3 of Dr. Doddridge^ Dr. Macki

night, and others.
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and paying divine homage to this infernal

fpirit
?

If the foregoing refledions are juft ; the

common explication of this hiftory gives fuch

an account of Chrift's temptations, of the two

laft efpecially,
as is fubvcrfive of their main

intention ; difarming them of all inducement

to a compliance, and even furnifhing the

itrongeft motives for rejeding them. All the

ufe I would make of thefe refledions in this

place, is to obferve, that this interpretation re-

prefents the old ferpent as adting quite out of

charadler : inafmuch as it fuppofes him to h%

as perfedly void of policy, as he is of good-

nefsi and that he ufed the leafl: art and addrefs

in propofing and inforcing his temptations^ ia

a cafe, in which the greateft would have beeri

infufficient to infure his fuccefs^. It is more

material to obferve,

2.) That

^ Our learned divines, in order to account for the devil's af-

faulting our Lord with any hope of fuccefs, generally fuppofe,

that he was fomewhat urtcertain whether our Lord was indeed

the Mefliah ; and admit, that unle/s the tempter had been in doubt

as to the charaBer ofJejus y
it is not to he imagined he Jhould ha<ve

attempted tofeduce him at all. Dr. Ma:knight\ commentary, and

Dr. Clarke V. i. ferm. 93. It is not, I hope, inconiiftent

with the deference due to thefe gentlemen, to obferve, i. Tha^

upon the common hypothecs concerning this temptation and

the author of it, there is no reafon to believe he was ignorant

cr doubtful who Jefus was. If the devil is well acquainted with
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2,) That this explication is very ill calca*

lated to promote either the honour of Chrill,

or

the fcrlptures, and particularly with the antient prophecies con -

cerning the MefTiah ; if he knew all the wonderful circumiiaii-

ces which accompanied the birth of Jefus, and was fo lately a

witnefs to the teiiimonies born to him from heaven, both by
the defcent of the fpirit, and by the voice which proclaimed

him the Son of God ; he could not but know with certainty

who Jefus was. This Dr. Lightfoot has fully proved, in his

firft volume, p. 503. fol. ed. Accordingly thefe words v/hith

introduce two of his temptations, do not exprefs doubt, but af-

furance, If thou be, that is, feeing thou arty (or inafmuch as thou

art) the Son sfGod. It is here taken for granted, that Jefus was

the Son of God ; and his being fo, is the very reafon by which

the devil urges him to comply with his propofals :
" Since yoa

" are the Meffiah, it is fit you fliould act as fuch, and exert

•*
your divine power in turning (lones into bread, and in flying

f* down from the temple." Thus, as Dr. Lightfoot obferves,

(ubi fupra) the word ;/ is ufed in the fpeech of Lamech, Gen.

iv. 24. If Q?\\\ fhall he a^venged Je-ven foldy which was with Za-

niech a thing undoubted. He v/ho defires the fulleft evidence

that ei and e.yi
are frequently affirmative particles, may confult

Locke and Doddridge on Ephef. iii. 2. Peirce on Col, i. 23. but

efpecially Noldli Concordant. Partic. under the correfpondent

Hebrew particle £3J^ which is often rendered certe, omnino^ quia^

quandoquidem, quod. Even Dr..ilf<3r;iw^^/ himfelf, who in p. 64,

of his Commentary (fecond edition) urges thefe words, If thou

be the Son of God, cafi thyfelf donxn from hence, in fupport of the

devil's being in doubt as to the charader of Jefus, does in p.

66. explain them in their true fenfe, though it fubverts his own

hypothecs : SINCE thou art the Son of God, thou Jhouldfl cafi

thyfelf don.K)n.

2. Were we to allow, that the devil was in doubt who Jefus

was, and that otherwife he could not poflibly have hoped to

gain any advantage over him ; this will not account for his

propohng his temptations in an o^en and 'vijihh manner ; nay, it

proves



or the inftmdion and confolation of his difci-

ples.
Scarce can we preferve upon our minds

a fufficient reverence of the fandlity and dig-

nity of the Redeemer, when we behold him ia

fuch familiar conference with, and under the

power of, an unclean fplrit ;
who at pleafure

tranfports
'

his fovereign and his judge from

place

proves that this manner ought of all others to have been moll

carefully avoided, becaufe the leafc likely to fuccecd, For cer-

tainly the llrongeil: temptations of the devil are thofe wherein he

leall appears. I am not therefore fo happy, as to be able to

acquiefce in the explication, thefe gentlemen have given of the

motives, which induced the devil to undertake this temptation ;

becaufe in the method he took, he could have no expetlatian^

nor fcarce a thought of fuccefs ; at leafl he could not have taken

a more likely method to rnifcarry.

i Thofe who are of opinion, that the devil did not tranfport

Chrift through the air, but only led him on foot, from place to

place, (fee below p. 19. note p) v;ould, I Ihould think, £nd it

difiicult to account for Chriit's fuifering himfelf to be led to the

temple, (where the Jews always reforted) and back again through,
the ftreets of y^r^/iz/^'w, in fuch company. Could the inhabi-

tants have been witneffes to a fight fo wonderful and fo horri-

ble, and yet take no notice of it ? Would not their
feeing ChriH:

in company with the devil, at the very Jirji opening of his mini-

Jiry, before he had afl:brded them any evidences of his divine

miffion, and while they were Grangers to his genuine charac-

ter ; ^have neceiTarily made even upon honell minds lirong im-

preflions to his difadvantage ? Would not fuch a fight at this

feafon efpecially, have raifed fome fufpicion of his being an af-

fociate and confederate with the devil ? And would Chrill un-

neceiTarily create a prejudice againft himfelf in good minds, and

give any occafion to that moil blafphemous of all calumnies,

which his enemies, even without the leall colour^ and after the

fuUel^
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place to place, raifes him to the mofl: confpi-

cuous ftations to expofe him to publick deri-

fion, and wantonly and arrogantly propounds
to him one foolifli enterprize after another ^.

It fills us with horror as well as aftonifliment,

to confider farther, that during all this tran-

fadion, Chrifl muft have yielded voluntarily

to the mere motion and in (ligation of the de-

vil. For, though it was by the Spirit of God
that he was carried into the wildernefs, yet it

was by the devil that he was conveyed from

thence to the temple, and placed upon it's

battlements : a moft dangerous and formi-

dable

fulleft evidence to the contrary, endeavoured to fix upon him ?

But the very fuppoiition of Chrift's fufFering himfelf to be led

about by the devil, in places of the moft publick refort, and of

the moH facred nature, for no imaginable end whatever ; does

fo ihock the human imagination, that one would think there

could be no occafion to confute it. There would be fcarce de-

cency, in expofing it as it deferves.

^ It has indeed been faid,
*' that it was no more unworthy the

Son of God to undergo the afTaults of e-vi/JpiritSy than to fuffer

indignities and death from the hands of ^wicked men^^ But by

partaking of flefh and blood, he became liable to the latter,

and nothing but a miracle could have faved him from them.

But with regard to the former, it is certain, that fuch afTaults of

the devil as thefe are fuppofed to have been, are not the lot of

humanity. Befides, the moft important ends of Chrift's coming
into the world, required his fubmiffion to death ; but no valu-

able end whatever was anfwered, by his putting bimfelf entirely

into the power of devils, the moft accurfed part of the creati-

^p, in the mannej: here pretended.



[ 15 ]

dable eminence^! And therefore as the devil

could have no power over our Lord, unlefs

by his free confent, Chrift mud have been ac-

ceffary to his own di(honour, danger, and

temptation"". Such a condudt ss this would

have been the more unworthy of him, as no

good end could be anfw^ered by it, either with

refpedt to himfelf or his followers. His own

charader would have been degraded, rather

than exalted. The temptations themfelves to

which he was expofed, were very far from

carrying any force
;

as was obferved above :

what extraordinary merit then, nav, what vir-

tue in the lowefl: degree, could there be in re-

fifling them? And if there was no proper

temptation prefented to Chrift, none that could

ferve as an evidence or exercife of his obedi-

ence 5 what fuitable confolation or ufeful in-

flruflion,

^ Some parts of the temple (being built upon the edge of a

rock, under which was a valley of a prodigious depth) were of

fo valt a height, that it was impoffible to look down without

making the head to fwim \ nor could the fight reach to the

bottom J as we learn iwmjofephusy Antiq. Jud. 1. 15. c. 11,

f. 5.

™ Should it be faid, that Chrift had an order from God, to

fufFer himfelf to.be brought into this dangerous fituation ; the

aiTertion could not be proved from the text. Nor is it likely

any fuch order was given ; becaufe no good end could be an-

fvvered by i^. Chrift might be carried into the wildernefs to be

tempted of the devil ; but not that he might, in any meafurej,

jield IQ his temptations.
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flrudlion, under real and powerful temptati-*

ons, can his followers derive from this hiftory ?

What has been already offered under this and

the foregoing heads, will enable us to form a

right judgment concerning the reafons common-

ly offered, for Chrift's fubmitting to be tempted

by the devil, in the manner here fuppofed, j . It

has been, I think, univerfally afferted, that

the apoftle exprefsly affigns this as one reafon,

that hereby he might
"
be made like unto his bre^

threit^ and become a merciful andfaithful high

friefl^ for in that he himfelj has fuffered:, being

tempted^ he is abletofuccour them that are tempted.

This is one proof amongft many more, how

ready all men are, at leaft occafionally, to be

govei*ned by the found, rather than the fenfe of

Scripture : for it is manifefl: that the apoftle in

thefe paffages, refers to thofe temptations and

fufferings to which the Hebrew Chriftians were

expofed by their new profeffion. To incou-

rage them under thefe trials, he properly re-

minds them, that Chrift had been exercifed

with the very fame, called out to ftruggle not

only with all the common difficulties of hu-

man life, but alfo with the kv^itfi perfecuiions.

In this refpedl, there was a real refemblance be-

tween his cafe and their's. And this is the

fubjedl of the apoftle*s difcourfe. Nor could

he

J Heb. ii. 14—18. ch. iv. I5^
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he refer to the devil's affaulting Chrift in a vi-

fible form, and with an audible voice ; for ic

could not be neceffary that he fliould be tempt-

ed in fo vQxyJingular a manner, in order to hi$

being made like unto his brethren^ who are not

themfelves thus tempted". 2. A farther rea-

fon afligned for his fubmitting to thus tempted,

is, that his example might be a complete pat-

tern of every virtue. But according to the

common explication
of Chrift's temptations,

they did not difplay any of his virtues to ad-

vantage, as we have already proved ; nor was

his behaviour under them proper for the imita-

tion of his followers.

For if the devil's bringing him into clr-

cumftances of danger, and placing him uporx

the brink of a ftupendous precipice, from

whence he was to be inftigated to throw him-

felf down, and from whence, indeed, it was

difficult not to fall %
if this could not have been

effefted without his free confent and choice,

his example may be injurious, rather than be-

neficial, to fuch creatures as we are, who are

more likely to preferve our innocence, by fly-

ing

" See Seft. IV. N° i. It is very remarkable, that there fliouId

be no reference at all in any part of the New Tellament to

Chrift's temptation in the wildernefs ; if it be, what, according
to the received interpretation, it certainly was, the mofl allo-

iiilhing and miraculous event which ever befel him.
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ing from temptation, than by incountering it^

and who are accordingly warned, never vo-

luntarily to rufli upon it^ but, as far as we
are able, to prevent it's approach. Can it then

be conceived^ that Chrift, if he knew the de-

vil, v;ould fuffer himfelf to be tranfported by
him to a fcene of the greateft danger, where-

by h€ would enervate all his exhortations to

caution in declining it, and more efpecially

that excellent maxim^ delivered on this very

©ccafion, Thu /Jjalt not tempt the Lord thy God^

"which he might have inculcated to much

greater advantage, by refufing to have left the

wildernefs ? If Chrift was ignorant who his

companion was, as fome endeavour to per-

fuade us 5 would he go along v/ith a

Jlranger^ go with him in quefh of temptations^

and run into the way of them ? There are

many who contend for the literal interpreta-

tion of this hiftory, from a regard to the ho-

nour of Chrift, and to the benefit of his difci*

pies 5 whereas in truth it is equally injurious

to both^ and fubverts the very foundation on

which they reft, the flrength and reality of

thefe temptations. And fuppofing the temp-
tations to have been real and powerful, the

condufl: here afcribed to Chrift is not calcu-

lated for the imitation or inftrudtion of his

followers*

.)
It
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3.) It is a farther objedion to the common

opinion, that it afcribes to the devil the per-
V

formance of the greateft miracles, (i.) It

fappofes that the devil, by nature a fpiritual

and invifible agent, has a power of affuming
at pleafure a corporeal and vifible form, and

of fpeaking with an audible voice ; though
there is no more ground from experience,

(our fole inftrudtor in the eftabhflied laws of

nature^) to afcribe this power to the devil,

than to afcribe life to the inanimate, or fpeech

to the brute creation 5 and though the
fcrip-

ture reprefents the appearance or vifion of a

fpiritual being as an inconteftable miracle : for

Zacharias was ftruck dumb for not giving

credit to fuch an evidence of a divine interpo-

fition^ (2.) It fuppofes farther, that the

devil has a power of conveying men from place

to place, and that he did adtually exert this

power over his great Lord, by tranfporting him

through the air p, from the wildernefs to the

fummit

^ Luke i. 20-.

P 1 here argue on the fuppofitlon, that the devil did not lead

Chrift on foot from place to place, but conveyed him through

the air ; becaufe the advocates of the literal fcheme generally

fuppofe this to have been the cafe. Thofe who plead that the

word, TaprtA<»//Cctv«, imports no more than to condu^ a per/on,

or to take him <voith us as a co7npanion j may more eafily fhew this

to be the fenfe of it upon other occafions, than upon the pre-

C 2 fent.
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fammit of the jewifh temple ; and frorrl

thence to the top of an exeeeding high moun-

lain.

ient. I^'or they cannot account for Chriil and the deviFs renclr-

ing the top of the temple without a miracle, which neverthelefs

they are not willing to allow ; affirming that the devil did not

fiy through the air with our Lord, but only went up with him

to the fummit of the temple. It appears by the defcription given
«)f the temple by Jcfephusy (Antiq, 1. 15. c, 1 1. §. 3, 5. and B.

J. 1. 5, c, v) ^'"id from fome pa{lages from other Jewifh writers,

(cited by Dr. Whitby on Luke xxii.
^2.)

that it was fo incom-

jpaffed by walls, and fo conftantly guarded, that all accefs to it

was impra6lica;ble, but by fuch perfons, and under fuch condi-

tions, as the law allowed. Now by law, no
y^^r^^^^^r could

pafs the firil: inclofure or court under pain of death ; the Je'vo-

ijh people could not pafs the fecond ; the priejls alone could enter

the third. The temple itfelf was within this court ; from which

Chriil was cjicluded, not being a Jewifli prieft. As to the de-

vil, thofe who know under what different difguiles he impofed

upon Chriil, (fee above p. 4. note ^) can with equal certainty

inform us by what ftratagems he might advance forward to the

temple. Chriil: however, vi tvhom there 'was no guile, could not

iave been permitted to follow. With regard to the temple it-

felf, properly fo called ; on the top of it there njoere /pikesy nuith

Jharp points^ to pre<vefitfo much as a birdfrom rsjiing upon it. The

^uixgs {T^'^^xjytoy))
of the temple ftretched out on either fide, at

i\\z eaRern front of it, which was by far the moil magnificent,

and commanded a view of the entire body of worihippers,

Thefe wings were twenty cubits higher than the temple ; the

height of the tempPe being 100 cubits, and the height of the

'Trjipuyiov
I 20 cubits, at the top of which, the hillory (accord-,

ino- to it's literal interpretation) affirms, the devil did fet our Sa-

viour. That the word 'Trjiovytov denotes the iving (not the //«-

?2ac/e) of the temple; that moll valuable expofitor Dr. Z/^^/o

foot long fince obferved, (Works V. IL p. 1 30.) And his opi-

nion was adopted by the learned Dr, FridsauXi (Connedl. V. I.

p. 200.)

J
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tain. Bat this could not have been done, but

by repeated difplays of a power truly miracu-

Jous,

p. 200.) and lately lay Dr. Benfony (Life of CLrifl, p. 35.)
Thefe circumHiances ferve to ihevv, that the devil could not lead

ChriH: on foot to the top of one of thefe wings of the temple,
in the manner fome allege ; but mull: (if he placed him there aC

all) have carried him through the air, or afforded him fome
other miraculous aliiilance : (unlefs they can fuppofe, that the

devil firft applied for leave to the officers and guards of the

temple ; which was very unlikely to have been aflced, or ob-

tained, or palled over in filence.) And as th-e facred writers

were well acquainted with all thefe circum fiances, they could

never defign to affirm, that the devil did what they knew was

impoffible to be done. Dr. Macknight (to avoid this difficulty)

maintains, that it was from the battlement of one of the doyjlers^

that the de'vil def^red Jefus to thro^w himfelf do-jjfi
; and he affirms

(but without producing any authority) that the people <voere at li-

lerty to njcalk on the roof of the
cloyjlers.

This lall afertion feems

to me fomevvhat improbable, both becaufe the cloyfters were

facred buildings ; and becaufe no fuch liberty as the dodorfpeaks

of, was allowed even with regard to common houfes, to which no

peculiar reverence v/as due. For the door which opened upon
the roof was conftantly kept ffiut, to prevent their domeflic

animals from daubing the teiTace, and thereby fpoiling the wa-

ter which falls from thence into the ciilerns below the court :

and the ilairs which conduded to the roof v\^ere not placed

on the outfide of the houfe, but either in the porch, or at the

entrance into the court ; and confequently ftrangers could not

have accefs to them without the confent of the family. See

Dr. Sha'v:^^ travels as cited by Dr. Macknight in his harmony,

part I. p. 123. 2d. ed. But whether the people were at liberty

to walk upon the roofs of the cloyfters, is a point of no im-

portance, becaufe the evangelifts are not fpeaking of any of

the cloyfers, not one of which was called the <vjing of the tern-

fe. The word Ufov is ufed with great latitude in the Gofpels,

C 3 (Mat.
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lous, and even equally ftupenduous with that

by which Philip was tranfported from Gaza
to j4zotus '^

',
and by no means inferior, as was

obferved above, to that which would have

been neceflary to the prefervation of Chrift,

had' he thrown himfelf down from the temple,
in proof of his being the Mefliah j though his

anfvver implies, that his prefervation mufl

have depended on the interpofition of God,
whom it was not lawful to tempt. (3.) It

fuppofes, that the devil having placed Chrift,

upon an exceeding high mountain, could from

thence (hew him all the kingdoms of the

world % Now there being no mountain upon
the

(Mat. xxi. 12. ch. xxiv. i. Mark xi. ii, 15, 17.) fo as to in-

clude the temple and all the buildings and courts belonging to

it : and the part of the Um here fpecified, was the 'wli^vyiov

or nving ; fo called, becaufe like wings it extended itfelf ii^

breadth on each fide, far beyond the breadth of the temple.

^ Ads viii. 39, 40,
' Some learned perfons, and Dr. Macknight in particular,

being fenfible on the one hand, that a real fight of all the king-
doms of the world from any high mountain whatfoever, is an

impoflible thing ; and being willing on the other, to underftand

this article of the hiflory in the literal fenfe ; would rellrain the

pi ofped to the land of pro?nife. And fo they think the word

vSaiJLQi is ufed Rom, iv. 13. The promife that he Jl:ould he heir of

the WORLD, nuas not to Abraham or (0 his feed through the iaiv,

hut through the righteoufnefs offaith. In anfwer to which I ob-

ferve, 1 . That the njoorld^ in the paffage here cited from St.

Pauly cannot be reftrained to the land of Canaan* For the pro-

mife referred to by the apollle, is that whereby Abraham ivas

mad$
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the face of the earth, which commands the

view of every part of it, (or indeed of any fin-

gle

made the father of all them that helieve^ though they he not cir^

curncifedy and are fcattered all over the world, ver. 1 1 . And it

is for this very reafon, that Abraham is called the heir of the

<ivorld i becaufe believers of all nations of the world, Gentiles

as well as Jews, were to have him for their father, and inherit

the blefling of
j
unification by faith. To confine the word >£o^-

l/.oi
here to Canaan or to any one country, is to deflroy the whole

reafoning of the apollle,
which is manifellly defigned to Ihew,

,that Abraham was to inherit a feed out of all nations. Nor

has any inilance been hitherto produced, in which Koafj.o? fig-

iiifies only one particular country ; though it may be applied to

the Roman empire^ when it is fpoken of as including in it all the

countries and kingdoms of the then known world. 2. And

even were the word
-/.cxrfj.o?

fometimes applied to one particular

country; it could not be ufed in this confined fenfe in the hi-

ilory of Chrifl's temptation. For it is not faid, the devil fhew • -

ed Chrift the nxjorld^ but all the kingdoms of the "jjorld : A phrafe

that cannot be limited to the narrow territory of Canaan, which

at the time of ChriiFs temptation was no kingdom at all. Jw
dea was now a province of the Roman empire, an appendage
of the province of Syria, See Lukem, i. 3. Nay, were we
to admit, that the land of promife alone is here fpoken of; this

could not be fhewn to Chrifl: from any mountain, but by a

miracle. For the land ofpromifty in it''s largejlfignificatictiy
reach"

ed, (as Dr.
il/^ari;?/^^/ obferves, ^.Gj.) from the Euphrates to

the Mediterranean, eaji andnveji, and from Egypt on the fouth, ta

beyond Sidon northivards : an immenfe traft of country, which, <

no mountain commands, and which no human eye can take in.

And yet the do<5lor adds. All thefe the de=vii pointed out to Jejus

in the temptation, taking particular notice of their glor\\ that is,

their great and opulent cities, their rich fields, their hills co-vered

nuith ivood and cattle, their rivers, &c. It was the lord who
Ihewed Mofes all the land, or enabled him to take a moredillind

C 4 profpeift
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g!e kingdom of it
-,)

and if there were, no

hun:ian eye being ftrong enough to take in the

profpedt j
the fliewing Chrift all the kingdoms

of the world, had it been poffible, could have

been efFedled only by a miracle ^ by a miracle

a thoufand times greater in it's own nature,

than that performed by God, when from

mount Nei?o he fiiewed Alo/es the narrow ter-

ritory of Canadiz ^
? Befides, the devil (hewed

Chrift not only all the kingdoms of the world,

but alfo all the glory of them ; that is,
^ the

wealth arid treafures of their fubjedts^ and

what-

profped of it's feveral quarters, than his own unaflifted fight

would have permitted him to do. Deut, xxxiv. i. Lafily, it

was abfolutely impoffible that the de'/il ihould Ihew Chrift

the land of promife, to it's utmoft limits on every hand, (and

ftill more impoffible that he fhould fhevv him the "whole world,)

in a moment of ti?ne : a circumftance entirely dropt by Dr. Mack-

night in his firlt edition, and left unexplained in the fecond.

This omiiTion is the more to be lamented, as our ablell com-

mentators, and the chriilian world in general, have thought
themfelves under a neceffity of receding from the literal

fenfe of the hiftory in this article, very much on account

of this circumftance. (See below, p. 33, 3 5.)-^ With regard
to the reafon which the doftor afligns for afferting a real fight of

the kingdoms of the world, viz. the demVs carrying our Lord up
into an exceeding high Jiiountain, to ^ie^w them ; it would equally

prove that it was really, and not in vifion, that St. John was

carried away to a great and high mountain, in order to his being

Jhenxjn the holy "Jerufalem. JRev. ^xi. 10.
^ Deut xxxiv. i^ 3.

^
Compare Gen. xxxi. i. ch. xlv. 13. i Chron. xxix. 25,

? Chron. xxxii.
z'j. If. Ixi. 6.
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whatever contlitutes the fplendor and magnifi.

cence of their fovercigns, imperial robes, and

crowns, and thrones, and palaces, and courts,

and oruards, and armies : which muft all have

been produced into view, and exhibited in a

manner proper to ftrike the imagination, and

fire the paflions.
And what ftill increafes the

miracle, all thefe numerous objedls, as well as

the whole exterior furface of the globe, the

devil muft have (hev^xd to Chrift at one view,

and in a fingle inftant of time".' Suppofing
this to be poflible,

it is one of the greateft mi-

• racles we can conceive. But it feems very un-

reafonable to afcribe to the devil the pov;er of

performing any miracles 5 inafmuch as even

good angels (who cannot be (uppofed to have

a more limited fphere ofacfiion, than thofe ac-

curfed
fpirlts,

niabo are referved in chains of

darknefs to thejudgment ofthe great day^) never

perform any miracles at their own pleafure ;

never appear to m.en, and remove them from.

one

^
\v ^'iyfj.n yy^'^^i

2*« '^n injlantf or point of time» Luke iv. r.

