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their preaching, which thefe Chriftians had heard, or the
writings of apoftles, which they had read, and had in
their hands. Such difcourfes of St. Paul may be feen re-
corded in A&s xx. 29, 30. And he writes to the like pur-
pofe 1 Tim. iv. 1—54. and 2 Tim. iii. and iv. They who
fuppofe, that St. Jude had feen and read the fecond epiftle
of St. Peter, muft think, that he refers alfo to 2 Pet. ch. iii.
1—4.
There are fome other expreflions in this epiftle, which
may deferve to be here taken notice of by us. Ver. 3. It was
needful for me to write unto you, and exbort you, tbat you fhould
earneftly contend for the faith once delivered to the faints. and ver.
5. I will therefore put you in remembrance, though ye once knew
this. Thefe expreflions feem to imply, that now fome con-
fiderable time had paffed, fince the whole fcheme of the
chriftian dorine had been publithed to the world, and fince
the perfons, to whom the apoftle is writing, were firlt in-
ftruted in it.

Upon the whole, as before faid, this epiftle might be
written in the year of Chrift 64, or 65, or 66.

C H A P XXIL

THE REVELATION OF ST. JOHN.

1. Its Genuinenefs fhown from Teftimony. 11. From internal Charadlers.
UL Its Time.

1. We are now come to the lalt book of the New Tefta-
ment, the Revelation : about which there have been different
fentiments among Chriftians, many receiving it as the wri-
ting of John, the apoftle and evangelift, others afcribing it
to John a prefbyter, others to Cerinthus, and fome rejeing
it, without knowing to whom it fhould be afcribed.

I fhall therefore here rehearfe the teftimony of ancient
Chriftians, as it arifeth in feveral ages.

It is probable, that Hermas had read the book of the Re-
velation, and imitated it. He has many things refembling
it, vol. II. p. 61—64. It is referred to by the martyrs at
Lyons, p. 152.- There is reafon to think, it was received
by Papias, p. 108—114. Juftin Martyr, about the year 140,

Sfa2 was
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was acquainted with this book, and received it, as written by
the apoftle John. For in his dialogue with Trypho he ex-
" prefsly fays: ¢ And a man from among us, by name John,
¢ one of the apottles of Chrift, in the revelation made to him,
¢ has prophefied, that the believers in our Chrift fhall livea
¢ thoufand years in Jerufalem, and after that fhall be the ge-
¢ neral, and, in a word, the eternal refurre&ion and judgment
¢ of all together,” p. 126. To this very paffage we fuppofe
Eufebius to refer in his ecclefiaftical hiftory, when giving an
account of Juftin’s works, he obferves to this purpofe : ¢he
¢ alfo mentions the Revelation of John, exprefsly calling it
¢ the apoltle’s.” See the fame page, note (2). Among the
works of Melito, bithop of Sardis, one of the feven churches
of Afia, about the year 177, Eufebius mentions one, entitled,
¢ Of the Revelation of John,” p. 147. It is very probable,
that Melito afcribed this book to the apoftle of that name,
and efteemed it a book of canonical authority. Irenzus,
bithop of Lyons in Gaul, about 178, who in his younger
days was acquainted with Polycarp, often quotes this book,
¢ as the Revelation of John, the difciple of the Lord,’ p. 169.
And in one place he fays: ¢ It was feen not long ago, but
almoft in our age, at the end of the reign of Donitian.’
Ibid. And fee p. 1535.

Theophilus was bifhop of Antioch about 181. Eufebius
fpeaking of a work of his againft the herefy of Hermogenes,
fays, ¢ he therein made ufe of teftimonies, or quoted paffages,
from John’s Apocalypfe,” vol.II. p. 1go. The book of the
Revelation is feveral times quoted by Clement of Alexandria,
who flourithed about 194, and once in this manner: ¢ Such an
¢ one, though here on earth he is not honoured with the firft
¢ feat, fhall fit upon the four and twenty thrones judging the
¢ people, as John fays in the Revelation,” p. 229. Tertullian,
about the year 200, often quotes the Revelation, and fuppofeth
it to have been written by St. John, the fame who wrote the
firft epiftle of John, univerfally received, p. 276, 277. Again;
¢ the apoftle John in the Apocalypfe defcribes a fharp two-edged
¢ fword coming out of the mouth of Gody,' p. 277. He alfo fays,
¢ We have churches, that are difciples of John. For though
-« Marcion rejects the Revelation, the fucceffion of bifhops,
¢ traced to the original, will affure us, that John is the au-
¢ thor:’ ibid. by John, undoubtedly, meaning the apoftle.

