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TO TIIE 

... 
.R.El'. ROBERT lVALLACE. 

SIR~ 

IT is not without much reluctance 
that I am induced to offer to the puLlic the fol .. 
lowing· Remarks upon yonr late publication; a 
reluctance, I trust, in no degree arising· from 
want of zeal in the defence of Scriptural Truth, 
but solely from the consciousness of my ioa,Lility 
to do justice to~~o gTeat a cause. I can scarcely 
hope, indeed, that any production Qf mine will 
·be read beyond the neig·hbourhood i\1 which I re-.. 
side. Since howHer, my name is, in that neig-h .. 
bonrhoo<l, associated ,vith Institutjo,11s essentially 
11n-oh-ing the principles which you discard, aud 
is enrollet\ among the l\Iiniste1·s of an Establish .... 
ment preeminently ~hamcterize(l by tl1e doctrines. 
which you impugn; ~twill: not,. I trust, be deemed 
inconsistent with the n10.~t unfeigned regret that 

~he ta.sk, h~s bee\1 undertaken by no abler advocate,. 
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if I Jmmbly offer a defence of the mode of faith 

which I profess. Having aYowed my attachment 

to those Societies, which have for their objects 

the distribution of the Scriptures, hoth with and 

without the formularies of the Church, and the 

nlncation of the· poor in the principles of our 

estnhliHhcd religion; it is not perhaps unnatural 

that I should endeavour to repel the attack which 

yon haYe ma,le upon cYery fundamental article of 

the Christian Faith; that I shdnlcf vindicate the 

authority of that Yenerated -rrrsiou, through the 

rncdinm of which the dictates of Inspiration have, 

from earliest i11fmH'y, been conYeyed to our minds; 

that I should ofte r to the rising· ·generation some 

antidote to the seductirn inflnence of opinions, 

flattering- indeed to the pride of hnman reason, 

and maintained with no small plansibjlity of ar

gmncnt, hut involving·, as I sincerely believe~ 

the most pernicions errors, and entailing th~ 

most awful conseqncnces on aH who embrace 

them. And having· solenrnly promised, at my 
ordination, to " be ready with all foithfnl dili~ 

g·ence to banish and driYe away all erroneous aiul 

str:rn.g-c doctri1ws, eontrary to Gods word,"* froni 

tJwt Chnrd1, which "acknm,rledg-es the glory of 

-the eternal Trinity, and iri the power of the divine, 

nrnjesty wor~hips tlic Unity;"t ·can fbette_r fulfil 

my rng-agenient ~han by c?ntributi1_1g my ~1t~~nbl~ . 

. . . _, 
* Ordiuation of rricsts. t Collect fot· Triuit~• Su11drry. 

. .: 
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~hare of ahiiity towards the defence and elucitla
clation of that mysterious, but most Scriptural 
doctrine? 

Far be it from me to discourage a spirit of li
beral enqniry. "Natmally enough attached to 
the principles in which I was educ~ted," I am 
not, I trust, "a big;ot or a slaYc to them." No 
sooner sliall it lJe proved that they arc contrar!J to 
Reason and to Scripture, than I ,,·ill renounce 
them as c_ordially as I now believe them to be true. 
But I do not think it " rtttional" to reject a doc
trine merely hecanse it e.i:ceeds my comprehension; 
nor does it accord with my notion of " candour" 
to load with reproach and suspicion a part of the 
sacred volume, confessedly authorized by every 
version and every manuscript extant, merely be
cause it militates against a favourite and precon
cei Yed theory. 

You complaiu,* hut I think without reason, 
that Unitarians are treated by their opponents 
with unjust severity; that their "names are cast 
out as evil;" that, "together with the primi
tive disciples of their Lord, they are a sect every 
~vhere spoken against." Could I believe that 
they· re_~lly bear this character of genuine Chris