The word, ^iy(j.ii,
is taken from a mathematical point, and is

ufed to denote the moft minute and indivifible part of duration,

fuch wherein we can conceive no fucceffion, or which takes up
the time of only one idea in the mind. See Erafmus and Ca-
faubon on Luke iv. 5. Vatablus likewife, and Grotius and
Beza, and all the beft judges of the greek language, render the

phrafe to the fame efFeft, in pun^o temporis. This
rendering is

yery agreable to all the antient verfions, excer)t the Syriac»
^ 2 Pet. ii. 4. Jude 6.
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one place to another, as they fee fit themfelves ;

nor do they ever gratify them by fuch mar-
vellous and magnificent profpedls as thofe,

which, it is here fuppofed, were fliewn to

Chrift. Befides, the allowing a miraculous

power to the devil, deftroys the credit andufe^

of miracles, and contradids fuch declarations

of fcripture, as confine ^ them to the Deity,
either operating immediately by himfelf, or by
the inftrurnentality of fuch beings as adl by his

commif-

? Miracles are always reprefented in Scripture as in them-

felves decifive and abfolute demonllrations of the divinity and

fole doniinion of Jeho'vah^ and as an immediate divine tefti-

mony to his meffengers. Exod. iv. 5
—

9. ch, vii, 5, 1 7. ch*

viii. 10 22. ch. ix. 14, 16, 29. ch. x. i, 2, ch. xi. 7. ch.

xiv. 4, 18. Deut iv. 34..— 39. 2 Sam. vii 22— 24. Numb.
xvi. 28— 30. John v 36, 37. ch. xi. 4(, 42. A(5ls ii 10.

Mat. xii. 28. Johnx. 24, 25, ^d— 58. ch. xiv. 10, 1 1. Heb.

ii, 4. I Cor. ii. 4, 5. This view of miracles is utterly incon-

fiftent with the fuppolltion, that evil Ipirits pofTefs the power

^nd liberty of performing them.

"^ Both prophecies and miracles are abfolutely appropriated

to God : He only doeth mjor.drous 'works ^ Pf Ixxii. 1 8 , Pf.

Ixxxvi. I o. F-xod, XV. 11 He re'vealeth fecrets^ and t?mketh

knonvn ivhatJJjall come to pafs. Dan ii. z8, 29, 47. Idolaters

are challenged to jullify their vvorfhip of idols, and the idol

gods themfelves to give proof of their divinity, by fuitable dif-

plays ofpower or knowlege. If. xli. 21—24. ch. xlii 8 \y
ch, xliv. 7. ch. xlv. 20, 21. ch. xlviii. 3. And if invifible evi!

aorents had {as fome have fiippofsd) fupported the claims of

the heathen deities : this would have been the very fame thing

in appearance, and with regard to all the raifchievous confe-

quences attending it, as if the heathen deities had themfelves

^nterpofed in fuppoxt of thofe claims.
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commiffion. Indeed, fuch a power could not

confift with the regular courfe of nature, and

the eftabliflied order of providence, which

would fuffer from it perpetual interruptions %
And it is abundantly confuted by the experi-

ence of near fix thoufand ages ; there not be-

ing one well attefted example of the exercife

of it, from the beginning of the creation tp

this day.

4,) It is a ftill greater objection to the com-

mon opinion, that it afcribes to the devil the

performance of things not only preternatural,

but abfurd and impoffible. Such we muft

reckon, his fliewing Chrift all the kingdoms
of the world from an exceeding high moun-

tain : for the earth being of a fpheroidical fi-

gure, what fingle mountain can command a

view of all the parts of it, of thofe in particular

which are oppofite to each other ? The fun

itfelf, at it*s immenfe height above the loftieft

mountains of our globe, commands and en-

lightens at once, only a
fingle hemifphere.,

Could

* The fcrlpture very rationally reprefents the whole courfe of

nature as univerfally and invariably fulfilling the will of God,
as fixed by his decree 'which Jhall fiot pafs a<way, as governed by
his laws HJohich Jhall not he broken^ by laws mohich he has ejiab-

lijhedfor ever and ever : which muft therefore be unalterable by

any authority, but hi^ who at iiril prdained them. Pf,

cxlviii. 6.
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Could the devil then from one point of view,

fliew Chrift not only the entire circumference

of the globe, but alfo whatever conftitutes the

glory and grandeur of it's kingdoms; and fiiew

him fuch infinitely numerous objeds, in ii-

tuations fo diftant, and fo oppofite, not gra-

dually and fucceffively, but in one and the

fame inftant of time ? This does not feem

fo properly a miracle, as an abfurdity and

contradidlon, fuch as is not the objedl of any

power.
Now in the interpretation of fcripture, it is

a rule allowed by all, and fuch as ought ne-

ver to be forgot, that we are to have recourfe

to a figurative fenfe, vi^henever the nature of

the thing will not admit a proper and literal

one ; and that to diftinguifli what is to be li-

terally, and what figuratively underftood 5 de-

pends on a previous knowledge of the fubjed:.

Thus when we read of the eyes, ears, hands

of God, all allow thefe to be figures ; reafon

as well as revelation afiTuring us, that God is a

fpiritual incorporeal fubflance. And there is

juft
the fame neceffity for receding from the

literal fenfe of the paflTage under confideration,

if it implies manifeft and palpable contra-

diftlons.

It is the more neceflary in the interpreta-

tion of the facred writings, to make the ab-

furdity
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furditv of the literal conflrufiion, a reafon fot"

adopting a figurative one ; as they are allowed

by ChriftiaDS to have God for their author.

If itbeajuil: obfervatioii,
" that what God

"
fays muft be true ;'' it is no lefs certain,

*' that whatever is falfe and abfurd can never
*' have been fpoken by God." And therefore

if any thing of this kind is aflerted by the in-

terpreters of his vv^ord, we may be very fure

they miftake it*s meaning.'

We are iikewife to confider, that it is very

common in the facred writings on other occa-

fions, to relate things as adually done^ which

yet were only tranfaded in a vifion. And

ibmetimes, perhaps, the fcripture relates vifi-

ons or reprefentations made to the mind of a

prophet, as if they were real tranfadions,

without giving exprefs notice to the contrary ^5

any

^ Many learned writers have attempted to fhew, that Hofea^

marrying Gc^'/^A-, and taking to himfelf children of whoredom,
ch. i. and iii ; that Jeremiah's putting a linen girdle upon,

his loins, going to Euphrates^ and hiding it in the hole of a

rock, ch. xiii ; his carrying a wine cup from God up and down
to all nations, and caufmg them to drink it, ch. xxv ; and his

putting yokes upon the necks of feveral kings, ch. xxvii.——
and that E^ekieV?, eating a roll, ch. iii. his taking a tile, pour-

traying the city of Jerufalem upon it, and laying iiege againll

it, ch. iv ; and his Ihaving his head and beard with a barber's

rafor, ch. v ; learned writers have attempted to (hew, that

thefe and jaany other at^ions afcribed to the antient prophets,.
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any more than they do, when they introduce

a metaphor, a parable or allegory. Nor need

we wonder to find vifions related as fadls ; in-

afmuch

were only imaginary and fcenical ; and that narratives of this

kind are to be underftood as ahiHory only of prophetic vifions,

thouo-h it be not pofitively faid, (as thcfe writers apprehend,)

that the things related were no where performed but upon the

ftage of fancy. See Mr. yc/jn Smif/Zs fe\e£t difcourfes, p. 220

229. We may well allow, that all thefe things, or moft

ofthenij, were tranfafted only in viHon ; not merely becaufe we

hereby avoid the inconveniencies attending the literal interpre-

tation ; but alfo becaufe the lively reprefentation of thefe things

in vlfion, conveyed the fame inftruftion, and anfwered every

purpofe as well as the real performance of them could have

done.

I would only add, that perhaps Jacob's wreflling with the

angel, the night in which he prayed fo earneilly to be delivered

from the hands of his brother E/au, and his prevailing in the

combat, in token of the efficacy of his prayer with God, and of

the confequent vidory he was to gain over his brother ; this

might be done in a prophetic vifion, and yet the defign of it be

fufficiently anfwered. Jacoh\ lamenefs (like Zacharias's lofs of

fpeech after his vifion in the temple, Luke'u 22.) lafted but for

a time, (for he came fafe and found to a city oi Shechemy Gen.

xxxiii, 18,1 and ferved to convince him of the divine original of

this vifion; and confequently to reprove his doubts, and to

raife and confirm his faith in God. Certainly a fpirit has not

flefh and bones, fo as to be laid hold of by man : nor could

Jacob intend to be literally underflood, when he fays, h^ had

feen Godface to face. Gen. xxxii. 30. The expreffion itfelf im-

ports, that he was favoured with a vifion of God, a clear reve-

lation of his will, and the manifcll tokens of his peculiar pre-

fence. Dr. E. Lanvy in his Confiderations, p. 75, 76. 5th. ed.

has taken notice of feveral revelations made in vilion, though

not diftinguiftied from real fa<Sls ; which may ferve to confirm

what is advanced here.
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afmuch as they pafs for fuch in the mind of

the prophet. The reprefentation is fo ftrong

and lively, that he cannot diftinguifh a vifion

from a real fcene, and is affefted by the for-

mer in the fame manner as he v/ould have

been by the latter. St. Paul calls his being

caught up into the third heaven^ and into para"

dife^ a vifion and revelation of the Lord ""

5 but

fuch were the impreflions which it made upon
him, that he could not determine with cer-

tainty, whether this happened by a literal and

corporeal tranflation, or only by a mental re-

prefentation '^. Befides, in this and the like

cafes,

« 2 Cor. xii. I 4.
*^ This feems to be his meaning, when fpeaking of his beiR^

caught up to the third heaven, he fays, whether in the body, or

^whether out of the hody^ I cannot telL 2 Cor. xli. 2, 3. And it is

faid of St. /*^/^/-,when an angel prefented himfelf to him In pri-

fon, fmote him on the fide, caufed the chains to fall oiF froin

his hands, bid him arife quickly, gird himfelf, bind on his

fandals, threw his mantle round him, and follow him out ; all

which he accordingly did ; yet it is faid, that he
r&viji not that it

*was true tvhich nvas done by the angel \ hut thought hefa^jj a 'vifion ;

Adsxii. 7
—

9. He underflood the nature of vifions, having been

favoured with them,ch. x. 10; and yet at firil he could not de-

termine, whether what now happened to him was a real fa<^,

or a vifionary reprefentation, and he rather thought it was the

latter. It is evident from hence, that all thefe fads might have

been tranfacled only upon the mind and imagination of the a-

poftle ; that the reprefentations of a vifion are as clear and live-

ly, as obje<^s that lye open to the fenfes j and that it is difHcuk
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cafes, a lively exhibition of certain images bc-^

fore the mind produces the fame efFed: with

the fight of their correfponding objeds ; and

tranfadtions upon the Ttage of fancy anfvver the

fame end as a real performance. For thefe

reafons, the relation correfponds to the appre-
henfions of the prophet, while the appearances

are placed before his mind 5 and though thofe

appearances are fictitious, yet neither the cre-

dit of the hiftorian, nor the ufe of the rela-

tion are impaired. Nor does it hereby be-

come difficult to didinguiffi ficflion from fad:%

while the nature and fcope of the relation fuf-

fieiently afcertains what it is. If the occur-

rence be pofiible and probable, fo as to admit,

and the manifeft intention and other circum-

flances of it require, a literal conftrudion ; it

would be very abfurd to have recourfe to any
other.

diilinfyuifli between them, by the bare imprefllon made at the

time, however other circuml^ances might afterwards enable

men to do it. ——There will be farther ufe made of this ob-

fervation, Seft. IV. N^. 2.

e The obfervation which follows, is defigned to vindicate the

fcrlpture, on the fuppofition that it does not at every turn give

exprefs notice, that what it relates as matter of fa£t, is nothing

more than the hiftory of a vifion. But perhaps the context, or

fome declaration of the facred penman, would generally, pre-

vent, a miftake, no lefs than the nature of the things related. In

fome particular cafes, as in that of St. Pau/ mentioned above,

it mikhi be a matter of no importance to be determined, even

wit^ regard to the prophet himfelf, whether the objefts pre-

. ^ntcd to him were real or imaginary.
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Cither. Whereas on the other hand, if neither

the nature of the things themfelves which arc

related, x3o admit, nor the defign of them re-

quire, a real performance ; it would be equally

unreafonable not to look out for fome figurative

iriterpretation.

If we proceed by thefe rules in forming our

judgment concerning Chrift's temptations, we

muft conclude, (unlefs the objeftions here

urged againfl them are capable of receiving a

juft folution,) that they are not to be under-

ftood as real fadls or outward tranfadtions ; in-

afmuch as the things themfelves were impro-

bable, and even impradlicable in their own na-

ture 5 and inafmuch as the real performance
could anfwer no valuable purpofe.

5.) It is needlefs to purfue this fubjedl, and

to fhew by a long train of confequences, what

abfurdities follow from the literal conftrudion

of this paffage ;
fince fuch as are more obvious

carry almoft univerfal convidion, and force

even thofe to depart from the letter, who have

been mod inclined to adhere to it, and belt

able to defend it. Calvin s, though he does

not abfolutely determine the matter, was of

opinion, that feveral circumftances in this hif-

tory agreed heft to a vifion. And the gene-

f See his not? on Mat, iv. 5.

D rality
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/ality of later writers do readily admit, that the

deviPs fliewing Chrifl: all the kingdoms of the

world, and all their glory, in a moment of

time, was done by fome fictitious fcenery
^

j

from a perfuafion, as they frankly acknow-

lege, that it could not be done in any other

manner. But if one of the temptations was

prefented to Chrift in vifion only 5 why
might not the two others be prefented to him

in the fame manner ? It offers no greater vi-

olence to the text, to recede from the literal

conftrudion in all thefe inftances, than in one.

Mofl of the reafons afiigned for doing this in

part, extend equally to the entire narrative.

Nay, it is apparently unnatural and arbitrary',

not to put the fame conftrudion upon the fe-

veral parts of the fame relation ; but to under-

hand one part of it according to the letter, and

the

^ Some indeed, and particularly our famous countrymen

Hugh Broughton, (fee IVolfus on Mat. iv. 8.) and Milton, (fee

Paradife Regained, B. 4. 1. 40.) fuppofe that the devil ihewed

our Saviour all the kingdoms of the world by the help of optic

inftruments : but it is more generally afTerted, that he did it ei-

ther by viilonary imprefiions upon his mind, or by external re-

prefentations to his fight.

i This is acknowledged by the candid and judicious Span -

heim, (Dubia Evangel, pars 111. dub. 55. p. 247.) a very

able advocate for the literal interpretation, Caufae etiam nihil

eft cur interpretum quorundam opinioni fubfcribamus, qui pri-

mam tentationem realiter & hiftorice contigifTe arbitrantur, pof-

teriores duas in vifione duntaxat, eadem enim Sc uniformis

narrationis contextura utrobique reperitur*
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^h-c other in a figurative fenfe. If therefore

there be a neceffity, a neceflity (o evident and

cogent as not to be denied by learned and can-

did adverfaries, for departing from the literal

interpretatl<5n with regard to one of the temp-

tations; the uniformity of the hiftory obliges

us to do the fame with regard to the reft.

The foregoing considerations would require

us to rejedt the common explication of Chrift's

temptation, even though it had been related

(as we have hitherto fuppofed, but not admit-

ted,) altogether as a plain matter of faft, and

we had been left to conftrue it merely by the

nature and intention of the relation. Never-

thelefs this is far from being the cafe: for

6.) The text itfelf, (on the letter of which

the common hypothefis refts as it's fole foun-

dation,) inftead of politively and exprefsly af-

ferting, that the temptation of Chrift was a

real outward tranfaSion, contains clear inti-

mations, and even diredl affertions, of the very

contrary. Thus when it is faid, in the fore-

cited paffage, that the devil fhewed Chrift all

the kingdoms of the world, and all their glory,

in one view, or in a fingle point of time; the

expreffion itfelf fufficiently intimates, that the

evangelift is not fpeaking of the real fight of

all-thefe objedts. For were there any moun-
'

tzla which commanded fo extenfive a profpedt,

D 2

'

Chrift:
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Chrift mufl: have changed his pofition, an4

gradually turned himfelf round in order to

take a diftindt view of the feveral parts of it ;

or had all the parts in a miraculous manner

been placed before his bodily fight, he muft

have furveyed them in fucceffion, one after

another.
'jThe evangelift, therefore, muft cer-

tainly defign to be underftood of vvhat was

inftantaneoufly exhibited to his mind, Other

very plain ^intimations, that the hiftory of

Chrift's temptation is to be taken, not in a pro-

per and hteral, but in a fpirltual and allegorical

conftrudioni will be produced in the third

fedion. There likewife we ihall attempt to

fhew, that all the evangelifts who have men-

tioned this affair, do, in exprefs terms, afSrm,

that it paffed fpiritually and in vijoriy that it

was an ideal or mental reprefentation ; an^

confequently could not be an outward tranf-

adlion. And if this point fhould be made

good, it will be allowed that the very letter of

the text, inftead of fupporting, confutes the

common interpretation. Before we proceed to

the confideration of this point, it will be
pro.-

per to tak^ nptige,

SECT.
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SECTION IL

THAT
there are fome, who, allowing

that the whole of this hiftory is to be

underftood as a recital of vifionary reprefenta-

tions, contend that thefe vifions were framed

by the devil, and that the temptations are to be
*

afcribed to his immediate agency K
D 3 This

^ That tliofe who formerly held the temptations of Chrift to

be a <viJion ovfenical reprefentation^ did not therefore maintain it to

be a M'vine 'vtfion, (whatever fome of late have fuggefted to the

contrary ;) appears by their writings. The queftion concerning

Chrift's temptations^ which had been agitated before the publi-

cation of the I ft edition of this Iz?y«/ry, was this. Were theypropo'-

fedto him outnjoardlyy or in the ivay ofnjijton ? Thofe who aflerted

that all, or any of them were fupernatural 'viftonsy afcribed them
to the denjilj no lefs than thofe who believed them to be outward

rranfadions. The learned Spanheim (Dubia Evang. pars tertia,

dub. 55. p. 240, 24.1.) ftates the point in difpute in the follow-

ing manner : Quseri enim poteli, nee fine caufa, an de hijloria

hie agatur, an de 'vijioncy & utrum externo congrefTu adortus

fuerit Chriftum tentator^ an potius Chrifio in vifionem & ecftafm

rapto fpecies ejufmodi duntaxat objeftae fuerint a tentatore?

He knew of no third opinion, for he adds, Z)a/)/^;tf
hie erudi-

torum fententia. And in the fequel he argues againft the

temptations being vifions, becaufe it derogated from the dig-

nity of Chrift, to allow, that the de^uil could a6l upon his mind or

imaginationy and deceive him hy various JiSiitious reprejentations^

This fubjeft, fo far as concerns the removal of Chrift from

place to place, was afterwards difcufi^ed by that prodigy of

learning, S. Bochart, who ftates the controverfy in the follow-

ing terms; Utrum fcilicet Chriftus reipfd, an vero imagination^

Untum, a Diaho/a in montem, templique pinnaculum, fuerit

tranflatus*
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This interpretation, it muft be confeiTecf^

lias one advantage above the former^ that i£

doea

tranflatus, Oper. V. i. p. 942. ed. Lugduni Batay. 171 2. And

in the following pages he prefles his opponents, as Spanheim-

alfo had done, with the difficulties of their avowed principle,

thai the de'vil deceinjed Chriji in ^vifion, Moft of our modern

writers afTert, that it was the devil who made a vilionary re-

prefentation of all the kingdoms of the world to Chrill. And'

\^xy lat-ely Mr. Mafon (in a fermon upon Chrifl's temptations in

t^e wildernefs, publilhed in the 2d volume of the Protejiant

Syjiemy 175.8.) undertook to Ihew, that the whole of what is

related in the hiftory was not rmtfa^, but pafTed in a trance-,

dream or n^ijton. He affirms after others, that the phrafe, in the

Spirit, here figniiies, m 3. fpiritual manjier, as he thinks it does-

in John vi. 63, and alfo in Ezek. xxxvii. i, where die pro-

phet fays, he njoas carried out in the Jpirity not really, but in-

imagination only, (mente non revera) or in vifion : (compare

Bochart v. i. p. 954.) At the fame time, like all others wha
aflerted the temptations of Chrifir to be vifions, he did not re-

fer them to God, but maintained that the </<?«i;//' painted and

exhibited the fcenes here defcribed, and ftrongly prefented

them, not to the y^»/f/, but imagination of our Lord. Seep.

308, 311,314,315,317.
Since the publication of the iH. edition of this inquiry, fbme:

have thought, that Le Clerc believed this to be a di^vine
^vifion^

merely becaufe he was once inclined to think it a <viJion. And-

very happy, I acknov/ledge, would it have been, if (what I

efteem) the true opinion concerning ChriU's temptations, could

have boafted fo great a patron, whofe name could not have

failed procuring it a general attention, and doing it much ho-

nour. But we have already fhewn, that thofe who believed

the temptations of Chriil to be vifions, did never afTert their

di^jimtj\ but on the contrary took it for granted, that they

were framed by the d^vil^ whofe agency ttie hiftory wa&

Jhoaght to aiTert m the ftrongeH manner^ and which the prin-
'

ciples
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does not deQroy the uniformity of the hiftory,

nor rcprefent the evangelifts, as blending to-

D 4 gether,

ciples of Le Clerc did not at all incline him to call into quef-
tion ; for a vifion is only one fpecies of miracles, and he al-

y^ays taught that the devil may perform frue miracles. See his

note on Exod. vii. 1 1. What Le Clerc controverts, is jull the

fame with what others had done before, Whether what the de-

vil faid and did to our Saviour, was faid and done to him when
a^vake or ajleep ; whether this was an out^ward tranfaflion in the

day time, or only a mental reprefentation in a dream or 'vijlon.

When he publilhed his ill edition of Hammond, he rather in-

clined to this latter opinion ; for he begins his note on Mat.
iv. I, with faying, What is here related (i, e. Chrilt's being led

up into the wildernefs to he tempted of the de'vil) may morefafely
he concei'ved to hanje happened to Chriji in a <vi(iQn or dream than

really^ or in the outward manner related in the hiflory. In his

2d edition he retrads this opinion, and alTerts, PolTunt haec in-

terdiu
contigilTe, et a vigilante Chrifto vifa, audita & dida ; add-

ing, itaque nihil eft cur z.6.fomnium confugiamus. All his doubt

was about the manner in which Chrift was led and tempted by
the den)il ; and he no more denied the devil's agency, while he

thought this happened to Chrift in a dream, than when he af-

terwards admitted that it might happen to him when awake.
The obje£lions which he once made to the literal interpretation,
and afterwards overcame, farther ihew this to be the cafe. His

firftobjeftion is to the devil's being permitted /o carry ourSanjiour

through the air. To deftroy the force of this obje<aion, Whithy

(on Mat. iv. 8.) very pertinently afks. Looks it not far more odd,

to gi've the devil ponver over the P h a N s i E of our Lord to raife fuch

imaginations in him, and fuggefi fuch dreams to him, than barely ta

ginje him that ponxer over our Lord's body, ivhich neither did nor

could do him any hurt. And Le Clerc's fecond objeflion alfo,
which is drawn from the impoffthility of ihewing Chrift from a
mountain all the kingdoms of the world and all their glory in

a moment of time, if he voas anvake, though he fays, it might
be done in 4i dream i plainly admits the devil's power to fhew

Chriil
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gether, indifcriminately, ideal and rca!
objec?!:^*

Neverthelefs, in all other refpeds it feems li-

able

Chriff the ipro^pe^ m quel!on i-n his ileep' : a thrng judged bjr

him to be no way impoffible. Having folved, to his own fa-

tisfadlion, thefe two objedions againft the literal interpretation*

3ie thought there was no reafon for departing from it ; as ap-

pears from his words cited above. So that he never difputed

any thing but the manner in which the devil tempted Chrift.

And confequenti'y he could net have the leaft idea of the fcenea

liere delcribed, as being (what it is attempted in the Inquiry to-

fhew they are) a di'vine re^vdation a?idfjan^olical predidion ofthe.

femptat'ions of Chriji'i future mimflry. Had he believed God to

fce the tf^/Zjor of this vifion ; he would naturally, when he was-

explaining the ife^ which he tells us, Chrift might make of it,

Iiave faid fomewhat about it's nxjife and benevolent intention t

whereas he fays nothing more on this head, than what all do

who afcribe the temptations to the devil, which he might as

JuUly have faid, if he believed the devil tempted Chrift in a

dream. Even when he explains the phrafe, v'Tf'a t» -Truiy/zalo?*

of tJyefpirit, he attempts to ftiew, juft as Mr. Mafon and others

who afcribe this vifion to the devil do»: that it import-s only

infpiritUy that is, fpiritually^ mentally or withrefpe(ilto-the mind

^fee his Harmony on John iii. 5,) and,, as he afterwards explains

it, in 'vijiott
or imagination, in oppofition to an outward tranfac-

tion. Nay, though here in confirmation of this meaning of the

phrafe, he refers to paftages which defcribe divine vifions, (Ezek.

ji. 2. ch. iii. 12. Rev. i. 10. Ezek. xl. 2. Rev. xxi. 10.) he

makes no more ufe ofthem to prove the vifion in qaeftion to be

divine, than thofe who believed it to be a diabolical one, whO'

likewife appeal t^ thefe pafTages. And if the phrafe does im-

port no more, than what both he and they fay it does ; this alone

will not enable us to determine who was the author of this vifion.