From Eufebius we learn, that Apollonius, who wrote
againft the Montanifts about the year 211, quoted the chvc-

ation,
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lation, p. 371. By Caius, about the year 212, it was afcribed
to Cerinthus, p. 378, 379. It was received by Hippolytus,
about the year 220, p. 412, and by Origen about 230, p. 466—
468. It is often quoted by him. He feems not to have had
any doubt about its genuinencfs. In his commentary upon
St. John’s gofpel, he fpeaks of it in this manner: ¢ There-
fore John, the fon of Zebedee, fays in the Revelation, p. 483.
See alfo p. 483, 484, and 543.

Dionylius, bifhop of Alexandria, about the year 247, or
fomewhat later, wrote a book againft the Millenarians, in
which he allows the Revelation to be written by John, a holy.
and divinely infpired man. Burt he fays, ¢ he cannot eafily
¢ grant him to be the apoftle, the fon of Zebedee, whofe is the
¢ gofpel according to John, and the catholic epiftle,’ vol. III.
p. 105. He rather thinks it may be the work of John, an
clder, who alfo lived at Ephefus, in Afia, as well as the
apoftle, p. 107. See likewife p. 128, 129, 131. Moreover,
it appears from a conference, which Dionyfius had with fome
Millenarians, that the Revelation was about the year 240,
and before, received by Nepos, an Egyptian bifhop, and by
many others in that country, p. 68, 103, 104, and that it
was in great reputation, p. 128 129. It was received by
Cyprian, bxfhop of Carthage, about 248, and by the church
of Rome in his time, P 175, 176, and by divers Latin au-
thors, whofe hiftory is written in the third volume of this
work. As may be feen in the alphabetical Table of prin-
cipal matters, in the article of the Revelation.

The Revelation was received by Novatus, and his fol-
lowers, p. 24§, 246, and by divers other authors, whofe
hiftory is written in that volume.

It is alfo probable, that it was received by the Manichees,

o
P Ist Zvas received by Laantius, vol. IV. p. 80, and by the
Donatifts, p. 102, by the latter Arnobius, about 460, p. 24,
and by the Arians, p. 117.

In the time of Eufebius, in the former part of the fourth
century, it was not received by all. . And therefore it is
reckoned by him among contradiéted books, vol. IV, p. 227.
Neverthelefs it was generally received, p. 234 and 245.
Eufebius himfelf feems to have hefirated about i it. For he
fays, ¢Itis likely, that the Revelation was feen by John the
elder, if not by John the apoftle,” p. 256. It may be reck-
oned probable, that the critical argument of Dionyfius, of

Sf3 Alexandiia
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Alexandria, was of great weight with him, and others of that
time. See p. 257, 258. The Revelation was received by
Athanafius, p. 283—286, and by Epiphanius, p. 313—316.
But we alfo learn from him, that it was not received by all
in his time, p. 316, 317. It is not in the catalogue of Cyril
of Jerufalem, about 348, and feems, not to have been re-
ceived by him, p. 300—302. It is alfo wanting in the cata-
logue of the council of Laodicea, about 363, p. 309. Ne-
verthelefs 1 do not think, it can be thence®concluded, that
this book was rejected by the bifhops of that council. Their
defign feems to have been to mention by name thofe books
only, which thould be publicly read. And they might be of
opinion, that upon account of its obfcurity, it fhould not be
publicly read, though it was of facred authority. And fome
may be of opinion, that this obfervation fhould likewife be
applied to Cyril’s catalogue juft taken notice of.

The Revelation is not in Gregory Nazianzen’s catalogue,
vol. IV. p. 408. Neverthelefs it feems to have been re-
ceived by him, p.'409. It is in the catalogue of Amphilo-
chius. But he fays, 1t was not received by all, p. 414. It
is alfo omitted in Ebedjefu’s catalogue of the books of
fcripture, received by the Syrians, p. 439, 440; nor is it
in the ancient Syriac verfion, p. 441.