~ianit)~~- I sho_nld think more farnurably of the 
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principles by which they are distinguished. But 
it is a character, to which Reason, Experience, 
and Scripture, oblige me to deny their pretensions. 
It is a character preeminently affixed to those who 
maintain, with an earnestness proportioned to 
their vast importance, those very doctrines which 

you exclude from your system. It was " Christ 

crucified," which was " to th~ Jews a stumbling-i 
block, and to the Greeks foolishness;'' and it is th~ 

same doctrine, which, to the end of time, will 
offend the pride and provoke the enmity of man. 
On the contrary, so congenial to his natural pro

pensities are "the peculiarities of" religious "opi
nion by which Uni~arians are distinguished;" so 
pleasing to his ear are their encomiums on the 

dignity of his nature, and on the merit and suffi~ 

ciency of his obedience; that those peculiarities 
cannot, in the nature of thin gs, expose them to 
reproach and persecution. ,vhether the odium 
under which they lie, if indeed it exists at all, has. 
arisen fron~ any other canse, particularly from 
their aYoWe(~ hostility to all national establish
ments,* is a question, which it would be foreign 

to my present purpo_se to agitate. 

* Tlwt I m a.y not be accusetl of a<lding to " the Ynrious 111 is

rr.presr,1 tat io11s to whid1 the charaeter anti opinions of Unitarian~. 

1,rn rn been exposeJ, » I beg· t o subjoin some extracts from the. 

writings of Dr. Priestley, rrn author, whom, I belieYe ,. they uni -_ 

~·ersally admire an<l. venerate, "\re are, as it were, las ing· i,;-u n

powtler, g rain Ly grain, under the ohl building· of error ant\ 
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Yon exult however in the declaration, that. 
yonr " moral conduct is still ahovc suspicion," 
that yonr " moral principles haxc never been oh
scnred by the shadow of an in:-;innation."* Ra
ther a hold assertion! Bnt what would it prove, 
eYcn were its truth indisputable P ,v ould it an-

superstition, which a single spark may hereafter inflame, so as 
to produce an ·instantaneous explosion." Importance of free 
Enquiry, p. 40. ,vhat Dr. P. means hy the old building of error 
and superstition, the context :sufficiently explains. On the im
possibility of supporting the ecclesiastical constitution, if once a 
great majority of the people can be macle hostile to it; and on 
" the power of small changes in the political state of things, to 
ovc1turu the best compacted estahlishments," he likewise en
larges with much earnestness ontl force: ibid. pp. 39, 41, 44. 
The fittest seasons and hest 011port1111ities, for silently working 
out the great'effeets which he here professes to hold in view, this 
writer had before communicated to his fellow labourer, l\Ir. Lind
sey, in the dedication of his Hist01y of Corruptions, pp. vi. vii. 
" While the attention of men in power is engrossed Ly the diffi
culties th!'it more immediately press npon them, the endeavours 
of the friends of reformation, in points of doctrine, pass with less 
'llotice, and operate 1L'ithout obstruction." Times of public dan
ger anJ difficulty are thus pointed ont, ns best suited to lay that 
train,~which was finally to e:\lllode with the ruin of the establish .. 
ment . And indeed, at an early period of life, he had ewn ,·en 4 

tmed to promise himself a more rapid accomplishment of the 
great ohject of his wishes. Speaking· of the establishment, and 
those allllses which he ascribes to the principles of the hierarchy, 
he does not scruple to predict that, in " some general convulsion 
of tlte State, some bold hand, secretly impelled by a Yengefol pro-
,-idence, shalJ sweep down the whole together." View of the 
Prine1j1lcs and Conduct of tlte Protestant Dissentel's, p. 12, 

* Statemelll, p. 6. 
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thorize the conclusion that yonr religions creed is 

correct?-None ever qnestioned the morality of 

Socrates: hut Socrates lived and died in the belief 

of a plurality of Gods. The morality of Mr. Hume 

has been loudly celebrated: but Mr. H-t,1.me railed 

at religion almost in the ag·onies of Death. 

Yon have favoured us with an account,* which 

I will suppose to be strictly correct, of the vari

oi1s classes of Uc.itarians. The minute points' of 

difference, however, on which they separate from 

each other, appear to me but of smaB importance 
I " 

in .. the argument. If Christ be less than God, it 

rn~tters little, in my judgment, whether he was 

a mere man, or had an existence before all worlds. 

lt_is clear that all Unitarians are agreed in deny

ing, what it is the object of the following pages 

to establish, the supreme divinity of our Lord and 

s~wionr J esns Christ, as well as the personal ex

istence and divine nature of the Holy Ghost. 