Upon LeClerc's and their principles, this muft be determined

by other circumftances, either by fome additional words, as in

Ezek. xl. 2. " the vifions ^G0£)", and ch. xxxvii. i,
" the

l\ ^f\x\ of the Lord'' j or by the connection, which in the cafe

b^for^
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;ibk to equal, or even to greater difHcuItics

than the former,

Thofc

l>efore us was thought, in the mofl exprefs marmer, to refer t»

the de^jily every thing faid and done to our Saviour. And it

could be with no other view, than to exclude the agency of Godm

and to leave room for admittirg the agency of the detail^
that Le

Clerc joins with thofe who confidered this as a diabolical vifion,

in underftandingthe phrafe with fo much latitude, zspojjibly im-

porting only in general, mentally or in ^ijion ; which allowed it's

application x.oany vifion, <vjhoever was the author of it, whether

a good or evil fpiris. The proper proofof the di'vimty of this vi-

fion, arifes from a different interpretationof thi^ phrafe, as com-

prehending in it the idea of a ^/VzW afflatus and infpiration;

which the author of the Inquiry has endeavoured to Ihew it does-.

This dijferent ccndu^ in I^e Clerc and him, proves their 'yj^w/ to

be different:.

For thefe reafons, I think, the world has not been miflakeny

in ranking Le Clerc amongft thofe who [believed the agency
of Satan in tempting Chrift, though he difputed the nianmr ia

which it happened. Dr. Whitby in particular had no concep-
tion that he denied, or that any one

elfe could pofiibly deny, the

agency of the devil on this occaiion. For in his anfwer to Le

Clerc, after citing the paiTages which defcribe the devil as le-

moving Chrifl from place to place^, and afterwards departing
from him, alks, Muji not thefe <ivords unavoidablt import ^

that

either the de^vil did really thus tempt him, or elfe didframe this 'vi-

fion in his brain ? It is plain that Dr. Whitby, than whom no

commentator difcovers a more extenfive acquaintance with

books, had never read of any who allov/ed thefe fcene^ to be

<vifionaryj and at the fanie time afcribed them to God; and that

he would have pronounced fuch an opinion a moft flagrant con-

tradiction to the hiftory, which afcribesall to the de'vil. If Le
Clerc had entertained this opinion, he certainly would have at-

tempted at leaft to remove {o ohnjious, and, in Whitby'^ V^^Z'

inent, fo unanfwerable a difficulty. His taking no notice of it,

is a farthej- proof, that his fcheme was not liable to it. In a

worda
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Thofe who will not believe, that the devil

could convey Chrift, really and
corporeally,

horn one place to another through the air
; do

nevertheiefs admit, that he could raife in Chrift

a falfe perfuafion that he was thus
tranfported

-

by him. They are cautious indeed how they
afcribe to the devil a power of

ftrengtheninc*-
the bodily fight, that it may reach diftant ob-

jedtsj

word, thofe, who fince the publication of the i ft edition of this

Inquiry, reprefent Le Clerc as
afferting the divinity of this vi-

fion, not only put a tie^j and unheard of fenfe upon his words,
but fuch as, to my apprehenfion, they are not capable of

bearing.

N.B. The I ft edition of Le CIcrc's Hammond was printed in

1698, and the 2d in 171 4. In this interval, Dr. Whitby pub-
lifhed his Commentary. Whether Le Clerc's change of fenti-

ments is to be afcribed to Whitby's reafoning, I know not ; but

it is certain the former does not complain ofbeing mifreprefented

by the latter. I will only add,that Olearius, in his Obfervationes

Sacrse ad Evang. Matth^ei, having ranked Le Clerc amongft
thofe who afTerted Chrift's temptation to be a vifionj Le Clerc in

his account of that author, (Bibliotheque Ancienne et Mo-

derne, Tom. ILp. 349, 350, 351.) declares, that he had never

adopted the fentiments of thofe writers, having only judged it

better, to underfiand the temptation as a 'vijion, than to allo<vj that

the de'vil carried Chrijl through the air \ that he had never denied,

but on the contrary had maintained, (both in his Pneumatology
and his Logic,) the power of devils over corporeal fubftances ;

but was now of opinion, that the text in the original imported

nothing more, than that the devil led 01 conduced Chrift, Though
Le Clerc had occafion thus accurately to defcribe and diftin-

guifh the different fentiments of divines on this fubjeft, h^ ne-

ver drops the leaft intimation, that either himfelf or others had

ever afTerted the di'vinity of this vifion. Nor have I been able

to difcover any traces of this^ opinion in any writer, .
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jefls J yet readily fuppofe him capable of plac-

ing before the imagination fcenes of beauty and

grandeur, and of caufing it to miftake thefe

fliadows for realities. Thus while they deny
the power of Satan over the body, they grant

him a nobler empire, a fovereign iufluence

over the mind. Nay, to admit Satan to be

the author of vifionaryreprefentations, is to al-

low him no inconfiderable influence over our

corporeal as well as mental faculties 5 if it be

true, as all authors affert, that in a vifion the

fenfes themfelves are bound up, and the exer-

cife of the bodily organs is fufpended, at the

time that the mind miftakes thofe images which
are placed before it, for real outward objedls.

Thus this opinion grants a more
aftonifhing

extent and grandeur to the empire of Satan,

than the former.

But does reajon inftrud us, that the gracr-

ous Parent and Guardian of mankind would
entruft their inveterate enemy with fo dange-
rous a power over them as this

; and hereby, in

effedt, commit them, foul and body, into his

hands ? Does experience teach us, that the

devil does in facS exercife fuch power over the

human race? moft certainly it teaches no fuch

dodrine. And if this be a power which the

devil never exerts ; upon what grounds can we
maintain that he poflcffes it ? Divine revela-

tion



[ 44 1

tion does not run counter either to reafbn of

experience. As it afcribes all miraculous opera-

tions in general, fo vifions
^ in particular, to

God as their author J interpofing either imme-

diately by himfelf, or by his angels, thofc ac-

tive miniilers or fymbolical reprefentations of

his peculiar providence. It is needlefs to en-

large under this head ; inafmuch as the argu-

ments urged under the former "", againft the

fuppofition of the devil's pofleffing a miracu-

lous power over the bodies of men> conclude

more ftrongly againft his pofleffing fuch a

power over their minds and bodies too.

I fhall only add, that did the devil really

poflefs
the power, which, in contradidlion to

reafon, experience and revelation, fome are

difpofed to allow him ; how incredible is it,

that it (hould ever have been exerted upon the

Son of God ? Can we believe, that this divine

perfon was not only expofed to the fuggeftions

and ftratagems of Satan, but overcome by
them 5

that he was poflefl"ed
and feduced as

well as aflfaulted by the devil, and aftually

brought under the power of his infernal delu-

fions ?

^ See Gen. xviii. i, 2, ch. xxviii. 12.—-^-22. ch. xxxi. ii.

ch. xxxii. I, 2, 24 30. Jofh. v. 13..— 15. iKmgsxix.

II, 12. Aft. X. 3, II—— 19. ch. xxvii, 23» and the books of

Ezekiel, Daniel, and Revelation.

^ Se6l. I. N^ 3. p. 19^27.
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fions ? The very thought of this ftrikes the

mind with horror ! It approaches to blaf-

phemy !

But if the account hereafter to be given of

the divine original and benevolent intention of

Chrift's temptation, fhall appear to be juft, it

will afford the flrongeft confutation of this, a$

well as of the foregoing, interpretation. It is a

deference due to prevailing opinions, not to

rejedt them without affigning the reafons. And

without exploding the old, no new hypothefis

can hope to be received, or even to be exami-

ned. It was expedient, therefore, previoufly

to propofe and confider the objedions, which

may be raifed againft the two "
different ex-

plications of Chrift's temptation, which havo

hitherto generally prevailed. And the obvi>

ous difficulties attending both, will at leaft

ferve to juftify us, in proceeding to enquire,

SECT,

» There is indeed a third account of Chrift's temptation ^,

which fuppofes it to have been nothing more, than a bare »»r

diiation of Chrift upon fuch trials as the devil might poifibl/

propofe.
But as this opinion does not account for any on«?

circumllance of the hiftory, it does notdeferve to be confuted ;

nor indeed to be mentioned, unlefs it be merely to (hew, how

ready perfons of refle<5lion were to run to any refuge, rather

than ^c(][uiefce
in either of the foregoing interpretations.
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SECT III.

WHETHER
the text itfelf does not

lead us to a very different interpreta-

tion, and reprefent the temptation of Chrift as

befalling him, while he was under a prophe-
tic vifion, of which the Spirit of God himfelf

was the immediate and fole author. This,

perhaps, is no more than what follows necef-

farily, from v/hat has been already fuggefted.

For if the temptation of Chrift is neither to be

underftood as a literal fafl:, nor diabolical de-

lufion, it muft have been a divine vifion. And

that it was fo, may, I apprehend, be fairly

argued both from the exprefs letter of the text

in the three evangelifts, and from feveral cir-

f:umftances of the narrative.

St. Matthew^ after relating the defcent of

the Spirit of God upon Jefus at his baptifm,

adds, Then was yefus led up of the Spirit into

the wildernefs "",

It is generally fuppofed, that thefe words

affert, that he now went into the wildernefs

in perfon, under a divine guidance j and that

he is faid to have been led
tip thither, as the

wildernefs might lye high^ in comparifon with

the

9 Ch. iv. i;
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the banks of Jordan, Was it capable of proof,

that the banks of Jordafi in that place, where

Chrirt: had been baptized, were lower than the

adjacent wildernefs ;
this would not account

for the expreffion ;
becaufe he had quitted the

place where he had been baptized p, before it

is faid that he was led up into the wildernefs.

The expreffion, therefore, could fcarce be re-

ferred to the fuppofed height of the wildernefs

in that particular place above the fcanks of

'Jordan, But without infifting upon this;

there could be no propriety in faying, that

Chrift was at this time led up or led into the

wildernefs 5 inafmuch as he was there already.

It was in the wildernefs that 'John exercifed

his miniftry'5, and bapti-zed our Saviour. Nor
did our Saviour quit the wildernefs, in the in-

terval between his baptifm and his temptation.

For it appears, by comparing the feveral evan-

gelifts together \ that Chrift had but juft left

the

P Jejus returnedfrom Jordan^ and nvas ledhy the Spirit into iht

'Wildernefs. Luke iv. i ,

^ Matt. iii. I. Mark i. 4.
* Mat. iv. I. Mark i. 12. Lukeiv, i. It has been affirmed,

that fefus.i being baptized of John in the
iJoildernefsy returned inta

Galileef but ivas led back again info the fwilderne/s, to be

tempted of the devil. And this fuppolition is abfolutely neceiTary

to jullify the literal interpretation ; but the hiftory, inftead of

affirming that Jefus returned into Galilee^ only fays, (Luke iv.

J.) he returned from Jordan j
the place of hii baptifm. And

St.
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the banks of Jordatiy and therefore was ftill \r\

thQ wildernefs, at the very time he is faid to

have been led into it. Now does it not found

^'ry harfhj to fpeak of any one as going, or

being led to a place, where he already is ? In-

terpreters, with a view to folve this difficulty,

sffirm, that Chrift was now led farther into

the wildernefs, and into fome more horrid

part of it : yet fince it is not fo much as pre-

tended, that the text itfelf contains any fuch

intimation ; this muft be confidered as a con-

jedture entirely groundlefs ; by which the fad:

is confefled, that Chrift was adlually in the

wildernefs, at the very time when he is faid to

have been led into it. This being allowed
;

. k may very naturally be concluded, that the

cvangelift cannot be here fpeaking
of Chrift's

being

^t. Mark after defcribing the Baptifl as the <voice of one crying

in the nvil(krnefsj ch. i. 3, after telling us, that he baptized

in the twiUernefsy in the rinjer Jordan, ver. 4, 5. after inform'?

ing us, that he baptized Jefus in this river, in the wilder-

ver, 9, and relating the heavenly teftimony born to Jefus

at hisbaptifm; adds, ver. 12, Jnd immediately (confequently

while he was yet in the wildernefs, and even not far from the

banks of Jordan) the Spirit dri<veth him into the ^wildernefs. From

liQnce it follows, that as Chrift had not yet left the wildernefs,

lie could not be faid to be led hack again into it. It feems like-

wife to follow farther, that the Spirit's driving Jefus into thg

wildernefs, muft refer to Chrift's being removed into the wil-

dernefs, fpiritually, mentally , and in liifion ; becaufe, corporeally^

an4 perfonally, he was in the wil4ernefs before tliis irapulfe q^

th^ Spiril;. ,
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being led, literally and corporeally, into the

wildernefs ; but of his being conduced thither

in fome different fenfe and manner. What

that was, the following words will explain :

'Then was ye/its
led up (or carried^) BV

THE SPIRITS The Spirit,
whofe afflatus is

here fpoken of, can be no other than the Spi-

rit of God, with which he was filled at his

baptifm ". Now by the Spirit which Chrift

received at his baptifm, we are here to under-

ftand, as all allow, the extraordinary gifts and

tnfpirations of the Spirit, beftowed upon the

great Prophet of the chriftian church, to fur-

nifh him for the execution of his office, and

in the power of which he afterwards returned

i?tto Galilee "". Agreably to this fenfe of the

^
avij-xQ^-

This word, though it may fometimes fignify, to 1$

ledoxguidedy yet is oftea applied to fuch things as are lifted up^

horne^ or carried,

'
xj^Q Ts 'nnyy.tx.toe;^

A fpiritu fandlitatiS, Verfio Syriaca*

A fpiritu fan£lo, Verf. Perfic.

" This appears from the manner in which theevangelifts con-

nect the account of Chrift's temptation with that of his baptifm ;

and from the diftindlion they make between the Spirit by which

he was conveyed into the wildernefs, and the tempter. The for-

mer is exprefsly called by St. Luke the Holy Spirit, ch. iv. i . Je^

fus being full of the Holy Spirit ^ returnedfrom fordan, and ivas

led by the Spirit (that is, the Holy Spirit before mentioned) into

the fwildernefs. This juftifies the explication given of the lan-

guage of St. Mattheiv in the preceding note, and Bezas reading
of the parallel pafTage in St. Mark, which will be mentioned in

the fequel.
* Luke iv. 1,14.

fi word/
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word, Chrift might be faid to be carried into

the wildernefs by the Spirit^ if he was carried

thither by a prophetic afflatus^ by immediate

revelation or miraculous illumination, in a ^7-

jion QX fpiritual rapture. To this fenfe of the

word, the connexion naturally leads \ and this,

the circumftances of the hiftory evidently re-

quire. For this alone removes the objedion

againft the literal conilrudion, juft now takea

notice of. Though it could not with any pro-

priety be faid, that Chrift was at this time car-

ried into the wildernefs in a corporeal manner,

in which fenfe he was there already : yet there

is nothing improper in faying, he was now

conveyed thither in a
fpiritual manner, in vifion

or mental reprefentation, under a divine in-

IJDiration.

The fenfe here affixed to the language of

St, Matthew^ may be juftified by the ufe of

the fame or iimilar phrafes, in other paffages

of fcripture. The prophet Ezekiel was carried

away to Babylon^ with many other of his coun-

trymen, in yehoiachin^ captivity 5 and the pro-

phetic fpirit came upon him, when he was a-

mongft his fellow-exiles by the river Chebar^

in Mefopotamia. Here, as he informs us, he

received revelations from God by vifions : The

heavens were opened^ and 1 Jaw vifions of God*

The word oj the Lord came unto me j and the

hand
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hand of ih Lord was there upon me^, Aftef

this general declaration, he goes on to defcribe

the cherubims and other fcenes of his vifion,

in the fame manner as if they had been objeds
of his bodily fight ^. When he received new
vifions and revelations from God, fuch as were

particularly defigned for the admonition of his

fellow-exiles ; this new prophetic fcene is de-

fcribed in words, which literally import a local

Iranflation, which there is not the leafl: reafon

to fuppofe ; for the prophet, at the time he is

reprefented as conveyed to thofe of the capti-

vity, was already amongft them in perfon : So

the Spirit took me up
—

lifted me up^ and took

Pie away ^. In the fequel of thefe prophecies

we find Ezekiel carried to ferufalem^ there

fhewn the idolatries committed by the '^ewi

within the precinds of the temple, and em-

ployed in digging in the walls of it, as if he had

been adlually in that place ; notwithftandingthefe

feveral occurrences, however related as corpo-

real adtions and motions, were undoubtedly
tranfadled in vifion only 5 for he was now at

Babylon. The hand of the Lord fell upon me^

the Spirit lift me up between the earth and the

heaven^ and brought me in the vifions of God to

Jerufalemy to the door of the infier gate that

E 2 looketb

1 Ezek, i. I—-J. compared with 2 King. ili. i>.

* Ezek.i. 4—28. a Ch. iii.u—iv
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hoketh towards the Norths &c ^. When a nevV

icene at yerufalem was placed before his im-

agination, it is faid, l^he Spirit lift him np^ and

brought him to the place it was defigned to re-

prefent^ After this he is defcribed as carried

back again into Chaldea^ from which place he

had not, during thefe fucceffive fcenes, been

abfent in perfon : T^be Spirit took me up^ and

brought me in infion by the Spirit of God into

Chaldea^ to them of the captivity ; fo the vijion

which Ihadfeen went up from me. Then Ifpake

unto them of the captivity, all the things that

the Lord hadJJoewed me ^. Upon another occa-

fion he tells us, The hand of the Lord was upon

me^ and carried me out in (or by) the Spirit of

the Lordy andfet me down in the midjl of the

valley which was full of bones ; though what

follows is nothing more than the narrative of a

vifion ^ And we find him once more carried

to Jerufalem^ without ftirring from Chaldea :

The hand of the Lord was upon me^ and brought

me thither. In the vifions of God brought he me

into the land of Ifrael^. From thefe fevera!

paffages it appears, that to be brought or car-

ried from one place to another, in the vifions of

God^y or (which is a phrafe of the like im-

port)
*> Ch. viii. I— 10. « Ch. xi. I,

^ Ch.xi. 24, 25,
« Ch. xxxvii. I. ' Ch. xl. i, 2.

f Notwithftanding the pofitive declaration of the prophet;

thas
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port)
in or iy the Spirit ; does not denote any

real local removal, but the being tranfported

from one place to another, by way of mental

lively reprefentation, under the power of a di-

vine tranfe or extacy : and that in this fenfe, a

perfon may be faid to be carried to the very

place, where he already was perfonally and

corporeally, if it becomes the fcene of his pro-

phetic vifion ; or to be returned to that place,

though he had never quitted it in the ordinary

fenfe of that expreffion, if it becomes the fcene

of new vifionary reprefentations ; which, as we
obferved before, are related as fa(fts, becaufe

they appear as fuch to the prophet. We can-

not therefore be at a lofs, to underftand what

St. Matthew means ^, when he tells us, that

E 3 Jefus

that in the forcclted paflages he is only reciting v ifionary repre-

fentations J and the obvious abfurdities attending the contrary

fuppofition : yet have many contended for a local tranflation

of Ezekiel, either in the body or out of it, from Chaldea to Je-

rufalem, and for the reality of the fcenes and tranfadlions which

he defcribes. But the authors of the Vninjerfal Hijiory^ vol. 4.

p. 196
—

198, (8vo. ed. 1747,) have Ihewn, that the temple

defcribed by Ezekiel, had no proportion, as to it's meafures,

with that of Solomon ; and that it was a prophetic or emble-

matical one, which never exilled but in this prophecy. What

end then could be anfwered by the prophet's being really

tranflated to Jerufalem either in his body or out of it ? The.

fcenes were all painted upoil his imagination.
^ It has been afierted, that the language of Ezekiel is a di-

\^ defcription of vifions, which that of the evangelills is not.

But
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Jefus was carried up by the Spirit info the unU

dernefs. Thither he feemed to himfelf to be

carried, thither he was tranfported in vifion,

under a prophetic divine afflatus.

The cxpreffions ufed by St. Mark and St.

Luke confirm the explication here given of the

language of St. Matthew, The words of St.

Mark'\ Immediately (after his baptifm) the Spi-^

rit (or, according to Beza's manufcript, the

Holy

But whoever will compare the Septuagint verfion of the
pafTages

cited from the prophet Ezekie/, with the language of the evan^

gelifts, will find a remarkable correfpondence between them,

fuch as may farther ferve to juftify our explaining the latter by
the former. Thus EzekiePs faying, fTrvvJiJux, nyoiyi />.£,

ch, viii,

3.ch. xi. I. correfponds to dviix^n v^o Ta •yrvivfj.cx.Toi, in St.

Malthenv. And the b 'Trviv/JLix.Ti
in Ezeiie/^ ch. xxxvii. i. as

it exprelFes the fame thing with St. Matthenvs vtto t» 'TrvivixuToSf

fo it anfwers to St. Luke's h 7Z 'jvivixa.Tiy cited below, note ".

There is no material difference between the dviKctCk of Ezekiel,

ch. iii. 1 2.ch. ii. 2. ch. viii. 3. ch. xi. i . and the
'7rotpcL\ociJ.Ccivet

cf St. Matthew, ch. iv. 5, 8. The words, eLv(x.yAya)V and

f\yocy^v,
ufed by St. Luke, ch. iv. 5, 9. in the paffages parallel

to the lafl cited ones from S)t. Matthenv, correfpond to nyocyz.

^ffnyctyi ^^^l^nyayi in Ezekiel, ch. viii, 3, 14. ch. xi i. ch.

xkxvii. I. ch. xl. 3. Now if the language of the evangelills be

the fame with that of the prophet, it certainly calls for a like

conftrudion with that ; efpecially as the flile of the new tefta-

ment is allowed to correfpond to the Greek verfion of the old.

And confequently the language of the one is no lefs expreflive

than that of the other, both of a prophetic impulfe and injpration

of ihe Spirit^ and o{ the particular mode of that infpiration, which

>vas by injion^ as diftindl from every other fpecies
of revelation,

\ Ch. i. 12.
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Holy Spirit) drivetb him (or cajleth him out ^)

into the wildernefs ',
thefe words naturally ex-

prefs the divine impulfe he was under, and

well agree with the fuppofition of his being
thrown into an extacy or trance; and indeed,

in the connexion in which they ftand, dlredlly

and necefTarily convey to us the idea of a pro-

phetic rapture or vifion ; in which method

alo.ie Chrift could now, with any propriety,

be faid to be rapt into the wildernefs ^ If any
doubt

^ The original word, iKCdXhei, is applied very frequently to

defcribe ChriiVs expulfion of daemons. Vid. Mat. viii. i6, 31 .

ch. ix. 33, 34. ch, X. I, 8. Mark i. 34, 39. ch. iii. 15. Luke
xi. 14. ch. xiii. 32. The word, hov/ever, does not always ex-

prefs force and violence ; nor is it neceffary that it fhould do fo,

in order to juuify the application here made of it. For in de-

fcribing EzekiePs vifion, ch. viii. 3. ch. xi. i. ch. xxxvii. i. the

Septuagint fays, the Spirit riyocyi led him, or i^riyctyi led him

out ; which lafi: expreffion comes very near that oi the evange-

lifts, according to the fenfe in which la^aXK&i is ufed John x. 4.

Certain it is, that the language of St. Mar^ cannot intend any

thing different from that of St Matthenjo and St. Luke i for it ap-

pears, by comparing the feveral paffages of E^ekiel together,

that when he fays, the Spirit led or carried him, he means the

fame as when he fays, he njuas led ot carried in the Spirit,
^

It has been obje(5led to this explication of the language of

St, Mark, that if by the Spirit"*
s
dri<ving Jefus into the ^vilderne/s,

ch. i. ver. 1 2, he means, that the Spirit drove Jefus there men-

tally and in vifion, that is, into an ideal wildernefs j it will be

difficult to reconcile this with what follows, ver. 13, where he

certainly fpeaks of a literal on^. And he ivas there in the ivilder*

nefs forty days tempted of Satany and njoas nvith the nvild heafis, I

anfwer, 1. That it is without doubt 0^ one and t\itfa?ne wilder-

nefs, that St. Mark fpeaks in both thefe verfes. This wiider-

E 4 nefs
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doubt yet remains concerning the manner, in

which Chrift v/as now conveyed into the wil-

dernefs ; it will, perhaps, be removed by St.

Luke, who tells us, That Jefus being full of

the Holy Ghojly (as St. Stephen
^

is alfo faid to

be,

nefs was a real one, the external archetype of the chief fcenes of

Chrill's prophetic vifion, and the place where he was in perfon.