It was received by Jerom, vol. V. p. 32, 33, 41, 44
But he fays, it was rejetted by the Greek Chriftians, p. so.
It was received by Rufin, p. 76, by the third council of
Carthage in 397, p. 79, and by Auguftine, p. 86, 104. But
it was not received by all in his time, p. 102. It is never
quoted by Chryfoftom, and, probably, was not received by
him, p. 137. Itis in the catalogue of Dionyfius, called the
Areopagite, about 490, p. 247. It is in the Alexandrian
manufcript, p. 254—256. It was received by Sulpicius
Severus, about 401, p. 164, and by J. Damafcenus, p. 316,
and by (Ecumenius, p. 325, and by many other authors,
whofe hiftory is written in the fifth volume. Andrew,
bifhop of Cmfarea in Cappadocia, at the end of the fifth
century, p. 250, and Arethas, bifhop of the fame place in
the fixth century, wrote commentaries upon it, p. 274. But
it was not received by Severian, bithop of Gabala, p. 161;
nor, as it feems, by Theodoret, p. 195, 196.

Upon the whole it appears, that this book has been gene-
rally received in all ages: though fome have doubted of it
or rejected it, particularly, the Syrians, and fome other

Chriftians
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Chriftians in the eaft. However, for more particulars, fee
- St. John, and the Revelation, in the alphabetical table,
which is in the eleventh volume of this work. "
It may not be improper for me here to remind my readers
of the fentiments of divers learned moderns, concerning this
book, which were put together in vol. III. p. 126, 131,
after having largely reprefented the criticifms of Caius, and
Dionyfius of Alexandria, in the third century upon the ftyle
of this book, and of the other writings afcribed to St, John.
Where alfo is propofed this obfervation, p. 131: ¢ It may
¢ be queftioned, whether their exceptions, founded in the
¢ difference of ftyle, and fuch like things, or any. other
¢ criticifms whatever, can be fufficient to create a doubt
¢ concerning the author of this book : which was owned for
¢ a writing of John, the apoftle and evangelift, before the
¢ times of Dionyfius and Caius, and, fo far as we know,
¢ before the mott early of thofe, who difputed its genuine-
¢ nefs.’

II. Having thus reprefented the external evidence of the
genuinenefs of the book of the Revelation, or of its being
written by St. John, I fhould proceed to confider the inter-
nal evidence. But I nced not enlarge here, becaufe the
objettions taken from the ftyle, and fome other particulars,
were ftated, and confidered, in the third volume, in the
article of Dionyfius, above-named, bifhop of Alexandria.

I now intend therefore only to take notice of a few things,
of principal note, which learned men infift upon, as argu-
ments, that the Revelation has the fame author with the
gofpel, and epiftles, that go under the name of the apoftle
and evangelift John.

1. Ch. i. ver. 1. The Revelation of Fefus Chbriff, which God
gave unto bim, to fhow unto bis fervants things, which muf fbortly
come to pafs. And be fent, and fignified it by bis angel, unto bis

Jervant Fobnm.

Hence it is argued, that * John ftyles himfelf the fervant of
Cbrift, in a fenfe not common to all believers, but peculiar
to thofe, who are efpecially employed by him. So Paul, and

 * ———{fed efle fe inter notaliles tz omnes fub ceconomia vetere, et
Chrifti Jefu minifiras, quos ad Eccle- Paulus, et alii Apoftoli fub cecono-
fiam foam docendam, regendam, et mia nova vocantur fervi Dei. Vi-
curandam adhibebat,——Hoc fenfu tring. in Apoc. cap. i. 1.
Mofes, David, Jefaias, et Prophe- .,

Sf 4 other
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other apotfties, call themfelves fervants of God, and of Chrif.
Particularly Rom. i. 1. Paul a fervant of Fefus Chriff. James
i. 1. James a fervant of God, and of the Lord Tefus Chrif.
2 Pet. i. 1._Simon Peter, a fervant, and an apofle of Fefus Chbrif.
Jude v. 1. Fude, a fervant of Fefus Corif. So Mofes is called
the fervant of God. Numb. xii. 7. and Heb.. iii. 2. Andin
Jike manner divers of the prophets. And in this very book,
ch. x. 7. is the expreflion : as be bas declared unto bis fervants
the propbets.

This obfervation may be of fome weight for fhowing,
that the writer is an apoftle. But it is not decifive. And:n
the fame verfe, whence this argument is taken, the phrafe is
ufed in its general fenfe. #Which Gvd gave unto bim, to fbcz
unto bis fervants.