Before I enter upon the discussion, I haYe 

0111y to offer my fervent prayer, that the under

taking may lJe blessed with the assistance and 

dirr rtion of Almighty God. 

* Page 7-11. 



Remarks on tlw " Scriptural Proof that there is 
only one God." , 

Since the doctrine of the di vine Unity forms 
as essential a part of the Trinitarian's ' creed as of 
your own ; I should have had little to remark on 
your Statement of that Doctrine, had you not 
asserted that, in respect of the support which it 
derives from the general tenour of Scripture 
langnage, " it diflers essentially from that of the 
Trinity, which," yon add, '' is not expressly 
taught in a single passage of Scripture, if we 
except I John v. 7 ., upon which the writings of 
Porson and Marsh have stamped the decisive 
character of forgery;"* and h~d yon not, by im
plication at least, maintained t that the two doc
trines are directly repng·nant to each other. 

How will yon prove this repugnancy? You 
nre a.ware that the Apostle spe::ikst of body, soul, 
and spfrit, as constituting- the same individual 
man. If, then, a man may be three in one re
~pect, and one in another; do we know so much 
of God. as to assert that it is impossible that some
thing similar, but far superior, and more entire 
both in the distinciion and in the unity, should 

t p. 13. t I Thess. v. 23. 

B 
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take piace in his incomprehensible nature? \Ve 

do not say that the Deity is three and one in the 

same sense; nor do we pretend to explain or 

comprehend lwm God subsists in three Persons, 

Father, Son, ai~d Holy Ghost; but we humbly 

believe his Testimony concerning himself, and 

adore his incomprehensible :Majesty. 

I ~ni not indeed prepared to say, with Mr. 

\VarcUaw, that "every Text, whi<::h affirm$ t]~e 

Unity of God, involves an qfjfrmatfon of the Tri

,1ity: "§ but this at least I am bold to assert,that 

every such Text is perfectly cor1;sistent with ,it. 

Take, for an example, the vety first of tho~e pas

snges wl1ich yon have nddnced in order to prove 

that " the Deity is strictly and numerically 0~1e." 

" IIeur, 0 Israel, the Lord our God is one Lord." 

Dent. vi. 4. The original words are, JEHOVAH 

om ELOHDI is one JEHOVAH.. Now, Sir, it is 

well known to every Hebrew Scholar that ELo

n DI is a pluml nonn. As such, it is in Scripture 

~,pplied to the.false ,gods of the Heathen. Applied 

therefore in this emphatical manner to the true 

God also, it must be considered as remarkably 

consistent with the doctrine of a plnra}ity of 

Petsons in the Godhead. Indeed, as this mode 

of exprcssio,1 is adopted in the second Command

ment, and in othei- passages directly pointed 

§ Statement, 11, 13. 
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~gainst polytheism and idolatry, it seems to hav~ 
been particularly seleclecl in order to show that 
no plurality in the true God infringed the Unity. 

Yon say, however, that, if we excrpt 1 John 
v. 7., the doctrine of the Trinity is" not expressly 
taught in a single passage of Scripture." Lest 
so essential an m·ticle of our creed should seem 
to need the support of a disputed text, I will re
sign the passage in St. Joh n's Epistle; although 
it is thought by Bishop Horsley, and other learn
ed men, that the doubts respecting i~s authenti ... 
city are the result of "an over-suttle criticism.,, 

The other passages, by which this doctrine is 
fairly established, althoug·h perhaJJS not expressly 
asserted,* are neither few nor equivocal. To 
some of the most important of these I will now 

beg your attention. 

Wben our Lord was baptized, the Father, by 
a voice from Heaven, declar€d him to be his lJe
lurnd Son, and publicly scaled his appointment 
to the mecliatorial office, on which he then so .. 

lenmly entered: and the Holy Spirit descend-. 

