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did flot know. The naante was a conin unie. Keii lias counted 1bout Md rondt wny v' ho bore it. Wben (Irigen recejvê.d the book, lie Was nearly sixty Iv Ojyears of age. It rame into bis hands, tiierefore, about the Vear 245. prdeticaljliut this b>ook had been in existence for rnany .years. Origen, therefors, ~dentcalo md guess et the autiior. He presumiies laini to be an El>ieurean OntJ9us,who lived iii the tilaje of Hadrian. Origen's palpable error in calling the thoughtiauthur uf the -Truc I)iscourse "an Epicureau lias been folluwed brv wid d',ýenuany of the eburca )istoriuns ;and even Froude, w~lio had the uuiateri l ervatorat hand for koagbetter, repeats the erroneous asbuniption. Tlhis fom theCelstis is flot an Epicurean, but a decided Platonist. As lie is the flrst sUticipateheatiien autlior who mientions the sacred books of the Christians, and Wjthinas sonie uf bis references bear directly Upun the auchursl.ip of the f(our ahe studyGospels, it is important for New Testament critics to fix bis exact date; bas for thibut for the more general purpose uf this article, wlaich je rather to ex. ton ut th,hibit the mmid and nuethod of Celsue, suclu precision is flot necessarv. à s uîaatqThe differeuice je a matter of forty years. Varjous Gernman critics, takixg b1 ocOrigen's guess that he lived under Hadrian, put bum about 187. Keja orermasteand others, through various political indications in his works, place him him thatduring the reign of Marcus Aurelius. The indications favor the latest deigl, hedate, 178 A.ti. 
Woting ýeMHere, then, we have a criticieni ut Chiristianity written by a cultured Ibis alanÊGreek mind in the tiairu quarter uf the second century. It felu into thi o! the pahands ut Origen about sixty-five years alter it was written. Its autho Men Wa1itlhad passed awa',, but the work laad flot bast its vitality. Origen was dis us ancieninclined to repli to it, falling baco on the example ot Jesus, whuo, whe in bis placfalsely accused, opened flot luis mouth. But the earnest request o! Arn san dibrose, with the intimation that soins believers might bave their fait a old andshuaken by its argument, induced bum tu undertake the task. We m.y ieuîd lie ingrateful to Ambrose for his requcet and grateful to Origeu for acced' go je fot sto it, since thie work ut Celons is known to us only tbrough the elabor dence; horeply w-hich Origen constructed tu, demolish it. The grsoat service he h mythe ut 1rendered to Christian literature lies, flot iii the tact that he destroyed agsrntit Uhnarqument ut Celous, but in the tact that he has su wsll preeerved i juge-ýbreaOrigen took up the work ut Celsus piece by piece, partigrapb by Ps loger in tlgrapah, and enveloped eacb extract in a tissue of retuutatiouu. Instead ting for ahaving the full living, breathing argument of Celons, or even the articu d the Hebilated ekeleton, we muet seek the disjolnted hunes in the eight books e fodwhich Origen eought tu give theni Christian burial. We undoubtedly o a?5.flo>oidinit tu the tact tlaat the work ut Celous wae su thoroughly incorporated dis tinriOrigen's reply, tbat it has heen preserved to, us et ail. If there had *hineany means of detaching il, it 'vould probably have shared the cremati ud(rehwhich overtook the works ut Porphyry at a later date. Fortunately, vith th, de,was flot possible to born Celous without burning Origen with bu,. fulfi-nmi ut iOrigen was a fair-minded and generous critic, who would flot wilfull appeal tor tjgarble or perveri. He hais flot shunned tu, exhibit the argument ot h . he world.opponient in ail its force. He sumetimes paraphrases, soanetimes ski Th work