2. Ver. 2. Who bare record of the word of God, and of ik
teftimony of Fefus Chriff, and of all things that be faw.

Some fuppofe, the writer herein to refer to the writtea
gofpel of St. John, and to fay, that he had already bors
teflimony concerning the word of God, and Fefus Chbriff. But, a
formerly v obferved, thefe words may be underftood of this
very book, the Revelation, and the things contained in it.
The writer fays here very properly, at the beginning, and by
way of preface, that he had performed his office in this book,
having therein faithfully recorded the word of God, which he
had received from Jefus Chrift.

For certain, if thefe words did clearly refer to a writtea
gofpel, they would be decifive. But < they are allowed to be
ambiguous, and other fenfes have been given of them. By
fome they have been underftood to contain a declaration,
that the writer had already borne witnefs to Jefus Chrif
before magiftrates.  Moreover, 1 think, that if St. John had
intended to manifet himfelf in this introdu&ion, he would

b See vol. III. p. n18.

€ Ver. 2. Qui teflatus eff fermonem
Dei, et tefiimonium J. C. et qua
widit.] Duplici modo hac accipi
poffunt, vel Joannem confefionem
veritatis folennem coram tribunali
Prefe&ti Afiz Romani edidifle, ob
quam ipfe miffus fuerit in exilium:
vel ipfum Fvangelio a fe edito
folenne de Chrifto, ejufque ditis
et geftis cdidifle teftimonium. Priore
fenfu vox paprupsw  fcriptoribus
Gracis poflerioris temporis recep-

tifiima eft, et manifefte etiam fomi-
tor a Paulo, 1 Tim. vi. 13—"Ven!
igitur ultro in illam fententia®
quz hzc Joannis verba refert
Evangeliuni non predicatum tants®
a Joanne folenniter, fed et feripts
confirmatum. Quz fi fane fit
hujus loci interpretatio, certd fiml
teftabitur de illius auCtore, Joanne
Apoftolo, ac proinde de libri bojus
divinitate, et fumma aufontate:
Vitring. in Apoc. cap. i.ver. 2-

have
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have more plainly chara&erized himfelf in feveral parts of
this book, than he has done. .

This obfervation therefore appears to me to be of fmall
moment for determining, who the writer is.

3. Farther, it is argued, in favour of the genuinenefs of
this book, ¢that there are in it many inftances of con-
¢<-formity, both of fentiment and expreflion, between the
¢ Revelation and the uncontefted writings of St. John.’

Divers fuch coincidences, or inftances of agreement, -were
taken notice of formerly, and remarks were made upon
them, vol. III. p. 121—125. That which is at p. 124,
appears to me, as ftriking, as any. I fhall therefore enlarge
upon it here. Qur Saviour fays to his difciples John xvi.
33. Be of good cbeer. I bave overcome the world. Chriftian
firmnefs under trials is feveral times reprefented by owver-
coming, or overcoming the world, or overcoming tbe wicked one,
in St. John’s firft epiftle, ch. ii. 13, 14. iv. 4. v. 4, §.
And it is language peculiar to St. John, being in no other
books of the New Teftament. And our Lord fays Rev.
1ii. 21. To bim that overcometh will I grant to fit with me in my
tbrone, even as I alfo overcame, and am fet down with my Father
in bis throne. Compare ch. ii. 7, 11, 17, 26. iii. 5, 12, 21,
and xxi. 7. ‘

I1I. Concerning the time of writing this book, I need not
now fay much, having before thown, in ¢ the hiftory of St.
John, that it is the general teftimony of ancient authors, that
St. John was banifhed into ¢« Patmos, in the time of Domi-
tian, in the latter part of his reign, and reftored by his
fucceflor Nerva. But the book could not be publithed,
till after St. John'’s releafe, and return to Ephefus in Afia.

As Domitian died in 96, and his perfecution did not
commence, till near the e€nd of his reign, the Revelation
feems to be fitly dated in the year 95, or g6. .

Mill ¢ placeth the Revelation in the year of Chrift g6, and
the laft year of the emperor Domitian. At firft, he fuppofed,

that

¢ Sece before, p. 174—186. —--In infoli vero Patmo, in quam

¢ Eodem ordine feptem iftz Afiz relegatus erat Joannes, Domitiani
civitates enumerantor, quo ex Pat- ultimo, feu anno zra vulgaris xcvi.
mo infald adiri debebant. Wetiten. ———fa&a eft ipi Revelatio: quam
in Apoc. i. 11. tom. II. p. 750. univerfam poilea expreflo Chrifti
f Paucis poft confcriptas has mandato feriptis confignavit. Scrip-
epiftolas annis, exorta eft Chrif- tamque Domini ejufdem juffu mific
tianorum perfecutio fub Domitiano. ad feptem ecclefias Afiz. Unde
manifeftom
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that the Revelation was written in Patmos.