* If our expressions convey the <loctrine of Scripture, with 
;lS much p~rspicuity an<l precision as human l:mg·uage generally 
~<lmits of;, i.t is mere trifling to ohjcct to them, because they arc 
not foun<l in the Bible; for trutli.s not words constitute the mut 

ter of Revelation, and 11:orcls arc only the vehicles of (rut/is to. 
~ur minds, 
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ing visibly, under the emblematic representation 
of a Dove, Jig-hted upon him; as through him to 
be communicated to all his true disciples. Thus 
the three Persons in the s~cred Trinity evidently 
acted according to the parts sustained by them 
in the great work of man's salvation.t 

But the form of Christian Baptism is far more 
conclusive: "Go ye, and teach all nati01is, bap
tizing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost."i By tl1e rite of 
Baptism men were required to renounce their 
false gods, and to ~cknowledge the God of the 
Bible; from whence the inference is unavoidable, 
that Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, are that only 

I 

and true God. Besides, they were thus to dedi-
cate themselves to him, and enter into covenant 
with him: and this is to be done in the same 
manner, and therefore in the same sense, to one as 

to the other of these three Persons. Nothing less 
therefore can be implied than a profession of wor
shipping, believing· in, and serving· Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghost. 

The next passage is the Apostolical benedic
tion: " The Grace of the Lord.Jesus Christ, and 
the love of God, and the communion of the Holy 
Ghost be with you all."§ This is clearly, i_fanY, 

t l\Iatt. iii. 16, 17. :j: lUatt. xxviii; 19. § 2 Cor; •xi.ii. 14, 



thing can be, an act of adoration, by which the 

Divinity of each is confessed. "re arc therefore 

taught to pray to the Son and Spirit equally with 
the Father, and to ma1ntain the same depcudence 

npon them for the peculiar grace and fiwour, 
which in their respective offices they bestow. 

Thcs0 passages haYc le<l me to the cordial re

ception of the Trinitarian Doctrine, my notion of 
which I beg- leaYe here to state, as it will be per

ceiwd to influence my interpretation of many 

Texts, which you adduce in support of . your 

opinions: 

The Sacred Three have perfect union with 

each other, inasmuch as they are three distinct 

coequal Persons, each of whom possesses the same 

undivided essence. The Cod-man Christ Jesus 

has perfect union with the Father and with the 

Holy Ghost, inasmuch as he is the same in per

son with the second cocqnal, coeternal, and co

essential Person of the Godhead. The Father 

doeth the works of the God-man in him, not per

sonally, but by the Holy Ghost. Neither is it the 
Father, essentially considered, v;ho works the 

works of Christ hy the Holy Ghost, but the Fa

ther considered in his coYenant oHicc, as the 

depositary of the will of the sacred and coequal 
three. 
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Remarks on the " Scriptural Proof that the Fatlter 
only is the true God.'' 

Having established the doctrine of the divine 

Unity, a doctrine which· every Trinitariai1 most 

cordially receives, yon enumerate the following· 

passag·es, which, in your judgment, "confine the 

Godhead solely and exclusively to the Person of 

the Father."t "The hour cometh, and now is, 

when the true worshippers shall worsh1p the Fa

ther in spirit and truth: for the Father seeketh 

such to worship him. God is a Spirit: and they 

that worship him must worship him in Spirit and 

in Truth." John iv. 23, 24. '' And this is Life 

eternal, that they might know thee, the only 

true Goel, and Jesus Christ, whom thou hast 

sent." John xvii. 3. " Grace be unto yon, ancl 

peace, from Cod our Pather, and from our Lord 

Jesus Christ." 1 Cor. i. 3. "Though thei·e be 

that are called gods, ,vhether in heaven or in 

earth, (as there be g·ods many, and lords many,) 

yet to us there is but one God, the Father, of 

whom ni:e all things, and we Ly him." 1 Cor. viii. 

6, 6. t One God and Father of all, who is above 

t Statement p. 15. 

t The cornnH'nt of Jerome upon this passage is as foJlows: 

« Si enitll, ut existinurnt Ari,llli, Deus pater solus est Deus, 

t':1de111 conseqnenti{t, ~:oh1s erit Dorninus Je:sus Christus, ct 

nee l'Hler erit Domillus, nee iilius Deus; sed absit, ut no"n 

sit, rd in Domi11utiune Dc:itas, nl ill Dcitate 'Dominatio. 