Here he continued forty days, and from hence returned into

Galilee. The circumftance of his laing ijjith the njcild beajls,

proves, without doubt, that the evangelill: fpeaks of a real wil-

dernefs ; but at the fame time rather confirms, than deftroys the

fuppofitlon of ChriU's being there in a lUte of trance, which

deprived him of all power of felf-defence ; and which made it

as abfolutely necelTary that he Ihould, during the continuance

of that Hate, which lafted forty days, be miraculoully proteded
from the wild beaib, as that he fhould be miraculouily fupported

without food. 2. Were we to fuppofe, that Mark and the

other evangelifls fpeak of Chriil's being led or drove into the

wildernefs perfonally and corporeally ; (which entirely obviates

the above objedlion :) it may neverthelcfs be true, that his

temptation was a mere vifion ; if thefe phrafes, the Spirit y in ox

hy the Spirit^ import here, as they certainly do elfewhere, a mi-

raculoiis impulje and illumination of the Spirit, difco<vering nenxi truths

to a prophet y opening extraordinary fcenes before him^ and revealing

future e-vents. See the inftances cited below note ° and ^

On this fuppofition, the meaning of the evangelifts will bcj
'* Chrift went into the wildernefs," [not merely under a divine

diredion, the phrafes import much more than this, but]
" un-

• «« der the full influence of the prophetic Spirit, making fuitable

•« revelations to his mind, and giving him a view particularly
*

•« of his future trials." Thefe trials the evangelifts defcribe^j

temptations of the denjil^ on account of the particular mode of their

being revealed, being couched under the figure of Satan coming
to him, and urging temptations.

ra Aa. vii. 55. He being full of the Holy Ghof, (i. e. under

it's miraculous energy and illumination) looked up fedfafly into

heavenf Sec,
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be, when he had a divine vifion) was led (or

rather carried'') by (or in) the Spirit into the

wildernefi, Thefe words, hke thofe of St.

Matthew, cited above, are expreffive of a pro-

phetic afflatus and illumination °
5 and are ap-

plied
°

}?>STo \v 7^ '7r\'iv[J.a,Tii
he nvas carried in or hy the Spirit,

Luke iv. i. This anfvvers to
an')(^r\ vtso 7a 'TrviCuocro^y in St.

Matthe-vCi and confirms the explication given of it above.

° They fometimes denote a miraculous di'vine po'vjery Mat, i.

1 8. ch. iii. i« ch. xii. i'^. In the following pafiages they im-

port « prophetic zUnmination ov re'velation ; (as the phrafe, iJto

T8 -rvsu/zciTo?,
ufed by St. Matthew alfo does, Ac"ls xiii. 4. ch.

xvi. 6.) David in Spirit, \v 'TTViVfy.a.Ti, Mat, xxii. 43. ox by the

'Holy Ghofi^ \v TG) 'TTViVfj.cLrt tco dyi^, as it is expreiTed in the

parallel palTage in Mark xii. 36. called the Meifiah his Lord ;

that is, he did this by a prophetic impulfe of the Spirit. To

fpeak myjieries,
in the Spirit ; to pray ^vith the Spirit ; tofing fwith

the Spirit, is to fpeak, pray, and fing under a miraculous illu-

mination and influence of the Spirit, i Cor. xiv. 2, 1 j. And in

this fenfe the phrafe feems to be ufed, when it is faid o^ Simeon,

that he came into the temple by ihe Spirit^ Luke ii. 27. He
came under the powerful infniration of the prophetic Spirit, of

which he gave proofs by the teftimony he bore to Jefus, and the

predidions he delivered concerning him. And therefore the

meaning cannot be, that he came to the temple only by a di^uine

direSion, fee ver. 25. To mention one inilance more ; St. Paul
went to Jerufaiem bound in the Spirit, Ads xx. 22, aflured by the

fpirit of prophecy the JenKn would bind him there, ch. xxi. 4,

1 1", Agreeably to this fenfe of the phrafe, St. Luke may be

underftood to affirm,
*' That Chrift was led into the wildernefs

"
(as Simeon came to the tem.ple) under the infpiration of the

**
prophetic fpirit ;" efpecially as he tells us in the immediate-

ly foregoing words, that Chrift was y?^// f?/' /-6^
(gifts of the)

"Holy Ghoji; and informs us that when the temptation was iiniih»

ed, he returned in or njuith (Mark i. 23. ch. v. 2.) the poixjer of

the Spirit into Galilee, that he might preach the Gofpel, and

confirm
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plied particularly to revelations received in the

way of i;//f(?;/. When St. Jobn fays. He was

in the Spirit p, by the confent of all interpre-
'

ters, he means, what we have feen Ezekiel

meant by the fame phrafe, that he was under

a fpiritual rapture or divine vifion. When he

repeats the fame phrafe % he flill ufes it in the

fame fenfe. If I quote tviro pafTages more from

this book, it is on account of their peculiar

affinity to the prefent fubjedt. He carried me

away in the Spirit into the wildernefs\ He
carried tne away in the Spirit to a great and

high mountain '. Every one muft difcern, that

St.

confirm it by miracles. Now if Chriil was led into the wil-

dernefs, under the miraculous infpiration of the fpirit of pro-

phecy and revelation, being or that he might be (compare Mat. iv.

I, and Rev. xx. 2. where ltga<vit eim denotes ut efTet ligatus)

forty days tempted of the devil: then this temptation of the devil,

his appearance and propofals were the fubjeft matter of the re-

velation now made to Chrift by the Spirit ; they were the fym-

bols and emblems under which it was contained. See below,

p. 61. Whether St. Luke and the other evangelills affirm, that

Chrift was led into the wildernefs perfonally
and corporeally, or

only mentally ; his temptation there, on either fuppofition, was

a divine vifion, the efteft of that prophetic afflatus he was now

under, and it's declared intention. His being tempted by the de-

W, while under the immediate illumination of the Spirit mak-

ino- new revelations, muft be underftood as a defcription of

thofe revelations, which were made in the form of a vifion, or

contained under the mental reprefentations here given him of

jhe tempter.
P Rev. i. 10. ^ Ch, iv. 2. ' Ch. xvii. 3.

« Ch. xxi. 10.
I** _
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St. ^ohn can be here fpeaking of a fpirltual

rapture or vifion only ^

Thus, from the exprefs teftimony of the

three feveral evangelifts, it appears, that Chrift

was conveyed into the wildernefs in a prophe-

tic vifion, trance or extacy, under the afflatus

or

* A late author, Inllead of {o much as attempting to (hew, that

in any one of the paiTages cited above, the phrafe, 4v

^vivy.ATtf does not bear the meaning here affigned it ; diverts

himfelf with proving, {what no one ever denied,) that in other

pafTages it requires a different interpretation; not confidering

that the fame phrafe may have different fenfes, according to

the nature of the fubje£l to which it is joined. The moll emi-

nent critics, even though they contended for the literal explica-

tion of Chrift's temptation ; yet frequently afTign the fame or a

fimilar meaning to the phrafe gy 'unvfXdTit as I plead for. Dr.
S. Clarke (vol. I. ferm. 46. on Mat. v. 3. p. 286. fol. ed.) ob-

ferves,
" That thofe two different manners of exprefTion, which

*' we miv ufually call literal znA fgurati^ey were in thtyeivi/h
*^

language frequently denoted by the words fe^ and fpirit^
*' The fe/hj fays our Saviour, profiteth nothing ; the ivords that X
•*

fpeak unto youy they are fpirity f?«^ they are lifej John vj. 63.
*' His meaning is j he intended not to be underilood

literally^
*' hut figurati'vely. To he therefore, or do any thing in Spirit ;

fignifies heing or doing that thing figurati'vely ; in oppofl"

tion to the grofs and more literal meaning, in which the fame
** words may at other times be underflood. In proof of this

**
obfervation, he appeals to Rev. xvii. 3. i Cor. v. 3. Col.

ii.j;.

** Aft. XX. 22. John iv. 23. Rom, ii. 28. Phil, iii, 3, Mat. v. 3.

Dr. Doddridge likewifein his note on Rev. iv. 2. obferves, that

*' this phrafe, Iivasinthe Spirit y fignifies, to he unAtx 2iJlrong
*^ and fupernatural impulfe, caufed by the miraculous operation
** of the Spirit of God, afting on the imagination in fuch a

?* manner, as to open extraordinary fcenes, whicl^ had not ^»
f* p^faft external anhetypeSl

(I
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or infplratbn of the Spirit of God. And from

hence it is natural to conclude, that his fub-

fequent tranflation from the wildernefs to the

fummitof the jewifh temple, and from thence

to a diftant mountain, was alfo not real and

corporeal, but fpiritualand mental only ; efpe-

cially as it appears from the hiftory, that

Chrift was in the wildernefs when the temp-
tation ended "

as well as when it began, pur-

fuing his journey into Galilee ; and St. Mark
has aflured us in fuch exprefs terms, that the

wildernefs was the place where he fuflained his

temptation : He ivas there in the wildernefsfor^

ty days tempted of Satan^ and was with the wild

beajls
""

: language which ill agrees with the

fuppofition
that the principal temptations were

propofed to him, when he was out of the wil-

dernefs y.

As

« Lukei. 14.
* Marki. 13.

y Thiscircumftancefeemsto afford a fartlier objetSlion to the

common hypothefis, and a frefh argument in favour of the in-

terpretation here offered. For if the whole time of Chrjfl's con?

tinuing in the wildernefs expofed to temptation, was forty days ;

as the words of St. Mark import. He nvas there in the wildernefs

forty days tempted ofSatan ^ ch. i. 13. andif thofe particular temp-

tations which we are here examining, did not begin till he had

been tempted forty days ; as both St. Luke, ch. iv. 2. and St.

Matth, ch. iv. 2. exprefsly affirm : they muft have been propofed

to him, not after the forty days were expired, and at three dif-

ferent times, as a late author fuppofes ; but after the com-

inencement of the fortieth day, and yet before the expiration of
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As it was in vifion only that ChrlH: was re-

moved from place to place; fo all the parts of

this temptation ; as well the feveral propofals

made to Chrift, as the different fcenes and ob-

jeds prefented to him, were merely ideal and

vifionary. For St. Matthew affirms, that

Chrifl: was carried into the v/ildernefs in a

trance or vifion, for this very purpofe, viz.

that he might be tempted of the devil "". From
hence it neceffarily follows, that his being

tempted of the devil was a trance or viiion ;

inafmuch as it could not have been faid, that

his temptation by the devil was the end and

defign of his trance or vifion, if it had not it-

felfbeen fuch. And the expreffion, that he

might be tempted of the devil^mud be intended to

fpecify and defcribe the nature of the vifion or

reprefentation. The entire meaning of the

evangelift is plainly this: "
Jefus was carried

*' into the wildernefs by a prophetic im-
"

pulfe of the Spirit in vifion; which (in
'^

part, at lead) confided in a feeming appear-
" ance of the devil to him propofing and urg-
**

ing temptations : and the making this repre-
" fentation to the mind of Chrift, was the

**
fpecial

it. But In To fiiort a time, how was it pofTible, that Chrill ihould

hold a converfation with the devil, iiril in the wildernefs oijor-
dafiy next upon the top of the temple ofJerufalem, and at la^

upon a high mountain, and after travelling to fuch diftant places,
return again to that from which he fet out atW ?

* Mat. iv, I ,

"
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fpecial end of his trance or vifion in the wil-
" dernefs/* It would not therefore be more

unreafonable, to conftrue the prophetic vifions

of Ezekiel and St. John referred to above, as

relations of a feries of real occurrences ; than

it is to put the hke conftruftion upon this vifion

of Chrift; fince both are introduced in the

fame manner, that is, with exprefs declarati-

ons to the contrary.

But if Chrift's temptation was a vifionary

reprefentation, fome may be ready to aik. Why
is it faid, that he was led up into the wilder-

nefs to be tempted of the devil? And why is

the devil defcribed as coming to him and

tempting him accordingly, and taking him
from one place to another 5 juft in the fame

manner as if he had been really prefent, and

adtually done thefe things ? The anfwer to

thefe queftions may be gathered^ from what

was faid above concerning the nature of pro-

phetic vifions, and the manner in which they
are related in fcripture. In a vifion, the images

of things appear, notxh^objeSlstbemfelves : and

therefore the devil was not really and perfon-

ally prefent with Chrift, but only in mental re-

prefentation 5 and confequently could adl no

part in this whole tranfadlion. If what is here

faid concerning his prefence and agency be a

reality^ and not a mental exhibition, this was

no
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»a vlfion. But though there was no real pre-

fence or agency of Satan upon this occafion ;

yet was his image now placed before the ima-»

gination of Chrift, and he Teemed |to him to

fay and do all that is afcribed to him in the hi-

ftory : which was, in effedi^ the fame thing

with regard to Chrift, as if this had been the

very cafe, and the devil had appeared and

tempted him in perfon, and tranflated him

from place to place by his proper agency. It

is for this reafon, that the hiftory affirms, that

the devil did all thefe things. In all vifions,

(as in all dreams, which may be confidered as

natural vifions,) the images pafs for the objeds

they reprefent, make the fame impreflion, and

anfwer the fame end with them ^ and in cor-

refpondence to thefe inward views and appre-
henfions of the prophet, is the narrative of his

vifions always framed. He takes them for

facSs, and they are related as fuch 5 as we have

fhewn in a great variety of inftances^ The

evangelifts, therefore, in
afcribing the temp-

tation to the devil^ have ufed no other lan-

guage, than what it was to be expedted they
v^ould ufe, no other than what was common
on all fuch occafions. In conformity to the

fame manner of fpeaking, they tell us, that at

the

* See above, p. 29—31. and p. 50—54. and bebvv, p,

72—74,
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the clofe of the temptations, the devil departed

from him^ \ when nothing more is to be under-

ilood, than that the image of the devil now

difappeared. Such language as this cannot be

miftaken by thofe, who remember, that ima-

ges impreffed, and adions performed upon
a prophet's imagination, are always related in

the fame manner, as if they had been real ob-

jefts and outward tranfadtions; and that the

temptation of Chrift is declared by the evange-

lifts, to be a prophetic trance and revelation.

This paflage of fcripture then, is to be un-

derftood as a hiftory, not of a fad:, but of a vi-

lion. As fuch the writers of the gofpel ex-

prefsly reprefent it, without leaving us (as the

facred penmen have been thought to do in

other

^ Mat. Iv. 1 1. Luke iv. 13. St. Luke fays, He departedfrom him

for afeafon. The feveral fcenes of this vifion being, as will be

ihewn below, prophetical emblems of Chrift's future temptations,

and the facred writers every where fuppofmg that all temptations

are urged by the devil; the feafonhere referred to, is probably
that of the accomplilhment of thefe prediftions, when the devil

who now propofed thefe temptations in appearance, would af-

fault him again, though after another manner. Particular no-

tice is taken of his attempts againft Chrift at the cIof§ of his

miniftry, by the inftrumentality of wicked men, John xiv. 30.

ch. xiii. 2. Luke xxii. 3, 53. The advocates of the literal in-

terpretation, can not reafonably objeft to that here given of
this paflage : for they themfelves do not plead, that the devil

ever aflaulted Chrift at any other time in xhtfame manner, they

fuppofe he now did ; and admit that the paflage refers to the

perfecutions he fufFered at the clofe of his miniftry.
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other inftances) to col!ev5i it from the nature and

circumftances of the relation. They likewife

reprefent this vifion, not as diabolical, but di-

vine ; afcribing it to the Spirit of God. So

that to all the other arguments urged above,

we may add (what we before promifed to pro-

duce) the authority of the evangelifts, and the

exprefs letter of the text, in confutation of

thofe, who mifconllrue Chriil^s temptation,

either as an outward tranfadion, or as an illu-*

fion of Satan \ Nor are the evangelifts at all

anfwef-

<= Should Itbeobjeded, that by aflertlng the vifionary nature

of Chriil s temptation, while we allow the reality of his forty

days fall, and fubfequent hunger, the hiilory appears a coii-

fufed mixture of fadls and vifions : I anfwer, that there are

certain rules by which fads and vifions may (very generally at

leaft) be diilinguilhed from each other; which were laid down

above, p. 30
—

33. Jf the hiftorian makes no particular and ex-

prefs declaration, that what he relates as matter of fadl, is only

a vifion ; we are to be determined by the nature and fcope of

the relation. But in the prefent cafe, the language of the fa-

cred penmen guards us from millake. By telling us that

Chrift was carried into the wildernefs by a miraculous ope-

ration of the Spirit /« 'vifiGn^ to be tempted of the devil ;

they lead us to conceive of every part of the temptation

as vifionary. And this declaration does not afFe£l any other

branch of the hiftory ; which ought therefore to be literally

underftood, as the nature and intention of the fadls themfelves

manifeftly require. It is further urged,
" that it is unnatural

*' to fuppofe, Chrifl: was carried into the wildernefs ffiritually
** in order to his having a vifionary reprefentation of the devil's

"
temptations ; inafmuch as there intervened the fpace of forty

**
days, between his fuppofed fpiritual rapture into the wilder-

** nefs and thofe temptations ; in which intervening fpace of

F *' time
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anfwerable for thofe mifconftruftions wlikh

have been put upon iu

But

** time ChrilVs f^ft and hanger, wiilch we aUdvv to be real oc-

*'
currences, took place." But though there was indeed the

fpace of forty days between Chriil's being carried iuto the de-

fart in viflon, and thofe particular temptations which are re-

corded by St Mathew and St. Luke, (probably becaufe they

referred to ChriiVs publkk minijlry, while they omitted others of

a more perfonal and private nature ;) yet we are exprefsly told

by St. Mark (ch. i. 13.) 7hat he ivas then in the nvildet-nefs (in

the fame place, and in the fame ftate of trance or extacy, as he

was when the Spirit at lirfl carried him into the wildernefs. See

above p. 47, note ^ and p. 54.) forty days tempted of the de<vil.

And fmce we have proved, that by his being tempted by the

devil, we are to underftand his having a reprefentation of the

devil as coming to him, and propofmg temptations ; he muft'

have been during the entire fpace of forty days Under the power
ofa divine vifion. The other circumftances of the hiftory, in-

Itead of deftroying, confirm this opinion. His being fupported

forty days without food, and without feeling the fenfation of

hunger, was itfelf a perpetual miracle wrought upon his body,

and one very proper to preferve his mind in the moft fit Hate for

receiving fupernatural communications from God. Towards

tlie clofe of the fortieth day, the divine power was fufpended,

and Chrill was permitted to {Qt\ the fenfation of hunger, in or-

der to prepare the way to the firft temptation, (juft as Peter ^^-

ca?ne 'very hungry before his vifion of the fheet containing all man-
ner of animals, Aa. X. lo;) and to give him a jufter fenfe of

what was afterwards to befal him. And lallly, Chriil's miracu-
^

lews protedion through the whole fpace of forty days, from the

commencement to the conclufion of his vifion, during which he

could be in no capacity of defending himftlf, (as was obferved

above p. 41.) agrees better with our hypothefis, than with any
other. Now if Chrift's vifion commenced at the time of his be-

ing carried into the wildernefs in the Spirit,
and continued

through
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But fome, perhaps, may flill imagine, that

this ftate of the cafe, while it folves fome diffi-

culties, raifes others ; fince it may feem hard

to conceive, that a divine hand fhould prefent

fuch fcenes as thefe before the mind of Chrift,

or what purpofes worthy the wifdom of God

could be thereby anfwered. This brings us,

SECT. IV,

TO examine the proper intention of thl3

prophetic vifion. Here I will endea-

vour to (hew, that the feveral fcenes which it

contains, though prefented to Chrift in the

form, and capable of anfwering the end, of a

prefent trial ; were diredlly intended as a fym-
bolical predidlion and reprefentation of the fu-

ture difficulties of his office and miniftry. But

what occurs in this and the former fedlion, I

offer with a juft diffidence j and having no

guide to follow, it behoves me to proceed with

caution, and to prepare the way for the proof
of what is advanced, by premifing a few gene-
ral obfervations.

I.) It may be obferved, thatChrifl: was li-

able to temptations. This is plainly implied
F 2 IQ

through the entire fpace of forty days, till it was clofed with

thofe reprefentatlons of Satan defcribed by St. Mathew and St.

Luke i the objedion under confideration falls to the ground.
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in that declaration of Chrifl to his difciples, I'e

are they which have continued with me in my

temptations
^

; and exprefsly aflerted in the epif-

tle to the Hebrews^ He himfelj hath fuffered^ be-*

ing tempted^. In terms of yet larger import it

is faid, He was in all points tempted like as we

are^ yet withoutfm ^, There is in thefe feve-

ral paffages a very peculiar reference to the out-

ward fufFerings and perfecutions which he un-

derwent. . But thefe were not the only trials to

which he was expofed. The mod innocent

affedions, the defire of efteem, the dread of

poverty or reproach, refentment againft injury

or wickednefs, and other paffions belonging to

©ur original frame, whenever they interfere

with the conviction of duty, cannot but ferve

for our trial, whether we will be governed by
them or by confcience. And therefore amongfi:

innumerable other triumphs of the Redeemer's

virtue, we read, that he did not feek his own

glory V that he became poor ^Jor our fakes, that

be tempered his arjger with compaffion \ en-

dured

' ^. Lukexxii. 28. ^ Heb. ii. 18, *" Ch. iv.
15..

g John vii. 14.
^ 2 Cor. viii. 9,

^ Mark iii.
5".

And^ nuhen he had looked round about on then^

fwith anger y GvKXv^ovy.iVo^ at thefame time grie'uing for the hard-

nefs of their hearts. He was at once touched both with difplea-

^^fure and compaflion at the malice and obllinacy of the Pha-

rifees.
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dured the fjame
^
as well as torture of tlic

crofs, and reftrained his own inclinations out of

regard to the benefit of others 5 for be pleafed

not himfelfK In a word, there is no paflion,

if it be not kept under difciphne, v^hich may
not hold us back from our duty, or lead us in-

to fin. The firfl Adam^ though he came out

of the hands of his maker in a ftate of inno-

cence^ was liable to temptations ; and he fell

by them : the fecond Adam was as liable to

them as the firfl:, though he overcame them.

This obfervation, (which is not always carried

to it's juft extent,) is very neceflary to the right

underflanding of this pafi!age, whether it de-

fcribes a prefent or foretels a future trial. It

may likewife i^xsjt to illuft:rate many other

padages of fcripture, and to fet the charadler

of our Redeemer in a
jufl: point of light ; for

his merit rifes in proportion to the number and

ftrength of thofe temptations which he over-

came. We may obferve farther,

2.) That it is poffible, this vifion might

contain a prefent trial. * The two moft com-

mon w^ays, in which God revealed him-

felf to the prophets, were vifions and

F 3 dreams.

* Heb. xii. 2.
' Rom. xv. 3.

* How far, and in what fenfe, this vifion might be a pre-

fent trial, is fhewn in the Appendix, N°. V.



[ 7^ ]

dreams "". In both thefe, the divine will

was generally communicated by emblematical

images and appearances
"

^ and therefore they

are oppofed to a dire6l and plain revelation, in

which there was no enigmatical or parabolical

reprefentation ^ But there was this difference

between vifions and dreams : in a dream, the

infpired perfon was afleep, all his external

fenfes were bound up, and the ordinary ope-

ration of his reafon fufpended ; but in a vifion,

he was awake, and had the regular exercife of

his underftanding and judgment ^. This kind

of

*° Numb. xii. 6. Joel il. 28;

^ Dan. viii. i— lo, 15. Gen. xxviii. 12. ch. xl. g— ir,

16, 17. ch. xli. I 7. Hof. xii. 10. Vifions and dreams feem

fometimes to have fucceeded one another. Gen. xv, i, iz.

Dart. vii. i, 2. ch. viii. 16—-18,
^ Numb. xii. 6 8.

P It has, indeed, been generally faid, that in vifions as well

as in dreams, the external fenfes were laid afleep j but as this

IS fald without evidence, fo it dellroys the diftindion between

.thefe two different methods of revelation. In a vifion, I grant,
the mind of the prophet might be fo ingroffed by the Itriking

fcenes that were prefented to it, as to render him quite regard-

lefs of the external objefts around him; but inafmuch as he was

awake, the ordinary exercife of his underflanding could not be

fufpended, as it is when the external fenfes are afleep. See

Numb. xxiv. 2—4, 16. Ifthe fenfes were indeed bound up in

a vifion ; this was done by a fupernatural agency, in order to

prevent the mind from being diverted by outward objefts and

oecaficns, and to engage it's attention more clofely to ihofe mi-

raculous fcenes which were fpread before it.



[ 71 ]

of Infplration was called vifion or fight % pro-

bably not from any ufe made of the bodily

fight, but on account of the analogy between

thefe two methods of information 5 vifion ex-

citing images within us, or enabling the mind

to perceive objeds, no lefs than the corporeal

faculty of feeing.' For this reafon prophets are

often cMed feers\ And though the
repre-,

'

fentations of a vifion are only as the images of

things in a glafs,
in which we do not behold

the things themfelves ; yet vifion gives as clear

a view of what it reprefents, as if it was the

very thing itfelf, and the notice of it was con-

veyed by the fenfes. What is imaginary, no

way differs in appearance from that which is

real, and has the fame effed upon the prophet;

who does not at the time diftinguifh between

the images of a vifion, and outward objeds*.

F 4
- If

^ I hear fpeak of vifion, as diflinguiflied from every other

fpecles ofrevelation, not as it denotes prophecy or infpiration

in general, or any extraordinary difcovery of the mind of God.