But afterwards

he s altered his mind, and thought, it was not writtea

until after his return tq Ephefus from Patmos.

upon the words of Rev. i. g.
not be publithed before the
the end of the year g6.

He build
If fo, I apprehend, it might

year g7, or, at the fooneft, near

Bafnage ® placeth the Revelation in the year of Chrift 6.

Le Clerc ! likewife, who readily admits the genuinenefs
of this book, fpeaks of it at the fame year.

Mr. Lowman * fuppofes, St. John to have had his vifions
in the ifle of Patmos in the year g5.

But Mr. Wetftein * favours the opinion of thofe, who have
argued, that the Revelation was written before the Jewih

war,

He moreover fays,. that ' if the Revelation was

written before that war, it is likely, that the events of that

manifeftum eft, vifionem non modo
Joanni fa&tam fuiffe, fed etiam ab
co literis traditam in infula Patmo.
—— Scriptam fuifle ex pradi&tis
conftat anno vulgaris zre xcvi. feu
Domitiani xvi. et quidem ad finem
ejufdem imperii, inquit Irenzus,
feu tempore zftivo zra vulg. xcvi.
Proleg. num. 157.

& Subjiciemus hic verba Millii,
quz in emendandis pofuerat: Hic
Jententiam, inquit, mutavimss. Con-
Srat enim ex ipfis Foannis werbis Apoc.
i. 9. cum poft reditum ad Epbefum bunc
librum feripfiffe.  Kufter. in notis
num. 137. roleg. p. 19.

» Vid. ann. ¢6. num. xii.

1 At nemo de auoritate ejus
dubitirat ante Caium, Romanum
Prefbyterum, qui circa finem ii.
feculi vixit. Cum Cataphryges eo
libio abuterentur— foctum hunc
efle Apoftoli negare, atque a Ce-
rintho, prafcripto ejus nomine,
editum dicere maluit. At Juftinas,
et Irenzus, eo antiquiores, et qui
cum Joannis difcipulis verfati erant,
Apoftolo hoc opus tribuerant. Si-
militer, cum medio feculo iii.
Nepos in Zgypto Epifcopus, Chi-
liaftarum deliria eodem libro tuere-
tur, Dionyfius Alexandrinus eadem

caufla Joanni eum abjudicavit.
aliter fenferant, quicumque

Apocalypfeos antea mentionem fe-
cerant, excepto Caio, quos fequati
etiam pofteri omnes ad unum. —
Multo fide dignior Irenzus, gqui
pafim hunc librum, quafi Joansis
Apofioli, ad teftimonium vocat, et
diferte. lib. v. c. 30. Negue exim axte
multum te:?q: vifa eff, fed ferme mofiva
wtate, fub finem imperii Demitiaxi,
Quz ejus verba Grazca habet Eafe-
bius. 1. 5. c. 8. J. Cleric. H.E.
Au. g6. num. v. ® See the
fcheme and order of the prophecies
in the book of the Revelation,
which is prefixed to his paraphrafe.

k Nos quidem, omnibus expenfis,
cum iis facimus, qui ftataoat,
Apocalypfin ante bellum Judaicam
foiffe fcriptum. Wetft. N. T. tom.
IL. p. 746. m.

I Qu=fio eft non levis momenti,
cam vera Apocalypfeos interpretatio
maximam partem inde pendeat. Si
enim fcripta eft ante bellam Jodai-
cum, et bella civilia in Italia;
nullo modo probabile eft, tantam
rerum converfionem omnino pr=te-
riri atque negligi potmiffe.  Sin
autem poft illos motus compofitos
fcripta eft, probabilior erit eoram
fententia, qui eventus in Apocalyph
przditos-in feculorum fequentiam
hiftoria querendos exiftimant. 1d. ib.

time
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time fhould be foretold in it. To which I anfwer, that™
though fome interpreters have applied fome things in this
book to thofe times, I cannot fay, whether they have done it
rightly, or not, becaufe I do not underftand the Revelation.
But to me it feems, that though this book was written before
the deftru&ion of Jerufalem, there was no neceffity, that it
fhould be foretold here: becaufe our bleffed Lord had in his
own preaching at divers times fpoken very plainly, and intel-
ligibly, concerning the calamities coming upon the Jewith peo-
ple in general, and the city and temple of Jerufalem, in parti-
cular. And his plain predi&ions, and fymbolical prefigurations
of thofe events, were recorded by no lefs than three hiftorians
and evangelifts, before the war in Judea broke out.

