







































































































































































































































































544 " Of the Apocalypt,  cHAP. XXX,
treats, the fame fubje®, which Ezekiel had prophefied
more clearly, and that he took for gransed, his readers
wauld underftand himn in fuch a manner, as Ezekiel
intended to be underﬁ:ood

The defcription given in the Apocalypfe of the lsmgq
dom of the beaft is taken from Daniel, buz s
mepted by the addition of variows circumflances,. t
muft be remarked however, that in the Apocalyple the
beaft is never called Antichrift, a name, which occurs
no where, but in the Epiftles of St. John, apd is there
ufed in a fenfe, which has no relation fo the apocalype
tical beaft or harlot. - If the term Antichrift thereforg
be taken intits biblical fenfe, the dotrine relativg to
Antichrift cannot be proved from the Apocalypfe.

Thus much have I thought it neccﬂ'ary to fay, rather
hiftorically than dogmatically goncerning the do&sines
delivered in the Apocalypfe, becaule jt is-of importance
ta.know, whether they contradit the other doGings -
of the New Teftament., | confefs; that during; this
mquu;y ‘my belief in the divine authorify of the Apoa-
“calypfe- has received no saore confiymation, shan it bad
before ;- and I muit leave: the decifion of this i imparant
queﬁtoa ;o every man’s pnva.ta Judgemem:. :