U11ns est Domin11 ~;, ct 11m1s c8t Dcu:-.; quia patris ct filii 

dominatio, uua Di vinitas est." llicron. Cormncnt. in Ephcs-. 

i,. J. 
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:ill, nnd through all, an<l in yon all." Eph. iv. 6. 
"For there is one God, ancl one l\Jcdiator between 
God and men, the man Christ Jesus." I Tim. ii. 5. 

,vhy may not "God'' or " the Father" in all 
these }Xtssag-es express a Person, who represents 
the simple and absolute divine Essence; whilst 
" the Lord" or "Lord Jesus Christ" represents a 

Person, who, whilst he is coequal with the Father 
and the Holy Ghost, in the Unity of the divine 
Essence, po~sesses also a natnre which he holds in 
~trict union with his diYine nature; the combi
nation of which two natnres constitutes a Person, 
essentially inferior, who also bears relations which 
form another and distinct ground of inferiority? 

• • • 
Remm·lls on the " Scriptural Proof of the Simple. 

Humanit.11 of .Jesus Christ, aml of his inferi
ority to the Father." 

It is a common, but not a very honourable ar
tifice; in controversial warfare, by giving· a par
tial statement of an adversary's opinion, to make 
it appear inconsistent both with Scripture and 
with itself. Thus, in the preceding discussion, 
your reasoning· might lead an inexperienced 
reader to conclude that a believer in the Trinita
rian Doctrine necessarily rejected that of the Di-
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vine Unity. An instance of similar unfairneS8 
will appear in the Chapter on which we are 
now entering. From the pains which you take 
to establish the proper humanity of Christ, a 

Truth in which every T1:initarian entirely con
curs, might it not be inferred that those, who 
maintain his Divinity, so maintain it, as to ex
clude the possibility of his possessing a human, in 
combination with his divine nature? In proving 
that Christ was man, 'you only prove that, which 
your adversaries fully admit. The }Joint at issue 
between us is, whether the proofs, which estab
lish his humanity, infringe his true and proper 
De-ity; whether, while he is on some grounds 
and in some senses inferior, he is not, at the same 
time, equal to the Father. But let us proceed to 

the examination of those passag·es, from which 
you infer "the simple humanity of Christ."* 

" Ther~ came one running, and kneeled ~o 

him, and asked him saying-, Good Master, what. 
s1mll I do, that I may inherit eternal Life? And 
J esus said unto him, ,vhy callest ~hon me good? 

T here is none good but one, that is God." 
l\Iark x. 17, 18. 

A young Ruler, evidently ignorant of the <'ha
r~1ctcr of J esns, addressed him hy a title, wl1ich, 

* Statement, p. 16. 
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under such misapprehension, was improper; a 
title, too, which the Jewish Rabbics arc said to 
have affected, and which, on that g-ronud also, 
was likely to call forth onr Lord's aninrndversion; 
",Vhy dost thou call me good, whom thou rc
gardest only as a prophet ,sent from God, and 
dost not look upon to be any more than a mere 
man ? Thou shouldest remember that none is 
perfectly good but one glorious and immutable 
Being, even the ever blessed and eternal God."t 

" If ye loved me, ye would rejoice, because 
I said, I go unto the Father: for my Father is 
greater than I." Jolm_xiv. 28. 

The essential nature of Christ, as Christ, con
tains inferiority ; because Christ is GoD-MAN. 
The relation also in which he stands to the Fa
ther ( since he that sent is greater than he that is 
sent,) furnishes another ground of inferiority. 

"-Xe are Christ's; and Christ is God's." 1 Cor. 
iii. 23. 

Christ is the ordinance of God, for his glory; 
and in one view his property, doing his will and 
work. 

t Dou«lriugt>. 

C 
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" l w0uld have you ~now twit th_e Ji.ead of 
every lnan is Christ ; a1)d the head of the WO\llan 

is the ma:i;i; and th~ head of Ch~\~t 1s God." 
1 Cor. ~i. 3. 

Cl~rist issues fo;nn Go(l, ~1,d r~.fer~ hill\sel_f to 

Q9d,. 