Grotius, who, as ® formerly feen, placeth this book in the
reign of Claudius, was of opinion, that ° the vifions of this
book were feen at feveral times, and afterwards joined toge-
ther in one book : in like manner, as the vifions and prophe-
cies of fome of the prophets of the Old Teftament.

Concerning this opinion it is not proper for me to difpute:
though there appears not any foundation for it in the book
itfelf, as ? Vitringa has obferved. But that the book of the

Revelation,

= Lightfootus in genere cenfet, volumen redaa funt: quod et in

Apocalypfin hanc editam effe ante
novifimom Hierofolymoram exci-
diom. Et certe fi Joannes hanc
Revelationem vere a Chrifto .Jefu
accepiffet fub Claudio, magna cam
fpecie negari non poffet do&iflimis
his viris, quedam figillorum vifa ad
fata judai?mi non adeo incommode
applicari poffe. Sed obftant graves
rationes, quz nos in hanc fen-
tentiam ire vetant. Vitring. in
Apoc. cap. i. ver. 2. p. 7. Vid.
et in cap. vi. ver. 1, 2. p. 101—10§.
2 See before, p. 176.

o Et mitte feptem ecclefiis. Nempe
hujus vifi defcriptionem. Neqoe
ad cztera hujus libri pertinet.

Diverfa vifa diverfis temporibus
Joanni obtigére, ut et Prophetis
aliis. Grot. ad Apoc. cap i. I1.
Poft abfolotum Vifum, monita
falataria continens, ad feptem epif-
copos et ecclefias.—Sequuntur Vifa
alia, quz diverfis temporibus A pof-
tolo obtigére, et poftea in unum

prophetiis aliis evenit, fzpe etiam
non annotato temporis difcrimine,
fed dato intelligi ex iis qua loco
quoque continentur.  Pertinent
autem hmc Vifa ad res Judzorom
ufque ad finem capitis undecimi :
deinde ad res Romanorum, ufque
ad finem capitis viceflimi: deinde
ad ftatum florentifimum Ecclefiz
Chriftianz ad finem ufque, &c.
Ejufdem Annot. ad cap. iv. init.
Vid. et ejus Commentatio ad loca
uved. N. T. &c. citat, in hujus
ugplementi volumine primo, P-
176. )
P Et vero Grotius et Hammondus
ipfi caufam fuam produat, ubi
pofteriorem Apocalypfeos partem
fub Vefpafiano Ephefi {criptam
concedunt. Quis enim illos docuit,
Vifa goannis in Apocalypfi hoc
modo diftinguere, et diverfa illis et
tam longe diffita aflignare tam tem-
pora quam loca? Nullum indi-
cium, nulla fignificatio illius rei in
ipfa

[y
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Revelation, in its prefent form, fent as an epiftle to the feven
churches of Afia, ch. i. ver. 4. was not compofed, and pub-
lifhed before the reign of Domitian, appears to me very pro-
bable from the general, and almoft univerfally concurring
teftimony of the ancients, and from fome things in the book

1tfelf,

.Now therefore I fhall tranfcribe ® a part of Lenfant’s and
Beaufobre's preface to the Revelation, at the fame time re-
ferring to Vitringa * in the margin, who has many like

thoughts,

ipfa Apocalypfi exftat. Contra
dicitur Joannes, quz vidit, widife
in infala Patmo, Vitr. ib, p. 11, 12,

9 Preface fur I’ Apoc. de S.
Jean. p. 613, 614.

Y Primo dubium non eft, quin fi
teftimoniis Veterum res conficienda
fit: communis antique Ecclefiz
traditio, firmata au&oritate Irenzai,
hic multum przponderet teftimonio
Epiphanii. Irenzus enim tempori-
bus Joannis Apoftoli- propior fuit,
tanquam qui eodem adhuc feculo
cum Joanne vixerit, et traditionem
nobis retulit fuo =tate communem,
et omnibus notiflimam.