If. i. r. 2 Sam.vii. 4 17. Prov. xxix. 1 8.
'

I Sam. ix. 9.
^ See above, Seft. i. p. 3 1, note ^, In confirmation of what

is there argued at large in proof of this point, I add ; that when
Saul had a 'vijion of Ananias coming /«, and putting his hand on

him, that he might recei've hisjtght, Ads ix. 12; this was an ex-

adl reprefentation of what was afterwards ad:ually done. And

5«a/, though now blind, faw Ananias as clearly in reprefentation

or vifion, as he did when he appeared to him vifibly, upon the

recovery
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If the mind be paffive, as no doubt it is, in

receiving thefe images, and cannot but judge

according to appearances ; let it be remem-

bered, that
jufl:

thus it is with regard to the

imprefiion made by external objedts them-

felves, and the ideas they raife in the mind ;

the will having no more power to controul

our inward views and apprehenfions, in this

latter cafe, than in the former. And as in

both cafes, the mind is alike paffive in receiving

imprefiions ;
fo in all other refpeds, it may in-

joy an equal liberty in both. Whether the

notice of things is conveyed to it, by the in-

ftrumentality of the fenfes, or by a miraculous

agency j
it may experience the fame difpoii-

tions and fentiments with regard to the things

themfelves. it may be as capable of a rational

determination and choice, with refpedt to the

reprcfentations
of a vifion, as with refpedl to

the objeds of fenfe. And confequently, the

one may ferve for the trial, difplay and im-

provement of virtue, no lefs than the other.

This account of the nature of prophetic vi-

fions, is confirmed by the behaviour of thofe

who have been favoured with them. During the

funer-

'recovery of his fight. This is one proof, amongft many others,

that the miraculous fcenes of a vifion were not (always, if ever)

placed before the bodily eye, but were difcerned by the minel,

without the afiillance of the corporeal organ.

/
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,

fupernataral
Illumination of their underftand-

ings, they were free from that extatic diforder

and confufion of mind, as well as from thofc

convLilfive agitations of body, with which the

pretences to prophecy and divination amongfl:

the Pagans were attended. As their reafon was

not difturbed, fo their paflions worked in a na-
"

rural way ; and were afFeded by the fcenes of

a vifion, juft as they would have been by out-

ward objeds of a fimilar nature prefented to

their fenfes^ They argued and adted with as

much freedom, force and propriety, as they

could have done at any other time. Thus**

when tb^ word of the Lord came unto Abraham

in a vifion^ fiy''^S> ^^^ thy fiield^ a?2d thy ex-

ceeding great reward y Abraham very rationally

reprefented to God, how little the greateft

riches would avail him, if he mull: at laft leave
'

them to the inheritance of a fervant. And
when God promifed him, that 2Lfon of his own

body {hould become his heir, and brought him

forth abroad^ and faid^ hook now toward hea--

ven^ and tell the ftars ""^ if thou be able to number

them I

t See Gen. xv. 1 2, 13. ch. xvii. 1 7. Ifa. xxi. 3, 4. Jer. xxiif.

9. Dan. X. II, 12, 16, 17. Adl. xviii. 9. ch. xxiii. 11, and

compare Exod. iii. 3. Dan. v. 5. Ad. xxvi. 19.
" Gen. XV. i—6.

* This language, God brought himforth ahroa^, and/aid^ Look

no'w toivards hea'ven^ and tell the Jiars, confirms what was ob-

ferved
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them*^ adding^ Jo (hall thy feed be
-y
Abraham

believed in the hordy upon due confideration of

the omnipotence and truth of God, \^\\ocou7it'-

edit to him for rigbteoufnefs^ while he was yet
under the vifion. In Hke manner, when St.

Peter ^ had a vifionary reprefentation of a large

fheet, let down, as it were, from heaven, full

of abundance of animals, clean and unclean,

all mixed together ; and was bid to take his

choice, and fatisfy his hunger- he flartles at

the propofal, and remonftrates juft as he

would have done, had it been a real fcene, not

•a vifionary one ; Not Jo ^ Lordy for I have never

eaten any thing common or unclean : for he was

not yet aware, that the Jcwi/h law was no

longer, in any part of it, obligatory upoa
chriftians. It were both a needlefs and an end-

}efs ta& to adduce all the other examples ^of

this

ferved above, Sed. i. p. 29 33, that the reprefentations of

a vifion are related as fads; and jullifies the explication given
©f the language both of the prophet Ezckiel, and of the evange-

Jifls, Sedl, 3, For that this was nothing more than a vifionary

reprefentation, is certain from its being called a vifion, ver. 1 ;

and from this farther circumflance, that the fun vi^as not yet

gone down, ver. 1 2, and confequently the Hars were not vifiible

to the eye.

y Adls X. 10— 14.

2^ Thofe, however, who defire more inftances, may compare

St. PauPs behaviour when he had a vifion of Chriftin the tem-

ple, Ad. xxii. 17
—20 j v/ith his behaviour when he had an

adual
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this kind which the icripture affords ; fincc

amongft the numerous vifions it records, I do

not recoiled: one, in which the prophet does

not difcover a found underftanding, and make

the fame refledions upon the imaginary fcenes

which paffed before him, as he would have

done had they been real. And if this was the

cafe with the other prophets, during their vi%

fions J it is reafonable to fuppofe, it was the

fame with Chrift, during his j and confe-

quently he was capable of returning a rational

anfwer to the propofals made to him in vifion,

in the manner the hiftory reprefents ; and his

rejecting them would difcover and
difplay the

virtuous affedions and principles by which he

was governed. And fo far this vifion would

ferve as a prefent trial. This however could

not be it's dired intention i as is (hewn in the

appendix \

3.) This vifion, was properly defigned as a

predidion and fymbolical reprefentation of the

particular difficulties and temptations, he was
to meet with in the execution of his office, and

in the exercife of his miraculous powers, as

the Meffiah, If we examine the other vifions

recorded

adlual fight of him on his way to Damafcus, ch. ix. 4—6 : and

they will find both to be equally rational. Or they may con-
fult Ezek. iv. 9— J 4, and the palTages referred to above, p. 73,
note ^»
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recorded in fcripture, we fhall find, that all

the images they contained, were not defigned

for their own fakes^ without any farther in-

tention and reference 3 but that they were fym-
bols or emblems, that is, figns and reprefen-

tations of other things ^. By thefe images and

emblems, God was pleafed to fignify and ex-

prefs moral inftruftions, and to foretel and pre-

figure future events. From hence it Vv'ill fol-

low, that if the temptation of Chrift was a di-

vine vifion, as we have already proved it to be;

we mufl: allow in general, that the images pre-

fented to him in it, were fymbolical, or rela-

tive to fome other matters, of which they

were an apt reprefentation ; unlefs we will in-

terpret this vilion, in a manner different from

all other vifions.
'

But if the vifion of Chrift

was figurative
and parabolical, it may very na-

turally be inquired, What is the particular
in-

tention of it ? and how is this to be learnt?

I anfwer, that as it is no where explained in

fcripture, the proper meaning of it muft be

colledled from the nature and circumftances

of the viGon itfelf, as was ufual in the like

^afes. When the images of a vifion bore an

obvi-

^ See the appendix, N°. IV. where many proofs
of the pro-

phetic and fymbolical nature of vifions in general, are pro-

duced,
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obvious meaning, and clearly pointed out the

particular
inftrudtion they were defigned to

convey, no formal explanation was given %

The enquiry here therefore muft be. What do

the images or figns in this vifion moft naturally

denote ? to what do the fymbols mod nearly

correfpond ? And if it fl:iould appear, when

we proceed to examine the particular fcenes of

this vifion, that there is a perfefl: correfpon-

dence and refemblance between them and th^

feveral temptations to which Chrifi: was ex-

pofed, in the exercife of his miniftry and mi-

raculous powers ; it may fairly be inferred, that

the former vsrere defigned as a predidion and

prefiguration
of the latter. But fhould it bs

ever fo clearly demonftrated, that this vifion

contains a reprefentation of the future difficul-

ties of Chrift's public mlniftry ; this will rather

confirm, than overthrow the opinion of its an-

fwering at the fame time the end of a prefent

trial ; fince the very profpedl of thofe difficul-

ties would conftitute a very great trial. And

furely

« When Daniel had feen the vifion of the ram and he-goat,

he foughtfor the meaning, and it was explained to him. Dan«.

viii. 15
—

17* Biit when St. Peter doubted in himfelf^ n.tjhat his

wi/ion (cited above, p. 56, ^"j^fhould mean, no formal explana*

tion of it was given, though it was defigned for his own infor-

mation. He was only directed to go with the meiTengers of

Cornelius
'y
which was fufficient to guide him into the true inter-

pretation of his vifion. A61. X, 17—-20.
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furely the vvifdom of God might frame fach

fcenes, as fhould be both probationary in their

own nature, and prophetic or fymbolical in

their principal intention. This leads me to

add,

4.) That fuch fcenes as this vifion contains,

whether confidered as probationary or prophe-

tical, might be prefented to Chrift by a divine

hand, without any unworthy imputation upon
the divine holinefs or goodnefs. Nothing is

more certain, than that God does not tempt any
man \ in the criminal fenfe of that expreffion ;

he never adls with an intention of feducing
men into fin ; nay, he does every thing con-

fiftent with the rules of his moral government,
to guard them againft it. And in this fenfe of

the word, the fcenes of this vifion did not con-

tain a prefent temptation ; they were not de-

ligned to feduce Chrift into fin ^ Neverthelefs,

there is a fenfe of the word, in which God
does tempt

^ men ; that is, he propofeth to them

fuitable trials, for the difcovery, difplay and

improve-

^
Jam. i. 13.

e See Appendix N°. V.
*" The word, Teipd^eiv, imports nothing more, in its primary

Hgnification, than 'Tre^pxv P^etCeii', periculum facere, to make a

trfalj ejay or proof of fomething. A61. xxiv. 6. 2 Cor. xiii. ^,

Heb. xi. 17. But even in this fenfe of the word, when God
is faid to tempt men ; this is not defigned for his own informa-

tion, but to ferve the ends of his moral government.
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improvement of their piety and obedience*

Thus God tempted, or made trial of, Abra--

ham^. And thus he tempteth or trieth all

men ; having indued them with thofe affec-

tions, and placed them in thofe circumflance?^

which neceffarily conftitute a trial of their in-

tegrity. Nor are thefe trials unworthy of God ;

but are indeed the very means he ufes to exer-

cife, confirm and perfefl:
our virtue. And

trials might be propofed to the Son of God,

with the fame general intention as they are to

the children of men. For though a Son, yet

harnedhe obedience^ by the things which he fuj-

fired^. It could not therefore be unworthy of

God, to fpread fuch fcenes before the mind of

Chrift, as fliould ferve to exercife, to difcover

and difplay his virtue: the only fenfe in which

we affert them to be probationary \ But what

alone would be a full vindication of the divine

conduct in the prefent cafe, is, that the fcenes

of this vifion were defigned to reprefent the

temptations of his future miniftry, fuch as it

could not be unworthy of God to place before

his view ; becaufe they were no other than

what God faw fit adtually to appoint. They
fprung from a divine conftitution, were the

natural confequence of the humanity of Chrift,

of

* Gen. xxii. f.

^ Heb. V. 8. i See Appendix, ls\ V.
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of the office and powers with which he was

invefted by the Father, and the wife rules by
which he was to conduct himfelf in the exer-

cife of them. So that he was placed by God

in thofe trying circumftances, which this vifion

reprefented. And as the propofals, which were

afterwards to occur in real Hfe, now appeared

to be made to him by the devil
-y
the manifeft

intention of the vifion was to lead him into

a juft conception of thofe propofals, as crimi-

nal in their nature, and on that account fit to

be rejedled ^. Befides, as the beft ends were

to be anfwered, (as we (hall endeavour to

evince,) by this predidion and reprefentation

of fuch future events as were to befal him, it

muft be efteemed worthy to proceed from the

Spirit,
not of delufion, but of holinefs, truth

and wifdom K

Having premifed thefe general obfervations,

I proceed now (as I propofed) diftindly to ex-

amine the feveral fcenes of this prophetic vi-

fion, in order to point out the pecuUar inten-

tion of each, and to fliew, that though they

might contain a prefent trial \ yet that they

were
i See the Appendix N^. VI.

k With regard to the objeftion made to the reprefentation of

Satan's promife of the world to Chrift, fee the Appejndix N*^,

VII.
"^ Should it appear doubtful to any, whether the fevera!

fcenes of this vifion were probationary in their nature, and

anfwered
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Were (1 i red:!y and properly defigned as fymbolical

predidlions and reprefentations of the future dif-

ficulties of Chrifi;*s office and miniflry.

I. In the firft of thefe prophetic fcenes;,

the great adverfary "of mankind feemed to ap-

proach our Rcdeenicr, and to accoft him ia

the following manner: If thou he (or, inaf-

much °
a^ thou art) the Son of Gcd (or^ the Mef-

Jiah
P
) command that thefe fones be made bread,

Chrifi

anfwered the end of a prefent trial ; this will not afiedl what

is urged in fupport of theix being a predidion and prefiguratioii

of ChriiTs future ttials ; which is here afTerted to be their pro-

per intention.

" When God revealed to Abraham in a deep ileep the affile
-

tions of his pollerity, they were reprcfented by the horror of

great darknefs. Gen. xv. 12, 13. But what more natural em-

blem oi temptations could there be, than the image of the great

tempter ?

° It is generally thought, that thefe words imply a doubt in

the devil, whether Jefus was the MefTiah ; or that they were

intended to raife fuch a doubt in the bread of Jefus him felf.

But that the devil could not doubt who Jefus was, has been

fhewn above, fed. i. p. 11. note "'. And when we confider

what exprefs tellimonies were born to Chrifl: at his baptifm, it

appears impoffible, that Jefus himfelf fhould entertain any
doubt about his own charadler. In tliofe words. If thou be the

Son of God, cotnmand that thejefiones he mside bread, it is taken for

granted, that he was the Son of ^ God ; and he is prompted to

ad as became him under that charader. See the note here re-

ferred to,

P That the Meffiah and the Son of God, are equivalent

terms, will appear by comparing Mat. xxvi. 63, Luke xxii. 6jy

G 70. John
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Chrift having already continued fading forty

days and forty nights together ; and the di«

vine power by which his body had hitherto

been fuilained without any nourifhment, being

withdrawn ; he now began to feel the keen

fenfations of hunger
'^

: and he was flill in the

wildernefs, remote from all the ordinary means

of fuftenance. In thefe circumftances it was

fuggefted to him by the tempter,
" That it

" was very unfuitable to his dignity and pe-
'*

culiar relation to the Father^ to remain de-

" ftitute of the neceffary fupports of life 5
and

** that it became him to exert the miracu-

*^ lous powers with which he was invelled as

** the Meffiah, for his own immediate relief.*'

What temptation could be more fpecious than

this ? why might not the Son of the mod

High, when he felt the fevere preffure of bo-

dily wants, and had no profpedl of a fupply in

the ordinary way, exert his power for fo im-

portant a purpofe, as felf- prefervation ?

Yet, forcible as this temptation was, it was

rejedled, and upon the jufteft principles i as

appears

70, John i. 34, 41, 49. Mat. xvi. t6. Mark vlii. 29. Ad. viii.

37. See Pf, ii. 7, from whence the Je^vjs might learn to

apply this title, the Son ofGod, to the Meffiah.

1 This circumflance was proper to prepare the way to the

prefent temptation, and to give it force. Compare Aft x. 10,

where we reaS that St. Peter became 'very hungry ^ juft before his

vifion of the fheet containing all manner of living creatures.
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appears from the following reply of our Lord i

Man fiall not live by bread
^

alone ^ but by every
'word that prcceedeth out of the mouth of God \

Thefe words, which are borrowed from the

writings of MofeSy refer to the cafe of the If^

raelites in the wildernefs, and affign the reafoa

of God's feeding them there with manna from

heaven. In this connedion they are very ap-

plicable to the cafe of our Lord, and are to be

underftood as comprizing in them the follow-

ing argument:
" If God, when he led the

**
Ifraelites into the wildernefs, did not fuffer

them to
perifli

in it, but interpofed in a mi-

raculous manner for their fupply, and fed

them with manna, (which, though a light

kind of food, gave their bodies as much vi-

gour as the bread and flefli of EgyptJ in or-

" der to convince them, that he could fuftain

" this animal life, not by bread only, but by
*' whatever other means he Ihould fee fit to

*'

appoint and provide, or even without any
** natural means at all, by his own efficacious

" word or will alone '
: v^hy then fliould I,

** from a diftruft either of his power or provi-

*^ dential goodnefs, undertake to fupply my
G 2 *' own

' Deut. viii. 3,

s As in the cafe of Mofes, Exod. xxlv. 1 5. Deut. ix. 9, 1 8 ;

of
Elijah, I King. xix. 8 ; and of Chrill, Mat. iv. 2 ; each of

whom fafted forty days.

cc

<c

cc

<c

cc
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^^ own wants in a manner he has not pre-
*' fcribed ? He will not be lefs ready, at the

"
proper feafon, to interpofe on my behalf,

*' than he was on their's j fince I was brought
^^ into the wildernefs under his diredion \ as

**
they were; and have hitherto had experi-

*« ence of his power in proteding me from
*' the dangers of the place, and in fuftaining
** me without food for forty days together. In

*' this Exigence^ I will trufl: in God ; perfua-
" ded that he will himfelf rather work a mi-
**

racle in my favour, than fuffer me to want
*'

neceflary fuftenance." Thus did our Lord,

from a principle of refignation to God, and re-

liance on his power and care, refufe to turn

ftones into bread. And his piety was fpeedily

rewarded by a miraculous fupply of food, pro-
vided for him by God ". For, when the temp-
tation was ended, tbe angels came and mini"

fired unto him'^. And does it not appear, from

what has already been offered under this head,

that this firfl: fcene in Cbrift's vifion was pro-

bationary,

t This amounted ta a virtual promife of fupport, in one me-
thod or other.

"
Compare i Kings xix. ^.

^ Mat. iv. II. The word, S'lxv.oveiV, here rendered to mhiif.er^

very often fignifies, to minipr food, or to ivait at table. Mat.
viii. I J. Lukexvii. 8. ch. xxii. 27. John xii. 2. Numerous in-

ftances of this ufe of the word in heathen authors are produced
by IVetJlein upon the place.
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batlonary, and ferved to difcover the prefent

turn and temper of his mind ?

No lefs evident does it feem that this fcene

was prophetical, and had a reference to his fu-

ture miniftry, through the whole courfe of

which he v/as prelied with the fame kind of

temptations, and renfted them' upon the fame

principles. This part of the vifion very natu-

rally conveyed this general inftrudion ;
'^ That

Chrift, though the Son of God, was to flruff-

gle with the affliding hardfliips of hunger and

third, and all the other evils of humanity, like

the lowed of the fons of nien : and that he

was never to exert his divine power for his own

perfonal relief, under the moll: preffing diffi-

culties, or for the fupply of his moft urgent

occafions; but with refienation and faith to

wait for the interpofition ofGod in his favour."

Accordingly we find that Chrift regulated his'

conduce by this maxim. He did not fubfift by-

miracles
;
but though rich in the poffeffion of

a power capable of controuling all the laws of

nature, though heir and lord of all, he be-

came poor, lived an indigent life, without any
fettled habitation or certain provifion y. He
knew how much more blefled it is to givethaa

to receive, and yet difdained not to accept kind-

G 3 nefs

y Mat.viii. 20.
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nefs from others, or even to (land indtbted to

their bounty for hisfllpport^ In feme cir-

cumilances he felt the pieffure of hunger %
without having food to eat ^ at other times he

had no leifure to take any, through a zealous

application to the duties of his office, fuch as

was not to be interrupted by the preffing calls

of nature. He chofe rather to deny himfelf

neceffary refreftiment, than lofe an opportu-

nity of healing and inftruding the multitude ^

And neither on thcfe, nor on any other occa-

fions, did he relieve himfelf by a miracle. This

is the more extraordinary, as he interpofed

with readinefs on the behalf of others, who

daily rejoiced in the temporal as well as fpiri-

tual benefit of his divine power ; and at diffe-

rent times fed the hungry multitudes in the de-

fert, by a miraculous increafe of his own flen-

der provifions \ Nor did he only endure

hunger and thirft, but all the other evils in-

cident to human nature. He lived a labori-

ous, and led an itinerant life. Inftead of com-

manding angels to his fervice, he fubmitted to

the inconveniences and fatigue
^ of travelling

on foot from one part of Judea and Galilee to

another^
* Lukevlii. 3.

^ Mark xi. 12.

^ Mark iii. 20, 21. ch. vi. 31
—

34. Mat. xiv. 13, 14.
« Mat. XV. 33, 34. Markviii. 4, 5, Mat. xiv. 16, 17. Mark

vi. 37»38.
^
John iv. 6.
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another, and was toffed about by tempeds at

fea. He was exhaufted ^

by the inceffant la-

bours of his mniiftry, and that intenfe applica-

tion of mind with which he engaged in it.

After performing tirefome journies, and preach-

ing to the crowds which followed him, in the

day ; he often fpent a confiderable part of the

night, fometimes the whole of it, in earned

prayer to God, and in the open air; notwith-

ftanding the copious dews, which fall by

night in thofe parts, muft have been very dan-

gerous, efpecially when the body was heated

by the exercife of the preceding day. So ma-

ny injuries
did his conftitution fuffer, that the

crafis, or texture of his blood, was defiroyed,

and fvveated through every pore of his body^.
And to fuch a degree was he enfeebled by the

violences to which he patiently fubmitted, as

to be unable to bear his crofs s. He, who in fo

many thoufand inftances renewed the health

and vigour of others, never exerted any mi-

raculous power either to preferve or reftore

G 4 his

c Dr. Lardner, in the firil volume of his fupplement to the

credibility of the gofpel hirrory, p. 203, cbferves, that our

Lord's fleeping in the midfl: of a ftorm was owing to his under-

taking the voyage in the evening, after the fatigue oFlong dif-

courfes in publick, and without any refrefhnient. Mark iv,

[ Luke xxii. 44, S Mat. xxvii. j2.
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his own, but funk under the preffure of his

infirmities ! la all his exigencies he referred

himfelf to God. Even under that great ex-

tremity, his agony in the garden, he fought
and waited for the interpofition of God ; who,
in anfvver to his prayer, fent an angel from

heaven to (irengthen him ^. And when the

hour of his death approached, he ufed no

means for his refcue ^\ but meekly refigned

himfelf into the hands of his mofi: malicious

enemies, in obedience to his Father's will.

The divine powers with which Chrift was

invefled, v/ere defigned as the feal of his mif-

fion ; and accordingly they were never applied

to a different purpofe. This ftricl appropria-

tion of his miracles to their proper intention,

ferved to point it out more clearly, and to keep
it in conflant view ;

to manifefi: the wifdom

and neceflity of the works themfelves, and to

preferve their dignity and authority, which

would have been impaired, if not deftroyed,

by a more general application of them. As

Chrift never applied them to any purpofe fo-

reign to their grand intention ; fo it was in a

very peculiar manner neceflary, that they

ftiould never be employed to protedl himfelf

from the calamities and diftreffes to which hu-

man

f Luke xxii, 43.
^ Mat, xxvit 52, 53, 54. John xviii. 6,



t S9 1
•

man nature is incident. Had he, when made

in the likenefs of men, faved himfelf by mi-

racles from the evils of humanity ; where had

been his conflid, his victory, his triupjph ? or

where the confolation and benefit his followers

derive from his example, his merit, his crown?

Sufferings were the theatre on which he dif-

played his divine virtues
' and they were both

the ground of his advancement to the glorious

office of our Redeemer ^, and a natural means

of infpiring him with compaffion
^
to all who

were to follow him "".

II. In the fecond fcene of this vifion'', the

devil takefh Chrifl into the holy city^ Jerufalem,

{ind fetteth him on the wing
°

of the temple^ and

faith unto him^ If thou be (or, fmce thou art)

the

J Heb. V. 8. cited above, p. 79.
^ And being made perfeSi, he became the author of eternalfahva'

tlonurtto all them that obey him. Heb. v. 9. fee ch, ii. 10,

' Heb. ii. 17, 18. ch.iv. 19.
^ What is urged under this head, anfwers the old objeflion

of the Jews to Chrill, when he was hanging on the crofs, from

his not ufing his power for his own protedion and fafety, as it

may be thought a wife man ought to have done : an objeclioa

that has been repeated iji every age from that day to this, by the

adverfaries of the gofpel, without refleding, that his power of

miracles was never defigned for any fuch purpofe. See Whitby
on John xviii. 4.

n Mat. iv. 5,6.
^

'Tmpvyiov, the
n^ving^ not the finnade, as It is in the com-

mon tranflation. See Lightfoot^. \NOxk^, vol. II. p, 130. Set;

jibov^ Sed. I. p. 1 9, note p.
' *
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the Son of God, cajl thyfelfdown : for it is writ-

tefi'^yHefhall give his angeis charge concerning

thee^ end i?i their hands fl:all they bear thee up^

le/l at any time thou da/Jj thy foot againfi a

Jione,

It is generally fuppofed, that Chrift is here

called upon to expofe his perfon to danger
without any neceffity, from a confidence in

the protedion of the Almighty, which he, as

the Son of God, had peculiar reafon to exped ;

iince even to good men God had promifed the

guardianfliip
of his angels. But the propofal Is

very capable of a more comprehenfive mean-

ing. For the fcene of this vifion i^ different

from the former, as feveral writers "^ have ob-

ferved. Chrift is not placed at the top of a

high rock in the wildernefs, where he already

was ; though by throwing himfelf down from

any formidable precipice in fuch a
folitary

place, the divine power muft equally have in-

terpofed for hio prefervation, and his faith in

that power been put to the trial. The fcene

of this temptation was Jerufalemy the metro-

polis
of Jiideay and the feat of power j it was

the temple of Jerufalem^ where the Jews ex-

petted
the firft appearance of their Mefliah,

that

P Pfal. xcl. 1 1;

<i Dr. l,ightfoot\ and Mr. Macknlghth Harmonies*
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that an angel of the covenant who was to

comefuddenly to ifj it was the wing of the

temple, the eaftern front of it, which com-

manded a view of the croud of
worfl:iippers

below. From this moft public eminence, and

before immenfe multitudes, not from the ob-

fcurities ofthe wildernefs, is Chrifl required to

throw himielf down, in a dependence upon
the divine protection, (which none could have

fo much reafon to expefl: as the Son of God
j)

that fo his miraculous prefervation might give

evidence of his divine mifiion, and induce the

numerous worfliippers, who were eye-witnef-

fes of it, to acknowledge him immediately as

the Meffiah, vifibly defcending from heaven,
in a manner agreable to the expedation of the

yews. Such was the propofal here made to

Chrift ; and in it's own nature it certainly car-

ried a very powerful temptation. How feem-

ingly honourable and glorious would it have

been for the Meffiah, to have opened his com-
miffion upon fuch a public theatre, and with

fuch demonftratiqns of divine power ? Let us

inquire therefore upon what principles this fpe-

cious temptation was rejedted.