Sed quod plus etiam momenti
cauflz noftre addit: non nititer
noftra hzc fententia de tempore
feriptz Apocalypfis fola traditione
Veterum. Potett illa ex ipfo hoc
libro, etiam abfque ulla traditione
veteris Ecclefiz demonftrari. Quare
fecundo obfervari velim, ex ipfa
Apocalypfi evidentiffimas adduci
poffe probationes, ex quibus evin-
catur, hunc libram noan atique fub
Claundio, fed omaino poft Claudii
et Neronis tempora, quin imo fub
Domitiano demum in Jucem editom
effe. ~— Quo tempore fcripta eft
‘Apocalypfis, ecclefiz jam per Afi-
am inferiorem in celeberrimis locis
non taatum erant fundatx et con-
.Rabilitz, fed jamdadum fundate et
ftabilite fuiffe fupponuntur. Redar-
gaunter enim. plereque a Domino
-.gravium  vitiorum et criminum,
quz trattu longioris temporis ec-
clefias-illas obrepferant. Ephefina

Having

jam reliquerat primam fuam cbaritatem.
Sardicenfis dicebatur, nosmine wivere,
Sfed were mortua effe.  Laodicenam
magnus occupaverat tepor, eratque
@rumnofa et miferabilis. Hze vero
uam belle conveniunt temporibes
laudii! Ex ecclefiis enim feptem,
quz hic memorantur, in A&ibes
Apoftolorum, aliarum mentio non
eft, quum Ephefinze et Laodicenz
Ephefina autem a Paulo Apofiol
demum fundata eft, fecundum An-
nales Ceftrienfis, anno Claudii
Imperatoris extremo. Liquet ex
iifdem epiftolis Joanmnis, illo tem-
pore, quo edita et Apocalypfs,
Gnotticorum hzrefes, qua dicunter,
in floreatifimis Afiz ecclefiis als
jam egiffe radices. Ad illas enim
carnalium hominum dodirinas fub
myftticis pominibus Bileamitarom et
Nicolaitarum in variis locis alludi-
tur. lllam harefim pravidebat
Petrus in Ecclefia brevi exorituram,
quando epiftolam fuam feribebat
potteriorem, non longe ante Hiero-
folymorum excidium. Judas, gsi
epiftolam fuam edidit, at probabilis
ratio fuadet, poft Hierofolymorsm
illud excidium, hoc femen in prima
viditherba. Sed quo tempore fcripta
eft Apocalypfis non nata tantum, fed
confirmata erat hac hzrefis, et prz-
cipuas Afiz ecclefias inquinaverat.
Quare fi Judas Apoftolus epiftolam
fuam fcripfit fub Vefpafiano : quis
neget, Apocalypfin editam effe fub
Domitiano? InipfisillisE piftolis paf-
fim fupponuntur afilitiones gravio-
res, quas Ecclefia Chrifli rcligi?ni:
uz
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Having quoted Irenzus, Origen, Eufebius, and @ivers other
ancients, placing St. John’s banifhment in Patmos in the latter
part of the reign of Domitian, and faying, that he there faw
the Revelation, they fay: ¢ To thefe unconteftible witnefles
¢ it is needlefs to add a long lift of others, of all ages, and
¢ of the fame fentiment: to whom the authority of Epipha-
€ nius is by no means comparable.” And then they go on:
¢ We muft add to fo conftant a tradition other reafons, which
¢ farther fhow, that the Revelation was not written, till after
¢ Claudius, and Nero. It appears from the book itfelf, that
< there had been already churches for a confiderable fpace of
¢ time in Afia: forafmuch as St. John in the name of Chrift
< reproves faults, that happen not but after a while, The
¢ church of Ephefus bad left ber firft love. That of Sardis bad
¢ a name to live, but was dead. The church of Laodicea was
¢ fallen into lukewarmnefs and indifference. But the church
< of Ephefus, for inftance, was not founded by St. Paul, be-