In anfwer to the quotation from fcripture,

by which the devil fought to inforce his temp-

tation, our Lord replies, It is 'written alfo^
thou

/halt

I Malachi iii. i ,
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J/:aIt not tempt the Lord thy God ^. To tempt

God, is to make an improper trial of his

power, to make new and unreafonable de-

mands upon it, after fuflicient evidence has

been already afforded ; and to do this, not

barely from prefumption, but from diftruft.

In this fenfe the expreffion is often
^ ufed in

fcripture, as well as in the particular inftance re-

ferred to by our Lord''. His meaning, therefore,

mufl: be this :
*' The fcripture forbids us to

prefcribe to God in what inftances he {hall

exert his power : and as we are not to ru(h

«*
upon danger without a call, in expedtation

** of an extraordinary deliverance ; fo neither

" are we to didate to divine v/ifdom what
^* miracles fhall be wrought for mens con-

5' vidion/*

We are in the next place to inquire, what

reference this fcene might have to Chrift's fu-

ture
s Mat. iv. 7.
* Exod. xvii. 2, 7. Numb. xlv. 22. Pf. Ixxviii. 18. Pf. cvi.

14, 15. Mat. xvi. I. A61. xv. 10.

" Deut. vi. 16. M?,/^; does not here refer to any particular

cafe, in which the IJraelites were fo properly chargeable with

frefuming toofar upon the divine power and interpofition in their

favour, as with dljirujling it. After all the demonftrations of

the divine prefence, in dividing the red fea, in fupplying them

with manna, and going before them in the cloud, they ftill

doubted, h the Lord amongfi usy or not P Exod. xvii. 2— 7.

There .

might, however, be a mixture of prefumption on this

occafion, in daring to prefcribe to God the time and manner,

in which he fliould interpofe on their behalf.



[ 93 1

ture miniftry. Through the whole courfe of

it, he was affaulted with temptations fimilar

to that here propofed, and repelled them upon
the maxim here adopted. Inftead of needlefsly

and unwarrantably running into danger^ and

then relying upon the divine power to extricate

him
; which muft have occafioned an unne-

ceffary and endlefs multiplication of miracles :

we find him ufing the utmofl caution in declin-

ing hazards 5 avoiding, as far as poffible, what-

ever might exafperate his enemies, and even

injoining filence
"" with regard to his miracles,

thofe feals of his miffion, when the publica-

tion of them in fome particular circumftances

was likely, by raifing envy or popular com-

motions, to inflame their minds yet more a-

gainft him. We find him alfo difappointing

their malice, by prudently retreating
^ out of

its reach, till the appointed period of his mi*

niflry was fulfilled. So that although there

were fome inftances, in which he was proteded
from his adverfaries in a miraculous manner %
and in which it was abfolutely neceflary he

fhould be fo proteded, that he might not be

cut off before the ends of his miniftry were

accompliflied ; yet confidering how eagerly

the

^ Mat. viii. 4. ch. xii. 15—21.
y

Jx)hn X. 39, 40. Mat. xii. 15. U?ltJ^
iii. 7. John viii, $^»

=
John viii. 20.
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the JewtJIj rulers were bent upon his deftniq-^

tfon, and how often they attempted it % thofe

inftances are very few, compared with what

they muft have been, had not Chrifl: been per-

petually
attentive in his whole condudl to this

maxim, ^hou Coalt not tempt the Lord thy

God.

In producing the evidences of his divine

miffion, he ftill aded upon the fame maxim,

though he was often under theftrongeft temp-
tation to depart from it. Inftead of opening
his commiffion at Jerufakm^ and difplaying all

at once upon that grand theatre the powers
with which he was inverted ; he performed his

firft miracle at Cana in Galilee^ and made that

obfcure country, for a confiderable time, the

principal fcene of his miniflry. On this ac-

count he was blamed by his own brethren, as

ading unfuitably to his extraordinary charadter

and commiffion, and urged to floew himfelfpub-

licly to the ijoorld^n But as he was not influ-

enced by oftentatious views, and was folicitous

to anfwer the ends and fulfil the period of his

miniftry, in a manner the lead likely to create

noife and difturbance, or to give offence ; he

kept

a Mat. xli. 14. Majk iii. 6. Luke vi. 11. John vii. i. ch.

vii. 25, 31, 32. ch. viii. 20, 37, 39, ch. x. 39, 40. ch. xi. 7—•

16,45—57.

\ John vii. 4»
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kept himfelf as private as the nature of his

work would admit ;
fometimes

retiring into

deferts, where thofe who were defirous of his

inflrudions were willing to follow him, and

to fuftain the inconveniencies of hunger and

third for feveral days together. Inftead of

courting the favour of the opulent and power-

ful, to engage them to countenance and fup-

port his caufe ^ or challenging from the rulers

of the Jeivifj
nation the homage due to his

high character ;
he did not bear a commiffion

chiefly, or particularly,
directed to them, (an

honour fome of the antient prophets enjoyed,)

but converfed freely with all forts of people,

not only with the lowefl:, but with the worft,

in order to bring them to repentance. When
he had ufed fufficient means to fatisfy the moO:

fcrupulous integrity, to win over thofe to the

faith, who were either pioufly difpofed, or

willing to be reformed, agreably to the com-

miffion he had received from heaven ; he would

not proceed any farther. Fie refufed to com-

ply with the unreafonable demands of thofe,

who, notwithftanding all the proofs of his

miffion which had been already offered, ftill

demanded farther evidence, and called /ory^«5

from heaven''. Now thefe circumftances of

Chrifl^s

c
John il 18. Mat. xii. 38. Lukexi. 14. Mat.xvi. i. Mark

viii. II.



t 96 1

Ghrift's mlnlftry correfpond to thofe in his pro-*

phetic vifion, in which he was tempted to a

public and oftentatious difplay of his miracu-

lous powers.
'

And his anfwer to this iecond

temptation contained a new limitation, under

which thofe powers were to be ufed. Even

in bringing men to the faith, he was not to ex-

ceed the order and appointment of God. And

though the determination of God in this re-

fpedl was certainly founded in the highefl: wif-

dom, which ever .regulates all the operations

of his power ; though it was perfectly anala-

gous to the other meafures of his government

over his moral creatures, who are not formed

to religion and virtue by the utmofl exertions

of Omnipotence, but in fuch methods as are

confident with their freedom ; and though it

was well 'calculated to promote the credit and

true intereftof the gofpel, to eftablifh it on an

evidence beft adapted to its nature, and to win

over thofe to the faith of it, who were moft

likely to comply with its holy defign : though

this determination of God was wife and juft ;

yet did it require the greateft humility, for-

titude and piety in him, who had the power
of working miracles at pleafure, to acquiefce

therein. Ambition and vain glory could never

have refifted the temptations Chrift was under

to an inceffant and unlimited exertion of his

miracu-
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miraculous powers ; by which he would have

advanced his own honour, rendered his mi-

niftry more confpicuous and illuftrious, forced

univerfal conviftion, and commanded the ad-

miration and applaufe of the whole world*

This temptation was the more difficult to be

overcome, as in confequence of the method
which was taken, his dbdrine was embraced

only by afew welKdifpofed perfons, and thofe

generally in the lowed rank of life**; while it

was defpifed and perfecuted by the rich and

great, by the wife and learned^ who were in-

flaved to prejudice, or governed by fenfual and

ambitious views.

III. \w the third temptation the fcene

changes, and the devil taketb our hoxdiupinto
an exceeding high mountain^ ajidfieweth him all

the kingdoms ofthe worldy and the glory of them :

and faith unto him^ All thefe things will 1 give

thee^ ij thou wiltfall down and worjhip me %

How abfurd foever the offer, which the de»

vil here makes to Chrift, muft have appeared
to him in other circumftances^; and confe-

quently how little merit foever there might be

in
rejefting it : yet in a vifion the objects pre-

^ This circumftance gave occafion to the difplay of the moft
humble and amiable piety, Mat. xi. 25, 26,

« Mat. iv. 8, 9.
' See above, Sedl. i.p. 9, 10, 11.

H fented
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Tented to the imagination are apprehended to

be real s, and actually to poffefs all the powers
and properties they claim ^'

; and the mind

judges concerning things according to their ap-

pearance at that time ; and difcovers the very

fame turn and temper, as it would have done,

if theobjedl had been real, and not imaginary^

Hence it is that Chrift does not difpute the de-

vil's claim to thedifpofal of the world. The
offer of it in thefe circumflances, appeared to

proceed from one able to make it good ; and

there was juft the fame merit in rejeding it, as

if it had really done fo. How great that merit

was, may be judged by the largenefs of the

offer i which was nothing lefs than the empire

and glory, not of Judea only^ but of the whole

univerfe. Thefe objedts were placed before

Chrift in their mod alluring forms, and all

comprized in one view, fo as to ftrike his ima-

gination in their full force, Neverthelefs, the

propofal was rejefted, the very in Rant it was

made
-,
and not without a mixture ofjuft indig-

nation : Get thee hence^ Safan^ for it is writ-

ten^ T^boii fhalt worfhip the Lord thy God^ a^jd

him only Jhalt thou ferve'\
'

This reply was a

proof
S See above, Setft. i. p. 30— 32. and Se6l. 4. p. 71

—
75.

^ And confequently, if the devil was reprefented as having
the power of difpofmg of the empire of the world; this repre-

fentation ofhim would appear as real as one perfedly conform-

able to his true nature. See the Appendix, N^. VII. and V'llL
i Mat. iv, 10. •
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proof of the moft fteady and exalted piety.

But the trial and difcovery of his prefent

temper, was not the diredt intention of this

prophetic fcene 5 which is to be confidered as a

pre-fignification and warning of the hke temp-

tation, to which he was to be expofed in the

courfe of his future miniftry ; during which he

was called upon to proflitute himfelf, with all

his miraculous endowments, to the fervice of

Satan, for the fake of worldly honours. The

.Jewijh nation expeded their Meffiah to deliver

it from the yoke of fervitude, to raife it to a

pitch of grandeur fuperior to what it had ever

enjoyed under their greateft monarchs, and to

extend their conqueft^ over all the Heathen na-

tions, to the very ends of the earth. As thefe

were the expedlations which the Jews, enter-

tained ^ fo they were very folicTtous" that' Jefus

fhould anfwer them, and would have done

every thing in their power to promote the fuc-

cefs of fuch an undertaking. They even would

have taken him by force, and made him a

king^ And it is certain, that had his mira-

culous powers, which were wholly confecra-

ted to the ereding the kingdom ofGod amongft

men, been employed in paving his way to fe-

cular honour, he might not only have efcaped
'

H 2 fufFerings

^
John vi. 15. L
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fufferings and death, but eafily afcended the

throne of the univerfe. How readily would

not only the Jews^ but all other nations have

repaired to the ftandard of a prince, who by a

miracle, by a word or filent volition only,

could provide for his own armies \ or deftroy

thofe of his enemies "^

j and under whom there-

fore they might hope for all the rewards, with-

out the. ufual toils and hazards, of military

atchievments ? How eafily might he, who

commanded from a fifli that tribute he was to

pay to the temple, have inriched himfelf and

bis followers with all the treafures of the world?

*^ Why then," it might have been fuggefted to

him,
** inftead of fpending your life in afflic-

**
tion, and then ending it upon the crofs j

•* will you not ufe your power for your own
"

benefit, to deliver yourfelf from mifery, and
" make yourfelf mafter of the world ?" But

this temptation did not at any time prevail

over our Lord, notwithftanding the defire of

honour, wealth and dominion is natural to

, every human mind, and however innocent in

itfelf, is with greater difficulty than any other

fubjedled to the controul of reafon and confci-

ence ; and notwithftanding univerfal empire

carries with it charms almoft irrefiftible, efpe-

cially

'

Jokn ri. 1 1— 13, ? Ch. xviii, 6. ch. ii. 15.
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clally to noble and heroic minds, confclous of

their fuperior wifdom and abilities, and an in-

tention to employ their power to the true ends

for which it is beftowed. If any thing can

heighten the virtue of defpifing worldly great-

nefs, when it comes in competition with our

duty 5 it is the being pradifed in circumftances

of indigence, fuch as are infinitely beneath

that rank to which our merit entitles us. And
therefore to refufe, as our Saviour did, gran-
deur and royalty, and univerfal empire, while

he was more deftitute of the accommodations

of life, than even the beafts of the field, or

birds of the air ", and was ftruggling with po-^

verty, reproach and perfecution in the caufe of

God, and had death itfelf in certain profpedt

before him, (all which evils might have been

avoided by a mifapplication of his miraculous

powers,) was the higheft adl of virtue that hu-

manity could exhibit.

Having endeavoured to (hew, by a diftindl

examination of the feveral fcenes of this vifion,

that each of them, while it contained the pro-

pofal of ft prefent and urgent temptation, was a

fymbolical predidlion and reprefentation of

fuch trials as he was to undergo in the courfe of

his future miniftry ; I would add, that the ac-

H 3 count

• Mat. viii. 2C*
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count which has been given of it in this latter

view, will be confirmed by receding on the

peculiar propriety of it in fuch a view, at this

Seafori. Chrift had been very lately confecrated

to the hieh office of the Mefliah by the baptifm-

of his illaftrious forerunner, and at the fame

time invefted and confirmed in this office by a

voice from heaven, and amply qualified for it

by an unlimited communication of the Spirit of

God; and he wasjuft going to enter upon the

public execution of it. No fooner did the

iSpirit
of God defcend upon him, than he felt

the efFefts of his prefence and infpiration ; for

he was borne away into the wildernefs by a

prophetic illumination of his mind, in a vifion

or
fpifitual rapture. In this Aate he continued

forty days and forty nights together ; a divine

power, during this whole fpace of time, both

fupporting him without food, and protcding

hipi from the dangers of the wildernefs,

(w^hich was the place where he now was in

perfon as well as the fcene of his
vifion.)

Here-

by he had an opportunity of preparing
° him-

felf

° Whether he had now an opportunity of exerdfing any'ex-

traordinary devotion, I will not undertake abfolutely to deter-

mine ; the text making exprefs mention only of his falling, \n

other cafes, fading was feldom feparated from prayer, when

perfons were fet apart to facred offices. Ad. xiii. 2, 3. ch. xiv.

23.
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feif for his mlniftry by receiving new commu-
nications from God p, particularly a revelation

of the chriftian doctrine, vi'hich he was now
anointed by the Spirit to preach'^. When the

forty days were expired, the vifion was clofed

by a prediction and prefiguration of the trials

he was to combat, in the execution of that

great office he was about to undertake. Now
what could be more wifely adapted to his cir-

cumllances at this time, than fuch reprefent^-

tions''? The view given him of the tempta-
H 4 \ tions

23. compare Mat= xvii. 21 . And why might not the revelations

Chrifi: nov/ received from God, both leave room for, and even

give occaflon to the exercifes of his devotion ?

P Thus Mofes continued in the mount for the fbace of forty

days without the ufe of food, receiving inflrudions from God,
Exod. xxxiv. 27, 28, and making interceffion for the Ifraelites,

Deut.ix. 18. 1 Lukeiv. 18.

^ In order to difcern the propriety and necefTity of this reve-

lation ; we are to recoiled, that Chrift's fupernatural knowlege
was communicated to him, as occaflon required, by the Holy
Ghoft, under vv^hofe condudl he continually aded, while he^

lived upon earth. Luke iv. 18. // /; not unreafonahle to /uppofe

(fays Archbifhop Tillotfon, V. 9. p. 273.) that the dinjine tvif-

dom, nvhich d'^weli in our Sa^viour^ did communicate itfelf to his hu*

man foul according to his fkafure. A?idifthis he not admitted i

honfj can nve underfiand that pajfage concerning our Sa'viour, Luke ii.

52. That Je/us gre^ in <voijdom and Jiatiire ? Grotius on Mark
xiii. 32, fpeaks to the fame effeft, Videtur mihi, ni meliora do-

cear, hie locus non impie pofle exponi huncin modum, ut dica-

mas divinam fapientiam menti humanse Chrifti efiedlus fuos im-

prefliflepro temporum ratione. . And Beza, on Luke ii. 52, ob-

ferves, Imo & ipfa ^forwro; plenitudo {^{^ prout &: quatenus ipfi

libuit, humanitatiaffumta^ infinuavit.
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tions of his fucceeding miniftry, was highly

proper to afford him an opportunity of arming
himfelf with refolution to encounter them^;
while the honours he had fo lately received,

"ferved to fupport him under the firft (hock of

fuch difcouraging profpeds. And when could

it be fo fit, to ftate the ends to which his mira-

culous power was to be applied, and the limits

within which it was to be confined, as at the

feafon when he was called forth to exert it ?

He had a power of performing all forts of mi-

racles at pleafure, by a fovereign all-command-

ing word; and by an unlimited exertion of

this power, he might have efcaped every per-

ibnal evil, conquered the moft vicious preju-

dices of his enemies, and extended his fame

and empire to the utmoft limits of the world,

But this, he is here (hewn, would have been ta-

king part with Satan, or acriminal mifapplication

of the power of miracles. This power he was

not to ufe, to gratify any feparate inclination,

or promote any private intereft of his own, but

was to ^adl
on all occafions in perfedt corre-

fpondence

• AG. ix. 1 6. I'willjhe'w him (Saul,) hoiv great things hemufl

fufferfor my fake, Saul, like Chrift, continued for fome days

fading, and without having any communication with external

objefts ; like Chrift, he alfo received vifions and revelations

from God, and particularly
a revelation of his future

fufFerings^

as a preparation for his publick miniftry : at the fame time en-

gaging in the exercifes ofdevotion.
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fpondence to the views, and in compliance
with the will of his Father \ Accordingly he

never undertook a fingle miracle from his own
motion alone \ without fome previous addrefs

to God *",
and without an immediate warrant

and direction from him. And laftly, (ince at

this time he was declared to be the Meffiah, to

vvhom the antient prophecies had promifed a

power and dominion, boundlefs both in extent

and duration ; which the Jews univerfally im-

agined would have been eftablifhed in this

world, upon the ruins of all the kingdoms of

it : how neceflary was it to explain the true

nature of that difpenfation or kingdom he was

going to ereft ? The kingdom of the Meffiah

could not be of this world, but muft be of a

fuperior kind ; fince he was to rife to the poC-

feffion of it by a contempt of earthly grandeur,

by a fuperiority to every thing which the world

either admires or dreads. On the whole then

it appears, that this vifion contained a plan of

Chrift*s future miniftry ; fince he paffed

through all the fcencs which it reprefents, and

conftantly aded upon the piaxims here eftab-

liflied : and that the argument drawn from the

corre-

*
John V. 19, 20,30.

** When going to raife lazarus, Jefus faid, Fn-her, I thank

thee that thou haft heard me. And I kneiv that thou hsanfi me AL-

WAYS. Johnxi. 41, 42. compare Matt xxvi» 53.
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correfpondence between this vifion and the

fubfequent miniftry of Chrift, to fhew that the

.former was a defigned reprefentation of the

latter, is much confirmed by thefeafon of this

viiion ; which was
jufi: when the plan on which

it was formed, was going to be carried into

execution. Having thus attempted to explain

the true nature and intention
"" of Chrift's temp-

tation, I fhall

SECTION V.

CLOSE
this inquiry with the three fol-

lowing obfervations.

I. This account of the temptation of Chrift,

obviates all the objedions made to the common

interpretation, and juftifies the wifdom of God
in this difpenfation. It is not a feries of exter-

nal occurrences, fome of them abfurd and im-

poflible, all of them ufelefs and improbable,

^which is here related j but an internal vifion :

*and this is afcribed not to a diabolical, but to a

divine agency j agreeably to its inftrudive and

beneficial defign and tendency. The feveral

fcenes

* The whole of what has been urged in this feflion, to Ihew

*the wife ,and benevolent defign of this vifion ; confirms all the

arguments, which had been ufed to prove, that God was the

author of it; and fupplies a new and unanfwerable objedlion

againft the opinion of thofe, who afcribe it to the agency of

Satan,
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fccnes of which it is compofed^ do each of

them contain a real trial, fuch as occalioned a

very bright difplay of the virtue and piety of

our Redeemer ^ and yet he was not acceffary

to his own temptation, the mind being paffive

as to all the fcenes which are prefented to it in

a vifion. But upon the common hypothefis,

there was no temptation at all^; and if there

had been any, his being expofed to it was tho

matter of his own choice ^* If befides the pro-

bationary nature, we take into our account the

fymbolical defign of this vifion, it was a pro-

per preparation for that important office, with

which Chrift was now inverted. With what

divine fkill are the fcenes of this vifion framed,

fo as to anfwer both thefe purpofes ? What juft

ground then do they afford for cenfure ?

Should it feem ftrange to any, that God
fhould in this, and in fo many other inftances,

reveal his will by emblems and fymbolical ac-

tions : let it be remembered, that this was done

in condefcenfion to the capacities and ways of

men. For in the eaftern nations, and amongfi:

the 'Jews in particular, it was ufual to inftrufl:

by aBiom as well as njoords 5 by fuch adions as

were eafy figns of the particular inftruflion they
were defigned to impart, and ferved to convey

it

y See above, Sedl. i,p, 3— 11; f P. 12—18.
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it into the mind with greater force and a

ftronger impreffion, than a nnore plain mode
of information would have done. And as ac-

tions may infpire and imprefs fentiments with

equal advantage, whether they are really per-

formed, or only reprefented to the imagination

in a viGon *
j fo God made ufe of either, as he

fawfit; communicating his mind fometimes

by real adions, and at other times by fenfi-

ble figns and images ^impreffed upon the ima-

gination. And what figns or emblems could

be more apt and fignificant, than thofe we
have been examining, or better adapted to an-

fwer the end propofed by them ?

If

* This will readily be allowed in the prefent cafe, and in all

others, where nothing was aimed at beyond the inftrudlion of

the prophet.
But the fame method was ufed, when the in-

ftrudlion was defigned to be conveyed by him to the people.

The prophets in this cafe were required to relate their dreams or

vifions to the people, Jer. xxiii. 28, 29. Ezek. xi. 24, 25 ; and

as their vifions were of a parabolical nature, they ferved the

fame purpofes as parables do. The relation of them was

more lively and afFefting, than the bare naked inftruflion

they contained, would have been.

b I am fpeaking here only of the general intention of this

mode of information. For the fymbols of a vifion, when they

referred to future events, like fome of Chrift's prophetic pa-

rables, were fometimes defigned to veii the truth, rather

than to illullrate it ; to infinuate gently and gradually what k

was not proper to reveal clearly at the time the prophecy was

delivered, which the event would afterwards fufficiently ex-

plain.
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If the account here given of this matter, be

indeed both juft and rational 5 then it is obvi-

ous to refled:, how cautious the adverfaries of

the gofpel fliould be in taking offence at any

particular paffages
in it, which may have been

hijudicioufly explained ; and how cautious

chriftians (hould be in giving offence^ by hafty

interpretations
of it ;

left many taking occafioa

from the abfurdity of the explication, {hould

be tempted to rejefl:
the gofpel itfelf. The

difficulties fuppofed to lye againft the belief of

the chriftian religion are wholly of this fort,

owing to certain paffages in the facred writings

mifunderftood and mifapplied. Our Saviour

complains of the Sadducees^ that they rejedled

the docflrines of revelation, for want of having

a juft idea of them, and of the writings which

contained them: Te do err^ not knowing the

Jcriptures ^ They went upon the fuppofition,

that the prevailing and eftabliflied dodrine of

the Jewijh church concerning the refurreftion,

and the fenfual gratifications ccnfequent upon
it, was true > and then confidered the cafe of

the feven brothers, who had all in their turns

married the fame woman, as an unanfwerable

objedion againft it. But there was no colour

for their objedion, in any thing taught con-

cerning the dodrine of a refurredion in the

facred

I Mat, xxii. 29,
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facred writings ; and had they fonYied thei^

judgment by thefe, the objedion would, never

have been thought of. In like manner, in the

prefent age, many form their notions of the

fcriptures, not fo much by the fcriptures them-

felves, as by received interpretations : and be^

caufe others put fuch a meaning upon them as

is attended with unanfwerable difficulties, they

immediately reject them as incredible and in-

defenfible; for want of knowing the fcriptures,

and diftinguifhing between what is really con-

tained in the divine word, and what is the oiF-

fpring of human weaknefs and prejudice.