fuz caufla jam fuftinebat, et fuftinue-
rat: et inter illas fupplicium capi-
tale, quo confeffores veritatis afficie-
bantor. Sic Dominus ad Angelum
ccclefiz Ephefinz: Novi laborem
tuum, xai TV vTOUOYY 08, €t foleran-
tiam in afliionibus. Ad Angelom
Smyrnenfis :  Nowi opera tua, et
o Gady, affiiionem, et paupertatem.
Ad Angelum Pergamenz: Nec
abnegafli fidem meam, ne quidem in
diebus, quibus Antipas, teftis meus
fidelis, amextavn, occifus eff. Sup-
ponunt hazc manifete, tempore
cditz Apocalypfis Gentiles jam
ceepiffe in Chriftianos fzvire, et
ipfam etiani mortem peenz loco illis
quandoque folennibus judiciis irro-
gafle. Id vero ha&enus non liquet
fattum efle imperante Claudio.
Nero, 'poftquam humanitatem ex-
uviflet, {anguinem Chriftianum pri-
mus bibit: Romaz tamen, magis
quam in provinciis. Poft Neronem
Domitianus, ultimis imperii fui,
idem tentavit. Ad quas poftremas
Domitiani perfecutiones in his locis
haud dubie alluditur. Neronis
enim illam perfecutionem in pro-
vinciis Romani Imperii zque ac
Romz zarfiffe, nec liquet, nec pro-

babile eft. Ad Domitiani itaque
perfecutionem hic manifefte allu-
ditur. Quod argumento eft, Apo-
calypfin hanc fub ipfo editam effe.
Eju}c)lcm hujus Domitianzi tem-
poris manifeftum habemus charac-
terem in Joanne. Dicit enim ex-
erte, fe accepiffe banc revelationem a
Domino Jefu, cum ob confeffionem weri-
tatis evangelice ageret in infula Patmo.
Vocatque fe Chriftianorum, illo
tempore afflitorum, focium in afflic-
tione, regno, et patiente exfpellatione
Jefu Chrifti. Fuit igitur Joannes
in exilio, caufli veritatis relegatus
in infulam Patmon. Id vero quo
modo acciderit fub Claudio ? Illum
enim in Chriftianos in provinciis
aut exilio aut cede favifle, nallibi
legitur., ——— Domitiani igitur hic,
et nulliusalivs Imperatoris character
eft. Nero enim Chriftianis capitali
fupplicio Romz affecit: fed Domi-
tianus plures exilio, paucos morte
punivit, ut certi teftes funt Dio et
Eufebius, et pluribus profecuutus
eft Dodwellus. Difl. xi. De Paac.
Mart. § xvii. Quid ceflamus ira-
que tam evidentibus probationibus
convicti fidem adhibere traditioni
Veterum apud Irenzum ? Vitring,
in Apoc. cap. i. ver. 2. p. g—11.

¢ fore



638 A Hiflory of the Apofiles and Evangelifis. Ch.xxii. Vol.IlL. p.376.

¢ fore the laft years of Claudius. When in 61, or 62, St.
¢ Paul wrote to them from Rome, inftead of reproving their
¢ want of love, he commends their love and faith, ch. i. 15.
-¢ 2, It appears from theRevelation, that the Nicolaitans made
< a fect, when this book was written, fince they are exprefsly
< named : whereas they were only foretold, and defcribed in
< general terms by St. Peter in his fecond epiftle, written after
¢ the year fixty, and in St. Jude’s about the time of the de-
¢ {tru&tion of Jerufalem by Vefpafian. 3. It is evident from
¢ divers places of the Revelation, that there had been an
< open perfecution in the provinces. St. John himfelf had
¢ been banifhed into Patmos for the teftimony of Jefus. The
¢« church of Ephefus, or its bifhop, is commended for their
¢ labour and patience, which feems to imply perfecution. This
¢ is ftill more manifeft in the words direfted to the church of
¢ Smyrna, ch.ii. 9. Iknow thy works, and tribulation. For
¢ the original word always denotes perfecution, in the fcrip-
¢ tures of the New Teftament: as it is alfo explained in the
¢ following verfe. In the thirteenth verfe of the fame chap-
¢ ter is mention made of a martyr, named Antipas, put to
¢ death at Pergamus. ‘Though ancient ecclefiaftical hiftory
¢ gives us no information concerning this Antipas, it is ne-
¢ verthelefs certain, that according to all the rules of lan-
¢ guage, what is here faid, ought to be underftood literally.—
¢t All that has been now obferved concerning the perfecution,
< of which mention is made in the firft chapters of the Reve-
¢ lation, cannot relate to the time of Claudius, who did not
¢ perfecute the Chriftians, nor to the time of Nero, whofe
¢ perfecution did not reach the provinces. And therefore it
< muft relate to Domitian, according to ecclefiaftical tra-
¢ dition.”
The vifions therefore here recorded, and the publication
of them in this book, muft be afligned, fo far as I can fee, to
the years of Chrift 95, and 96, or 97.

CHAP-