11. The account which has been given of

the temptation in the wildernefs, ferves to ex-

alt the charafter of Chrift, and to confirm our

faith in his divine miffion.

What honour hereby accrues to the charac-

ter of Chrift, appears in fome meafure from

the view we have taken of the feveral fcenes

placed before his mind, whether confidered as

refpefting his prefent trial, or the future diffi-

culties of his miniftry. We have already fur-

veyed him as ftruggling with all manner of

hardfliips, and triumphing over them by a fu-

perior principle of piety and goodnefs. I would

only obferve farther, that the clear foreknow-

ledge which Chrift had from the beginning of

all the trials and fufFerings he was to undergo
in
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in the execution of his office, adds the higheft

luflre to his charader. Pie was not ignorant

what difficuhies attended the work he was now

undertaking, nor was he furprized into one

fufFering after another, without any previous

warning; but before he began his miniftry,

forefaw all the evils with which he was to

combat, the very worft to which human na-

ture is liable. He knew he was to fpend his

life in want and contumely, and then finifh it

upon the crofs. And having a natural fenfe

and dread of difgrace and fufFering, the pro-

fpedt of them made a very deep impreffion

upon his mind. But the cleared foreknow-

lege, and the deepell impreffion of the diffi-

culty and terror of the tafk affigned him^ could

not prevent him from undertaking it. Nor-

thing could damp the ardor of his benevolence

and
piety. The refolution and firmnefs

which thofe principles infpired, was not to be

fhaken.

• This vifion confidered under the view of a

predidion and prefiguration of the trials of

Chrift's future miniftry, prevents all fufpicion
of impofture, and eftabliflies our faith in his

divine miffion. How forward foever enter^

prizing and
profligate men may be, to makd

falfe pretences to a divine commiffion and re-

velation^ in order to ferve the ends of worldly

policy



[ "2 ]

policy and ambition
; yet no impoflor would

ever make pretences of this kind, if he previ*

oufly knew that he (hould meet with nothing

but fufFerings and death as his reward. We
find the true prophets of God, notwithftanding

their immediate call from heaven, entering

upon their ofRce with great reludance ^, on

account of the difficulty and danger attending

the faithful difcharge of it. For of all em-

ployments none are fo hazardous, as that of

bearing teftimony againft popular and long

eftabliflied prejudice and vice, which are more

eafily exafperated, than extirpated, and always
aim at the ruin of thofe who attempt a refor-

mation. With regard to our Saviour, he had

a diftindl and certain foreknowlege of that long

train of fufFerings he was to pafs through, and

which were to be clofed by a violent and igno-

minious death upon the crofs. And his pe-

culiar charadler increafed the bitternefs of thefe

evils, and rendered the view of them more for-

midable, than they would otherwife have been*

He challenged a charader of tranfcendent dig-

nity, and a peculiar relation to the Father, as

his only begotten and beloved Son ; and yet

was to live in a (late of abafement and afflic-

tion, like the meaneft and moft miferable of

the

* Uxod, iv. 13. Jcrem, i. 6, 7, S.
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the children of men. He was invefted with

authority over all the laws of nature, which

he difplayed continually for the convidtion and

benefit of mankind ;
but it was never to be

employed for his own perfonal advantage ; no,

not in protecting himfelf from indigence, or

injury, or death. He was the great Meffiah>

the glorious prince and redeemer promifed by
God ; and yet he was to renounce the offer of

worldly empire, which was accounted by the

whole yewifh nation to be effential to that

charader. Nay, thofe fufferings which do fo

much credit to other prophets, greatly injured

his; becaufe they were judged inconfiftent

with his claims^ and the predictions concern-

ing him. His very death, which is the ftrong-

eft pledge that human faith can give, inltead

of removing, fixed upon him the charge of

impofture % with a people who held it as a

firft

e
Though tKe common people were fo eager to follow Jefus

during the courfe of his minillry, from the hope of his affuming

a temporal kingdom, John vi. 14, 15; and though they re-

ceived him with hofannas when he made his lafl publick en-

trance into Jerufalem, from the fame hope, Mat. xxi. 8, 9 : yet

when they found, that his enemies had feized, tried, and con-

demned him to death, without his interpofingfor his own deli-

verance ; and that he had declared in terms, that his kingdom
was not of this world, and that he had no intention of refcuing

himfelf out of the hands of his enemies, John xviii, 36 ; they

clamoroufiy demanded his crucifixion, and perfiiled in their

1 demand.
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irfl: principle, that the Mejjiah was to chtdi

for ever ^. How impoffible then is it, to en-

tertain a fufpicion concerning the truth and fin-

cerity of the great author and founder of our

religion ? From what motives of intereft could

he affume the character of the MelTiah, when

lie gave notice beforehand, that fufferings and

death were all the reward he expeded upon
earth? did thofe impoftors who fprung up in

yudea about the time of Chrift, ad: on fucb

principles
? juft the contrary. Or did any de-

ceiver ever make his undergoing a violent and

publick

demand, riOtwithflanding the utmofl: endeavoiirs of Pilate to-

fave him. If there were any who did not yet defpair of his

being the Meffiah, they might join in the cry againft Jefus the

snore readily, in order to force him to an open declaration, and

miraculous vindication of his charadler. But when they favv

him adually nailed to the crofs, the common people could not

preferve th^ir opinion ofhim any longer; they were as forward

as their malicious rulers, to revile Jefus as a deceiver and im-

poftor; and they urge his fufferings as a proof that he was fo-

The faith even of his own- difciples was, in a great meafurej,

now loft in defpair ; for they no longer confidered him as tha

per/on wjho /hould redeem Ifrael, Luke xxiv. 21. The difap-

pointment of the common expedation of a temporal empire^
was not only a cruel mortification of the pride and ambition of

t\iQ Je-wi/^j people ; but was confidered as a demonftration of

the falfehood of Chrifl'spretenfion to the charader of the Mef-

fiah. In this latter view, (in which it is not fo commonly at-

tended to) yet more than in the former, the utter difappointment
®fthe Jcvjijh people, when they faw Chrift in the hands of his

enemies, accounts for the change of theix bshavioui towards
Iwm at that feafon».
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publick death by the hands of his enemies, ttifi

foundation of his credit ? and would Chrifl, if

he had not been a truly divine meffenger, have

aded thus amongft thofe, who confidered his

crucifixion as an unanfwerable confutation of

his claims ? There is not the leaft room to fur-

mife, that he died from a principle of vain

glory ; fince his death expofed him to univerfal

infamy; and in his peculiar circumftances,

mufl have blafted his reputation for ever, if

God had net vindicated it by raifing him from
the dead, Thisconfideration, while it heightens
our admiration of the heroic fortitude and piety

of the Redeemer, in fubmitting to the infamy
of a publick execution, (a trial fingularly fe-

vere in the prefent cafe
J) ferves alfo fully to

convince us, that Chrifl: undertook the ofEce

of the Meffiah, from no motive of this world^

but from a firm affjrance of a refurredion to a

ftate of tranfcendent glory in another, accord-

ing to his own repeated predictions. And could

any thing but the
fl:rongefl: evidence of his be-

ing raifed from the dead, and exalted to hea-

ven, efface the imprefllon of his fufFerings up-
on earth, and engage men to adore as their

Saviour and Meffiah, the very perfon whom,
with fo full a bent of their underftandings

^ and

I 2 hearts,

B See above, note®, and Luke xxiii. 34. i Cor. ii. 8. A6lt.

Ml. 17. ch. xiii. 27.
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hearts, they had crucified as a blafphemer and

impoftor ?

III. This account of Chrift's temptation,

furnifhes ample iriftrudlion and confolation to

his difciples,
under thofe manifold and great

temptations they may be called to incounter.

This being a point, which has been often and

well urged by many pradical writers j will be

only briefly touched upon. But it may be pro-

per to obferve, that thofe writers, by abating

the force, nay, deftroying the reality of Chrift's

temptation
^

; rob us of all the praSical im-

provement of it, and remove the very founda-

tion upon which the comfort and edification of

chriftians (hould be built. Whereas by confi-

dering it as a prophetic vifion, in which things

are reprefented to the mind in the fame manner

as if they really happened, and that reprefen-

tation anfwers all the ends of an adual per-

formance J we maintain the reality and ftrength

of Chrift's temptation \ and confequently fe-

cure all the advantages, which are, without

reafon, afcribed to the common hypothefis;,

and do properly belong to this interpretation

only.

We

^ As was ihewn above, Sedl. I. p. 3
— i f .

»
Befides, the very profpedl which Chrift now had of the dif-

ficulties of his future miniitryj conftituted a great trial ; as was

obferved above, Sea. IV. p. 77,
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We learn from this hiftory, that human

nature, even in its mod perfect ftate, and in

all circumrtances, is incident to temptations :

that a pre-eminence of charadtcr, flation and

endowments, is attended with proportionable

difficulties and dangers : that thefe trials are no

figns of God's difpleafure, but the appoint-

ments of his wifdom and goodnefs for our be-

nefit, the means of brightening our virtues, and

of rendering our future crown more illuftrious :

that the beft method of refifting and vanquifli-

ing temptations, is by the affiftance of the Spi-

rit, by the exercife of purity and devotion, by

arguments drawn from the word of God, and

by yielding immediately to the firft and unbi-

aOed didlates of confcience, without deliberat-

ing a moment in matters of plain duty ; the

leaft deliberation in fuch cafes being a
fign,

that the heart is already fwerved from virtue :

and that chriftians have fufficient encourage-

ment from the tendernefs and fympathy which

Chrift acquired by his fufFerings ^ to expedt

all neceffary fuccour under their various infir-

mities and trials. We likewife learn from this

part of the evangelical hiftory, that when we

are fet apart to fuch offices, as bring along

with them an obligation to duties of peculiar

I 3 difficulty

^ Heb. ii. 14, ch. iv. 15,
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difficulty and importance, and require an ex-

traordinary meafure of divine affiftance; as we

ought to confider well the great weight of the

work we are going to engage in, take a full

view of the difficulties we (hall meet with in

the profecution of it, and arm ourfelves with

refolution to undergo them 3 fo we (liould, by

fafting and the exercifes of an extraordinary

devotion ^, engage the divine prefence with us

in our arduous undertaking. And
laflly, we

learn what is the temptation, which prevails

with the pretended vicar of Chrift to corrupt

the true religion ; and this is the defire of the

kingdoms of this world, and the glory of them,

of which the pope challenges the difpofal, and

with the offer of which he allures men to fall

down and pay him divine honours. And alas !

in all communions, how many are there who

account that thq befl religion, which mofi: ef-

feduaUy advances their fecular intereft ? how

many are tempted to deny or conceal the truth,

or to elpoufe falihood, by a fondnefs for power,
wealth and popular applaufe, or a dread of

poverty, reproach and perfecution ? whereas

no man is qualified to preach the gofpel, or

indeed to profefs it, who is not fortified againft

the temptations of eafe and affluence, of pride

and ambition j and who is not willing to take

\ See above, p. 102. note ^j
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^phiscrofs and follow Chrift. A hard faying

to flefli and blood ! But the captain of our fal-

vation has given us an example, and (hewn us

how to conquer. He bids us be courageous in

our combat, becaufe he has overcome the

world'''; and will not fail therefore both to

affift us in gaining the vidory, and to reward

our ftedfaftnefs with a crown of glory that fad-

eth not away. Let us contemplate him as

the pattern, not only of our duty, but of our

recom pence. He renounced the kingdoms of

this world ; but has acquired an infinitely

more noble and extenfive empire, and is con-

flituted the lord and judge of angelsj and of

men. Behold him feated at the right hand of

the Majefty on high, on purpofe that he may
advance his faithful followers, to proportionate

degrees of celeftial honour. We cannot faint

under difficulties, while we liften to the found

of his animating voice, addreffing us from hea-

ven, To him that overcometh^ ivill I grant toJit

with me in my -throne^ even as I alfo overcame^

and am fet down with my Father in his throne \

f John xvi, 33. ^ Rev. iii. 21.

I 4 A r^
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AN

APPENDIX,
CONTAINING

Some farther Observations upon the

fubjed of the preceding Inquiry,
and an anfwer to objections.

FULLY
fenfible as I was from the be-

ginning, that the argument of the In^

quiry was repugnant to the ftrongeft prepoffef-

iions of every denomination of Chriftians 5 yet

abelief of it's importance induced me to fub-

mit it to public examination : not without feme

hope, that, in cafe it was well fupported, it

might gradually make it's way into candid and

ingenuous minds; or that, if it was ill ground-

ed, fome friend to truth would corred: my
miftakes, and place the fubjed: in a jufterlight.

The fuccefs which the Inquiry has met with,

has exceeded my expectations. It is indebted

to many for their candour ^

5 and to fome who
are

^ The learned and judicious Spanheim, at the fame time

Ihat he pleads for the literal interpretation, recommends can-

dour
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are univerfally ranked amongft the mofl; capa-?

ble judges of the fubjecSt, for their approbation.

This has incouraged me to review it, and to

attempt to remove the objedions which have

been urged againft it
5

ftill wifhing it may un-

dergo an impartial fcrutiny by the publick,

whatever be the iffue. I have ufed great dili-

gence in colledling the objedtions, to which

it was thought to be liable. And though
moft of them are in fome degree either ob-

viated or anfwered in the firft edition of the

Jnqiiiry, and, I hope, more fully in the pre-

fent
^

I neverthelefs, it may not be improper to

enter on a farther difcuflion of fome of the

mod material ones, as it may lead us to place

the anfwers in a different light, and to make

Ibme farther obfervations on the general

(ubjed.

But firft of all I would take notice, that

the publick has been referred to Dr. Clarke's

difcourfes on Chrift's temptation % as contain-

in

dour towards thofe who reje6led it, from thefe two confidera-

tions : Quum nee res fidei fit, nee Scriptura id dvroK^^ei defi-

niat. Dubia Evangel, dub. 55. p. 247; See alfo p. 244.
^ The notes added to this edition, would have been in-

ferted in the appendix, if they had not been fo numerous, as to

make it neceflary to infert them in the Inquiry ^
for the eafe and

convenienee of the reader.

*=

They are the 93d and 94th Sermons, vol. x.p. 585, 591..

fo\, ed.
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ing a fatisfadtory folution of the difficulties at-

tending the literal interpretation. It will there-

fore be neceffary to examine thofe difcourfes ;

nor will it be improper to fubjoin a few obfer-

vations on w^hat Dr. Benfon or others have

wrote more lately upon the fame fubjedt, and

with the fame view.

With regard to Dr. Clarke, I readily allow,

that fuch were the abilities and learning of that

celebrated writer, as eminently to qualify him

for the tafk he undertook. And had the lite-

ral interpretation of this pafTage of Scripture

been capable of a juft defence, it would have

been fuccefsfully defended by this accomplifli'd

fcholar and critic. If he has not fucceeded,

we may fairly prefume, that the fault was in

thecaufe, rather than the advocate.

The dodor begins with obferving ^ that th^

hijlory of our Saviour s temptation^ is a portion

of Scripture^ in which there are feveral dtfficuU

ties^ that deferve particular explication. And
then fets himfelf to explain the following ones:

I ft. Why our Saviour^ whom the Scripture elfe^

where declares to have been tefnpted in all points^

as we arcy only withoutfin -,
is yet by the evaU'

gelijls recordedi as having been tempted only at

this particular time, 2dly, Why our Saviour

continuedfo long in the folitary retirement of a

dejert
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dvfert placey and why he fafted through all thai

Jpace of forty days, 3dly, Why cur Saviour^

who bad power ever unclean fpirits, and could

caft out devils at his pleafiire j was yet pleafed to

fubmit himfelj and condejcend fo far^ as to he

tempted at all by the enemy. 4thly, Why the

tempter would at all ajfault our Lord^ or what

advantage he could pojjihly hope to gain over him,

5thly, and laftly, Since we read no more in the

Go/pelsi cfChri/l's bei72g tempted after this ; how

and in whatfenfe^ it is faid by St, Luke^ at the

conclujion cf this hiftory of cur Lord's temptation^

that the tempter departed from him^ only for a

Jeafon,

Thefe are all tlie difficulties v>^hich Dr.

Clarke favv fit to propofe and examine. Whe-
ther fome of them do really belong to the fub-

je£t; and whether the reft are fully folved j I

ihail leave to others to determine. Let us

fuppofe, (what many however would very un-

willingly grant) that he has removed all the ob-

jeftions here enumerated ; there are many
others which he has fuffered to pafs unnoticed.

He did not obferve or has paffed over in filence

moft, if not all thofe which are urged in the

Inquiry ^ Now to overlook a difficulty^ and

to

< Indeed the 4th difficulty which the doaor undertakes to

explain, correfponds in fome degree with the firft objedion in
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to remove it, are things widely different, ft
\

may be faid, perhaps, that thofe objedlions

which to others feem very confiderable, ap- ;

peared to him too trifling to be confidered.
|

And I acknowledge candour would oblige us
\

to prefume this to be the cafe, with regard to .

a writer of fuch fuperior abilities, and fuch
;

unqueftionable freedom and fairnefs as Dr. I

Clarke, if there were not certain proof of the

contrary. It appears from his other writings,

that he judged one of the objedions to the hif-

tory of Chrift's temptation, which he has omit-
\

ted in his fermons, and which is urged in the ;

Inquiry, to be unanjwerable, I mean that !

drawn from \hQ devil's JljewingChrili all the I

kingdoms of the u^orld-y which he explains by
'

j

faying, be made him a reprefentation of themJ.
\

And thus this juftly celebrated writer, like
\

moft other writers of inferior note upon the

fubjed of Chrift's temptation, though he un-
;

• dertook to vindicate the literal interpretation ;
i

found himfelf under a neceffity, in one inftance
;

at leaft, of receding from it.
"\

The Vv^orld is jufl favoured with a vi'ork of
'

tlie
;

the Inquiry, p. 3. Butthedo£lor entirely overlooks the main \

circumftance, the abfurdity of the devil's aiTaulting Chrill in an
j

cpen and njijihle manner. This circumftance is Ukevvife dropt, .j

when he returns ananfwer to his^ third difficulty, by mifapply- 1

ing Heb. ii. 14— 18. ch. iv. 15. See the Inquiry, p. 12— |

18. 2d.*ed.

f Paraphrafe on Mat, Iv. 8. and Luke iv. 5.
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the late reverend and learned Dr. Benfon^j
and it may reafonably be expeded, that fome

notice (hould be taken of what fuch a writer

has advanced upon the fubje«£l under confidera*

tion ; efpecially as he has treated it in an ela-

borate manner ^. He rejeds the fuppofition of

it's being a dream or vifion
'

j and affirms, that

the evangeli/is jeem, plainly ^ to have reprefented

all thefe thwgs as hiJioncalfaBs^', adding, that

he was inclined to underftand this part ofthefour

Gofpelsy as literal^ hijlorical, truth ; or an ac-

count of what equally happened, ^. We find^

however, that at firfl. fetting out, he began to

feel fome doubt upon his mind ; for thus he

expreffes himfelf with regard to one circum-

ftance of the hiftory, viz. the manner of Sa-

tan's appearance to Chrift : He feems to have

appeared unto fefus^ in a vifible manner^ at

leajl in Vision ^ As the dodor proceeds, new

difficulties come in his way j and he not only

doubts, but denies the truth,andeven the poffibi-

lity, of the literal interpretation. // is impofji-'

bley (fays he)from thence (that is, from the top

of the highejl mountain upon earth) to fee the

lengthy breadth^ andjull extent^ of any one large

kingdom^ much lefs all the kingdoms of this worldy

and all the fplendor and glory of them ""• And

notwith-
8 The Hijiory of the life ofChrifl.

k
Chapter 2. i P. 36, \ P. 37.

1 P. 32,
"^ P. 39.
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notwithftanding his own inclination to under-

ftand all the temptations as literal hiftorical

truth, he honeftly confeffes, As to this part cf

the reprefentation^
there Jeems to be a

neceffity oj

having recourfe to vifion ; or rather^ to afidii--

tious fcenCy worked up by diabolical power and

crt ". Nay, the dodtor lays down a rule of in-

terpretation,
which (in my apprehenfion) de-

ftroys all that he has advanced in favour of the

comnrion hypothefis.
His rule is this, viz. ijo^

Jl:ould look upon every thing to he
literally^ or

hiftorically true ; but where there areJhne cir^

cumftances to determine us to interpret a pafjage^

in afigurative manner ^ and
efpecially where the

literalfenfe would lead us into manije/l abfur^

dity"".
Is it not abfurd, that is, contrary to

reafon and experience, to fuppofe that the de-

vil can hurry men through the air p, or fo much
as appear to them in a vifible man?2er "^ f Were it

not for the prejudices of education, we fliould

rank thefe things amongft the mofi: glaring re-

pugnancies to the conftitution of the univerfe^

and as a very grofs (though undefigned) im-

peachment of the wifdom of it's fovereign au-

thor and lord.

I will take notice of one thing more in the

dodor's performance, becaufe he feems to lay

much ftrefs upon it \ though it has been al-

ready confidered in the Inquiry. I refer to the

general
*
P.3S. I P, 3.9,

P p. 35. ^ P, ^2.
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general reafon he affigns for adhering to tha

literal interpretation, To fay the tnith^ our Lord^s

rejijling thefe temptations^ in vijion only, would

noty in my opinion, have beefifo much to his ho-

Tiour^ fo glorious an example to his
difciples, nor

fuch an illuflrioics evidence, that he was fuperior

to all the temptations of the devil "^^ Soon after

he adds, Itfeems to me altogether worthy of our

^
Lord's high and facred charadier, to manifeft

that the devil could not, by any temptation what-

ever, prevail with Jefus to commit the leaft fin ;

even when the devil waspermitted to take his own

way, place him in whatfituation he pleafed, and

attack him, in fuch manner, and in fuch circum-

fiances^ as might give his temptations all poffible

weight or force. Whether, fuppofing the fcenes

to be vifionary, they conflituted any proper

trial, is a point confidered elfewhere ^
: here

let us examine, whether upon the doftor's hy-

pothefis, the temptations of the devil had all

pofjible force, or any force at all. In explain-

ing the jfirfl: temptation, he tells us, our Lord

was not ignorant, who the perfon was that accofted

him ^ Now if Chrift knew Satan from the be-

ginning, this circumftance, our mod candid

adverfaries allow, would diminifli the force of

all his temptations* With refpeft to the third

and

' p. 37.
*
Appendix N°. V.

^ Dr. Benfon's life of Chrift, p.. 34.
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fin a laft temptation in particular. Dr. Een&fl

calls it the greatejl of them all ^^ and yet ac-^

cording to this learned writer, Chriil: not only

knew who made him the offer of all king-
doms of the world, but alfo that the devil's

claim to the difpofal of them was arrogant^

ufurped^ and entirely groundless and
VAIN ". Now even to the warmefl: Advocate

for the literal fcheme, I might venture to

appeal, whether there was the
leajl force

in fuch a temptation ? The Dodtor ad-

mits, that Chrift knew the devil's claim

to the difpofal of the world, and confequently
the devil's promife of it to him, to be intirely

groundlefs^ and therefore that it could not in

any degree be fulfilled. And yet as if Chrift:

had known the very contrary to be true, the

Dodor exclaims, to be tempted^ at once^ with

all the kingdoms of the worlds and all the glory of
them I mujl have been fuch a temptation^ as it

can hardly enter into the heart oj man^ to conceive

the prodigious and almojl irrefiflibleforce there-

of^. I own, I cannot difcern the tempting

force, much lefs the prodigious and ahnofl irre-

fiftible force, of an offer of nothing ; or, which

is the fame, of fomething which the perfon
who makes it, is known to be utterly unable to

make good. The meaneft Have of vice would
< P. 38. I p. 41.

^ p. 40.

K turn
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turn from fuch a temptation with fcorn. Wat^

it then by refifting affaults of this nature, thaC

Chrift was to manifeft his fuperiority to all the

temptations of the devil, to advance his own

honour, and to fet a glorious example to his

difciples ! And was it for the fake of fucb

triumphs, that the laws of nature were now fuf-

pended, and all thofe wonderful fcenes which

the Dodor fo afFedingly defcribes, prejhtted

before our Lord's eyes^ by a feries of miracles ?

Befides Dr. Benfon, Dr. Macknight has

lately appeared in defence of the hiftory of

Chrift's temptation, in the literal fenfe of it*^

The reafonings of this gentleman in his Com^

menfary upon it, I have carefully examined in

fiiy obfervations on the feveral paiTages, as they

occurred in the Inquiry. And becaufe nothing

ought to pafs unregarded ^ which is advanced

by this able and judicious writer ;
I would in-

form the reader, that in his Truth of the Gof^

pel Hi/lory % after taking notice of my Inquiry^

he affirms,
^^ That the literal fenfe of the hif-

tory of the temptation, is agreeable to the re-
'

prefcntation which the Scriptures
have given

us of the agency of evil
Spirits.'*

On this paf-

fage, I would make the following remarks^

I. The Inquiry does not controvert the agency

of the devil and other evil Spirits
in tempting

^an*-

^ p.. vfiy in the note«-
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mankind J'. 2. Nor does the allowing the

temptation of Chrift in the wildernefs to be a

vifion, contradidt the common dodlrine con-

cerning the agency of evil Spirits in propofing

temptations. On the contrary, the vifion is

fran:ied agreeably to this hypothefis ; the image
of the great tempter being ufed as the fymbol
and emblem of temptation ^ 3. In order to

fubvert the principles laid down in the Inquiry^

it is neceffary to eftablifli, not fome agency of

Satan in tempting mankind in the general

courfe of things, but the correfpondence of

fuch a general agency to the literal fenfe of this

hiftory, which reprefents him as appearing to

Chrifl in a ^ifible form, converfing with him

openly^ and conveying or accompanying him from

place to place in a fenfible manner , But this is

a point our learned author has not attempted to

prove.

Let others judge of the force of the objedti-

ens againft the literal interpretation 5 with re-

fpe(fl to myfelf, having in vain fought for a

fatisfadlory folution of them, from thofe moft

capable of affording it; I ftill find myfelf un-

der a neceflity of looking out for fome different

explication. And none appearing to me fo

K 2 probable

y See; the Inquiry, the i ft. ed. p. 63, note ^ and p. 47, note ">

'—2d, ed. p. 81, note ". and p. 64, note ^
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probable as that fuggeded in the Inquiry^ 1

will attempt to clear it from objedions.

It has been objected,
'* That if this part of

** the Gofpel be only the hiftory of a vifion^

^' the fame may be affirmed concerning every
*^ other part of the Gofpel. The whole ac-

** count of our Saviour's miracles in particular^

may be nothing more than a narrative of fo

many vifions/'

This objedion manifeftly proceeds upon thi5

falfe principle, viz. *' That there is juft the

fame reafon, for affirming the miracles of

Chrifl: to be the hiftory of what was tranfaded

only in vifion, as there is to affirm the fame

concerning his temptations in the wildernefs/'

If there be a juft diftindion in the two cafes^

the obje£lion falls to the ground. It has been

fhewn, that neither the ;/^^?^r^ of Chrift's temp-
tations did admit, nor the end propofed by
them require, an outward tranfadion ; an4

alfo that the hiftorians have clearly intimated

by many circumjiances of the relation, that they

were vifionary reprefentatiohs ; and that they

have even pofitively ajferted them to be fuch.

But this reafoning does not affed the miracles

of the Gofpel : for they are all, in their own

nature poffible to the power to which they are

afcribed \ the end propofed by them, the con-

vidion
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vision of mankind, required an adual exhibi-

tion and performance ; all the circumjiances at-

tending them, the reafonings from them, and

the efFedls they produced, farther fhew that

they were real fads ; and the evangelifts have

affirmed that they were performed openly and

in the mod publick manner. Thus all the ar-

guments ufed to prove Chrift's temptations to

have been vifions, are fo far from warranting

the fame conclufion with regard to his mira-

cles, that they demonftrate the contrary, and

prove them to be real fads,

I mod readily allow, that the literal fenfe

of all authors ought never to be departed from

without fome jaft reafon or neceffity ; and that

very great injury has been done to the Scrip-

ture, by making thofe parts of it fymbolical,

emblematical, or allegorical, which were de-

iigned to be underftcod literally.
This is fet-

ting afide the genuine word of God, and fub-

flituting in the room of it the infinitely various

fidions of the human imagination. With this

fault, the antient writers ^ of the Chriftian

church have been frequently, and juftly charged.

K 3 Origen,

* The Chrijllan fathers^ in allegorizing the fcripture, feem to

have copied (as Philo and, other learned Je^s before them had

done) the method of the Qreeh^ in explaining their mylieries.

See Le Clerc's Hift. Ecclef. p. 24. and compare Dr. Lightfoofs

works, Vol. L p. 373.
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Origen, and (in their younger years) Jerome
and Auguftin, though they did not abfolutely

reject the literal fenfeof Scripture; yet led men

to negledt and undervalue it as low and trivial,

by the preference they gave to myflical inter-

pretations. But may we not be guilty of equal

abfurdity,and do asgreat prejudice to the Scrip-

ture, by adheri?2g to the letter unreafonably^

as by unreafonably departing from it ? When
our Saviour fpeaks of eating hisjlej}:^ and drink-

ing his blood', are we to underfland him lite-

rally, as the Jews did ? tie himfelf has told

us, that his words are
fpirit,

to be interpreted

figuratively or fpiritually. On other occafions

he ufes the like ftyle, and calls himfelf the

door of the Jheep, the bread which came down

Jrom heaven^ and the true vine ; leaving it to

common fenfe to explain his meaning. In a

word, there is no book contains a greater va-

riety of matter than the Bible. And though

many have pleaded,
*^ That the vifions related

** in Scripture, occur only in the prophetical
*'

books, not in the hijlorical'^ ; yet it appears
from the inftances cited in the inquiry ^, (to

which many more might be added,) that even

the

^ Firlled. p. 20, 21, 29, 52, 54, 56, 57, 63.
— 2(L ed. p.

29, 30> 3'> 44j 70> 73» 74»8i. See alfo i Kings xxii. k^-^zz*
cited below, N° III. note \



the hifiorkal books relate parables, fables %

revelations or mental illuminations and vifions,

as well as plain dodlrines, and outward

events. And the prophetical books, not ex-

cepting Ezekiel, and the revelation of St. John,
have fome intermixture of real facfls with the

hiftory of viiions and revelations. Now all

thefe things ought to be underftood according

to their refpedlive natures. By a diligent and

impartial ufe of our underftandings, we may
eafily diftinguiQi between things that differ.

The relation itfelf or the declaration of the hif-

K 4 torian,

^ The frees 'vjent forth on a time to anomt a hng over them, and

they fa'id, &c. Judges ix. 8— 15. Now to borrow the reafon-

ing fo often employed againft the Inquiry^
** We ha^ue as little

"
reafon to affirm ^ from the flyle of the facred ^-joriter^ and the

*' manner of his expreJJjonSf that this is a parable, as we have to

*' affirm that the miracles of Chrift were mere parables: both
** are equally defcribed as real fads, without any the leaft /«-

** timation of the contrary." But who does not fee the abfur-

dity of this reafoning ? Experience informs us, that trees nei-

ther walk nor fpeak. And the fame experience as certainly in-

forms us, that the devil does never appear vifibly to mankind,
never converfes with them in an open manner, neither tranf-

ports them through the air, nor accompanies or condudls them

from the country to the city, or from the city to the country.

In both cafes therefore the nature of the relation points out the

neceility of a figurative interpretation. It is objefted,
*' That v/e

** are ignorant of the powers of fuperior beings, and know no-
**

thing of the other world." But we are not unacquainted with

the laws and orders of this world ; we know by experience,

that they never are violated ; and by reafon are afiured they

^ever csa be violated, but by the great ruler of the world.



torian, if attended to, will preferve us from

miftake. To diftingui(h properly, is the bufi-

nefs of the critic. And to plead (as all interpre-

ters dooccafionally) for fome figurative nnodes

of fpeech , is not to convert every thing into

figure and allegory 5 unlefs the reafoningsmade

ufe of are as applicable to the whole, as to par-

ticular parts
of Scripture.

III.

It has been objeded,
" That fuppofing the

«*
temptation of Chrift to be a vifion, God

<' could not be the author of it ; inafmuch as

^^ it contains fuch reprefentations of the power
« of the devil in making Chrift an offer of the

« world, as are not agreeable to his re^l

«' nature."

This objeflion, if it proves any thing, would

prove too much : for it afFeds the credit of all

vifions, which are mere deceptions^ having no

exiftence out of the mind of the prophet '^.

Befides^

^ This is the cafe, even when the images of a vlfion are

types or reprefentative figures of real objedls, and give a jafl

pi£lure
of them ; as when Saul fanjo Ananiai in

njifion, Adls ix.

J 2. The appearance or reprefentation was fi(5litious and delu-

five, though an objeft perfe£l!y correfpondent to it exifled ia

nature. But very frequently the vifionary reprefentation has no

correfponding objedl in nature ; or if it bears a refemblance to

real beings in fome refpeils, it differs from them in others, and

is not framed fo much with a view to truth and nature, as to

CQnflitut<^
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Eefides, it is of no -impsftance whether the

images of a vi|i:on are borrowed from nature,

or whether they vary from it wholly or in part 5

they are ufed only as fymbols and emblems of

other things 5
and they may anfwer this end

equally

conflitute a proper fymbol, emblem, or hieroglyphic of what

it is defigned to fignify and reprefent : witnefs the cherubim of

E%ekiel, chap. i. his emblematical temple , chap. xL (fee Inquiry^

fe£l. III. p. 5 "J.
2d. ed.) the Iamb halving feijen horns ^ and fenjen.

eyeSi Rev. v. 6. and the various fymbols and emblems of the

Divinity, and thofe in particular which conlHtuted the viiion of

Micaiahy i Kings xxii. 19
— 22. Here the Prophet fays, Ifa^w

the Lord fitting upon his throjie, and all the hoft of hea<ven Jlanding

by hiniy on his right-hand and on his left', though God, we are

certain, is without bodily parts, fpiritual, invifible, and omni-

prefent. He then tells us, that God advifed with the heavenl/

hoft what meafures to take ; and fome recommended one thing,

jfome another, till after much deliberation, one of them hit

upon an expedient, fuch as after examination was approved by
the Deity; which was that of being a lying Spirit in the mouth

oi Ahab\ prophets. Nowifyouafk, Has the devil the dif-

pofal of the world ? And if he has not^ could he be reprefent-

ed in a divine vifion as adually having it ? I alfo would inquire

with the prophet of God, l^'ho has direfted the Jpirit of thi

Lord?— With tvhom took he counfel? Or when could he ftand

in need of advice ? When did he authorife fal(hood and lyes ?

The anfwer in both cafes is the fame ; neither are to be under-

fcood literally, or as a hiflory of fafts, but as viflons or para*
bolical reprefentations ; and though the reprefentations are

mere fidions, they convey inftruclion as truly and properly, as

if they were exact copies of outward objeds. MicaiaFs vi-

fion was a predidion and figurative reprefentation of God's

providence in ordering matters fo as that Ahab, by giving cre-

dit to his own falfe prophets, w^ho flattered his pride and pre-,

judices, fhould fall at Ramoth Gileadi juft as the tempter's pro-
mire was a prophecy and prefiguration of the empire and gran-,

^evir with which Chrift was afterwards to be tempted.
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equally on any of tbefe fuppofitions. For their

propriety does not confift in their being juft

pidures of real objeds, but in their fitnefs to

reprefent the inftrudion they contain. In the

cafe before us, the appearance of the tempter
to Chrift, and his making him the promife

of univerfal empire, was a fymbol and em-

blem, not of the pov/er of the tempter him-

felf, but of the adual offer of grandeur and

empire, with which Chrift was to be tempted

in the courfe of his miniftry. And it was ne-

ceffary that the promife of the world in vifion

fhould appear real \ fince otherwife it could not

have truely reprefented the temptation he was

actually expofed to, of fecuring the empire of

the world by a different application of his mi-

raculous powers, from that which he was ap-

pointed to make of them. So that the whole

of the objedion amounts to this, (which

equally affedts many other vifions in Scripture)

that the image has no correfponding objed in

nature, or no exad external archetype ; (a point

-which we have no inclination to difpute ;)

while it muft be allowed to have been a proper

fymbol of what it w as defigned to reprefent.

If we deny, that any impreffion can be

made upon the mind by God, but fuch as is

'conformable to the real nature of external ob-

jedsj we condemn the conftitution of the

world
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world around us. Without entering into the

philofophy
either of Locke or Berkeley^ it is

certain that the objeds around us, (thofe out-

ward fenfible ligns^ by which God is continu-

ally fpeaking to mankind,) raife in us ideas and

fenfations very different from the real natures

of the things themfelves. We afcribe fenfible

qualities to objeds, fuch as heat, coidnefs, and

the like ; though they exifl not in the objeds,

but are folely perceptions in the mind. How
various are the afpeds of objeds, according to

their different diftances, the nature of the me-

dium, and the difpofition of the organ ? Nor
are we deceived only by thofe falfe reprefenta-

tions, which the fenfes make of objeds to the

' mind
-,
but we even miftake thofe images and

reprefentations for the very objeds themfelves ;

and in fo doing, follow an univerfal and pow-
erful inftind of nature. Neverthelefs it is cer-

tain, that though external objeds may have a

real and abfolute exiftence ; the mind has no

immediate intercourfe with them, but only

(through the inlets of the fenfes) receives the

images, copies, and reprefentations of them.

The objedion therefore here made to fuperna-
tural vifion, equMy ^ffc6Xs natural vifion. If

the latter be a difpenfatlon not unworthy the

God of truth ; neither can the former. It is

not, perhaps, the intention of providence, by

any impreffions it makes upon our minds, to

lead
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kad us into the knowledge of the abftrad na-

tures of things, but (more immediately and

principally) to convey fome ufeful inftrudlion,

fuch as may ferve for the dired:ion of our con-

dudl, to admonifli us what to avoid, and what

to purfue. In the cafe before us at leaft, it is

certain that the reprefentation of Satan in vi-

iion, was not defigned to give Chrift any new

information concerning the nature of Satan^ be-

caufe here he is only an emblem and fymbol of

temptation.
. If you ilill plead,

*^ That we may correft

the errors of fenfe by the refledions of reafon,

which enables us to judge of things, not merely
as they appear at firft, but as they really are ;"

the fame anfwer is more fully applicable to the

cafe in queftion ; reafon always enabling the

prophet, when the vifion is ended, to pafs a

true judgment concerning the nature of it's re-

prefentations.

IV.

It is afferted In the Inquiry, that the proper

intention of this vifion v/as, to predid to our

Saviour his future trials ; that the feveral fcenes

were diflindi prophecies and fymbols of the dif-

ferent temptations which were to occur in the

courfe of his miniftry, and proper premoniti-

ons againft them. This is argued
^ from two

confiderations : the general nature of vifions as

fymbo-*
f Inquiryy

ill ed. p. 58-"-6o » 2d ed. p. j^
—78.
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Symbolical and prophetic ;
and the perfedl cor-i

refpondence between the figns in this vifion,

and the things they fignlfied
and reprefented.

Now though the inftances
*"

produced in the

Inquiry, may be (ufficient to prove, that vifi-

ons in general were of an emblematical nature;

yet this being a point of very great importance
to the right underftanding of this and many
other pafiliges

of Scripture ^ I will confirm ic

by fome farther examples. That God is a fpi-

ritual incorporeal being, is equally the dodtrine

of reafon and revelation. And therefore v^^hen

we read fo often in the prophets, that theyfaw
the Lord fitting upon his throne^ ^ we maybe
certain, that they had only a mental reprefen-

t ation of {ovc\t fymbol or eirMem of the majefty

of God s. Jacob's ladder (landing upon the

earth,

« Firil ed. p. 20. note '

p. 56, 57, 63, 92
— 2d. ed. p. 2^,

note ^
p. 73, 74, 81, io3.

*
I Kings xxii. 19. If. vi. i. Dan, vil. 9, 10. Afls- viL

5:^,

Rev. iv. 2.

s Neverthelefs, the ancients, taking every thing fpoken of

God in the Scriptures in a literal fenie, attributed to him the

figure of a man, and maintained that he was the objc^ of hodilj

fight. And fuch was the zeal with which this dodrine was

maintained, that the denial of it was branded with impiety,

and put men in danger of their lives. Socrat. Hifl. Ecclef. 1.

6. c. 7. I take notice of this iiere, not only as it is a
flriking

inftance of an abfurd adherence to the letter of Scripture ; but

alfo as it may ferve to fnew, how little regard is due to the opi-

nions of the ancients, and that it ought to create no prejudice

againfl:
the explication here given of Chriil's temptation, that it

IS
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earth, and reaching to heaven, with the an-

gels afcending and defcending on it, was the

hieroglyphic of God's particular providence,
or of his readinefs to interpofe in an extraordi-

nary manner in favour of the patriarch ^. la

like manner, the perfons and things which St.

John faw in vifion, do all fland for other per-
fons and things 5 and had themfelves no ex-

iftence, but in the imagination of the prophet;

(the Spirit of God prefenting before it all thofe

appearances and fcenes w^hich he defcribes ;

which are therefore ju ft ly called a revelation'\)

The glorious perfonage in a human form, at

whofe feet he fell down as dead^, was not

Chrift himfelf, but a fymbolical reprefentation

of him ; and fuch alfo was the lamb in the

tnidjl of the throne ^ T^he four living crea^

tu7'eSy and thefour and fiventy elders "^, were not

real beings, but were emblems of fuch things

as did really exift: in nature. Sometimes an

exprefs declaration is made, what the objeds

of the viiion reprefent : Thefeven ftars are the

angels

is contrary to theirs. They who could fo far diflionour \^^

omniprefent Deity, as to attribute to him a vifible and human

form ; would hardly fcruple to afcribe fomething of this kind

to the devil.

^ Gen. xxviii. 12, 13. compare John i. 5i,
» Rev. i. I.

'^ ch. i. 13
— t6.

^ Rev. V, 6. f* ch. iv. 4, 6.
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dngehofthe feven churches ^ and thefeven candle-^

Jlicks which thou faweft, are, i. e. fignify and

reprefent, thefeven churches "", At other times,

the vifion was not explained, and people were

at a lofs to find out it's meaning and reference 5

as appears by that complaint of the prophet,

Ab Lord God, they fay of ine. Doth he not [peak

parables
°
f It can never be fufficiently lamen-

ted, that Chriftian divines, notwithfianding

the cleareft evidence that vifions v^ere merely

mental illaniinations, and their feveral fcenes

figurative and fymbolicai ; do frequently fpeak

of thofe fcenes as defcribing real objeds and

beings, fuch as have an exiftence in nature.

The throne of God in heaven^ the 'worfhip paid
him there by the elders p, and the new Jerifalem °^

v^hich St. John fawr and defcribed, are too

often explained in fuch a manner as vv^ould lead

one to fuppofe, that they contained, in part

at leaft, a defcripticn of the true heaven, and

the real worfhip and felicity of the righteous in

it. But if thefe vifions of St. John do indeed

refer to heaven at all ; they are at moft only

fymbols and emblems of it, and as fuch per-

feflly diflindt from that place or Itate itfelf '.

Other

« ch. i. 20. See I>an. vlii. 20, 21. ° Ezek. xx. 49.

P Rev. iv. ^ ch. xxi, xxii.

^ The Mohammedans, when reproached with the low snd

lenfual
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Other undoubted examples of the fymbolica!

nature of vifionary reprefentations and miracu-

lous appearances, may be found in the paffages

referred to below s. I {hall only add, that

when God declares by the prophet, I have

multiplied vifLons, and ufed fimilitudes^', this

language feems to imply, that the objecSs of vi-

fion were always defigned as refemblances and

apt reprefentations of other things.

V.

The mod plaufible objedions againfl: the

Inquiry y are levelled againfl: thofe paflages

which affert, that Chriil's vifion contained a

prefent trial. It is alledged,
*' That the fame

*' confiderations which diminifli or deftroy the

"
force

fenfual defcriptions of paradife, which occur almoft in every

page of their Koran ; retort thefe pafTages out of the Revela-

tion of St. John, and plead their having the fame right to have

recourfe to figure and allegory, as thofe Chriftians who do not

underftand the forecited paiTages in a literal fenfe. But here

lies the difference : all the reprefentations in the Revelation of

St. John, are declared to be 'vifwnary ; and therefore were de-

figned to be underftood as figurative and fymbolical ; and un-

lefs they are fo underftood, cannot be reconciled with other

plain pafTages of the New Teflament : but the Mohammedan

reprefentations
of paradife objeded to hy Chriflians, are not

declared to be vifionary and fymbolical j and even have no con-

fiftent meaning, unlefs they are literally underftood.

* Gen. XV. 17. ch. xxxvii. 7, 9. Exod. iii. 2. Jer. i. 11, 13.

Ezek. xxxvii. i. Zech. i. 7, &c, ch. iv. 2— ii. ch, v. i--'5.

A6ts xvi. 9, 10.

* Hofea xii. io»
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'^r- force of Chrift's temptation upon the com-
** men hypothefis, equally affed: it's force

*'

upon mine/' If this allegation be juft ;

neither of thefe hypothefes can be true ;
iince

it fcrves equally for the confutation of both.

We hope however to (hew, that the allegation

has no fufficient foundation to fupport it. In

order to the right underdandingof this fubjed:.

It will be neceffary to cbferve,

I.) That the Inquiry
"

afferts this vifion to

be diredly and properly intended, as a pre-

di5Iio?2 and fymbol of Chrift'sjuture temptations.

And againft this view of it, no material ob-

jedlion has ever been urged. So that even were

we to grant, that this vifion was not probatio-

nary 3 this would not afFedt it's proper ufe and

intention 2iS prophetical diwA premo?2itory. Though
this obfervation was made in the firft edition of

the Inquiry ", it was neceffary to repeat it here ;

becaufe it feems not to have been attended to,

by thofe who make the objection we are con-

fidering.

2.) it is evident, that this viiion bore the

form of a prefent trial. To the view and ap-

prehenfion of Chrift at the time, it contained

certain alluring propofals made to him by the

devil, in order tofolicit him to evil. And on

? P. 63. ift ed.— p. 80, 81 . 2d ed.

L thisi
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as real temptations ; and tells us, that Chrill:

was carri-ed into the wildernefs, that he might

be tempted ofthe devil. This expreflion defcribes

the nature of the vifion or rep-refentation ; for

the hiftory of a vifion always correfponds ta

the views of the prophet. Chrifl: likewife re-

jects the feveral propofals here made to hinij

as fo many temptations of the devil.

3.) This vifion, however could not be de«

Sgned to tempt Chrift^ if we thereby mean, fo-

Jiciting QX feducing him into fin 5 becaufe it had

a divine author, and the feveral fcenes of it

were fo framed, as to guard or warn a good

snind from yielding to any of the propofals it

contained. To appearance, thefe propofab

were made by the devil in perfon
* which was

defigned to awaken an immediate refiftance,

and was a proper monition againfl a com-

pliance.

4.) Neverthelefs, this vifion might (I ap-

prehend) anfwer the end of a prefent trial 3 that

is, it might ferve to (hew, how Chrift was dif-

pofed to act, or to difcover and difplay his vir-

tue 5 which is a very common meaning of

the word temptation or trial in Scripture % and

h the fenfe in which we ufe it here, w^hen we
call

^
Inqairv', p. 6i, i ft sd.— P»78, 79. 2d ed.
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pofition, in order to prepare men to embrace

that which is offered in it's (lead. And in ta-

king this- natural method^ I had the whole

world before mc for a precedent, in^ cafes of

the like kind. Nor can Chriftianity fufFer any

prejudice by this manner of proceeding : for if

the objedions urged againfl: the
hifl:ory of

Chria's temptation are groundlefs, they may
eaiily be refuted : and if they are well fup-

ported, they conclude only againfl: the literal

interpretation ; it being a rule univerfally al-

lowed in the interpretation of all authors, never

to affix any knfQ to their words, which is ei-

ther abfurd in itfelf, or manifeflly repugnant to

their avowed principles, if they are
fairly ca-

pable of a more rational and confifl:ent meaning.
Nor is there any room in the cafe before us to

fuggeft, that we have had recourfe to a figura-

tive explication from mere neceflity, and only
to avoid the feeming abfurdity of the literal

one : for we have produced many circum-

ftances of the hiflorv to evince, that the facred

writers themfelves did not and could not defiga
to be underfi:ood literally. Nay, all the evan-

gelifts have, in exprefs terms^ declared the

whole to be a fpiritual and mental tranfaction ^

arid this is. proved without offering any violence

to their wordsj, or affixing any fenfe to them,

but
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feat what they are allowed to bear in other pdrti

ef Scripture \ and what their connexion and

other circumftances neceffarily require in this.

Laflly, the evidence of it's being a vifion, is

much ftrengthened, by the rational and wife

intentions of fuch a prophetic reprefentation, as

a predidion and forewarning of thofe fevere

trials, to which Chriil was afterwards to be ex-

pofed. Till the reafoning on thefe feveral

points is confuted, I (hall not be without

fome faint hope, that inflead of furnifliing new

prejudices againft the Gofpel, I have removed

old ones. With this view at leaft the argu-
ment was undertaken 5 and from a full per-

fuafion, that if Chriftianity was dripped of all

difguifes, and (hewn in her native limplicity

and beauty, juft as ftie defcended from hea-

ven 5 it would obviate at once all objedtions to

her divine origin.

F I N I g<







itf^



:m

\*\

. \-

*'

K'' W'\ .7 'i **».«•^i^:,