Y ~WI ne~t appe3:l is " to oth~r passages where 
Je~ns ~s s,tyled the Servrmt ef GOD,, ~nd ·wl;i~r~ hi~ 
wisdom and power are said to have been derived 

f1wn tlie Fn:ther"* '-' Behold my se,·vant, whom 
I have chos~n; my beloved, in whom: my Sol\\ is 
,vell pleased." l\I~t.t~. :'\i.i_. 18 •. -" w·hen Yf? l;i.ave 

lifted up the Son of Man, then shall ye know that 

I an., lw, ~nd that I do notl,ing o{ mys~lf; bu,t as 
my fa(l,ier ha~h taught n,1e, ~ speak thes(? th.\ngs." 
.Jo}m v;i~. 2;6,.-" For I have not spoken of myself; 
b,\lt t_h~ ~ather which sent me~ he gave me a com
mam,m~nt, what I should say, and what I ~h~u)d 
speak: And I know that his commandment is life 
everlasting. Wh,atsoever I speak, therefore, even 
as the Father hath said unto me, so I speaJ:c" 
John xii. 4D, .SO.-" Now they have known that 
all ~hings, wlatsoever thOl, hast g~ven me, are of 
thee. :for ~ l;i_aye given unto thel).l the. woi:d.s 
which thou gavesf me; and they have rec~iv~d 
them, and have known surely that I came out 

* Statement, p. 17. 
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from thee, and the·y have believed that thou didst 
send me." John xvii. 7, 8.-" The Son can do 
nothi11g· of himself." John v. 19.-" I can of 
mine own self do nothing; as I hear, I judge: and 
my judgment is just; because I seek not mine own 
will, but the will of the Father which hath sent 
me." v. 30-" The works which the Father hath 
given me to finish, bear witness of me, that the 
Father hath sent me." v. 36. 

All which tl1e Lord Jesus Christ did and spoke, 
he did and spoke in fulfilment of the provisions 
of an everlasting· Covenant, which is referred to 
the will of the Father personally, as its source. 
By the ordinances of that CoYenant, He took the 
inferior relation, becoming the Servant, and the 
Sent of another, even the Father; and doing all 
he did, and speaking all l1e spoke, by a power not 
his own personally, but belonging to the Holy 
Ghost personally: which power He received a~ a 
gift from the Father; that power of tl1e Holy 
Ghost, which he received and exercised, being 
traced up to the Father's will, as the source of the 
gift. Hen~e he is said to have spolten what the 
Father taugl,t Him, and what the Father said to 
him : of himself to be able to do nothiug; and to 
wor~ the works which the Father gm.:e him to 
finish, and enabled him to finish: it being always 
to be considered, that this submission and snhser
v iency to the Father does not imply any essential 
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inferiority, eith~r in Him, 01: in the Holy Ghost, 

to the Father; but an inferiority, which is the 

result of Covenant transactions, in which they are, 

severally, equal covenanting Parties; and of 

which the ultimate end · is the manifestation of 

that same one divine Essence (in which they are 

co-eternal together, and co-equal,) in the Person 

of the Father. 

"Then cometh the end, when he shall have 

delivered up the king·dom to God, even the 

Father; when he shall have put down all rule, and_ 

all authority and power. And when all things 

shall be subdued unto him, then shall the Son 

also himself he subject unto him that put all things 

under him, that God may be all in all." 1 Cor. 

xv. 24, 28. 

The Empire sustained by the Gon-MAN is an 

·empire of time: when time shall be no more, then, 

although Christ will for ever continue to be God

rnan, the empire will be carried on, not in /tis 

Person, but by the Father, as the representative of 

the sacred Trinity; no longer l?y God in human 

1_iature, but by God absolutely. 

You proceed to remark, that "passages equally 

apposite and decisive are adduced by the Unitarian 

as proofs of Christ's humanity, in which he is 

sai<l to have been clweeu, appointed, sanctified, 



21 

inspired, anointed, .<Jh:en, and sent by God."* 

" IlC'hold my scrYant whom l haYe chosen." 

l\Iatt. xii. 18.-" Who was faithful to him that 

appointed him." Heb. iii. 2. "Him whom the 

Father hath sanctified." ·John x. 36.-" I will 

put my spirit upon him." l\In.tt. xii. 18.-".Thou 

hast lo,,ecl rig-htcons11css, and hated iniquity; 

therefore God, even thy God, hath anointed thee 

with the oi] of gladness abo,·e thy fellows." Heb. 

i. 9. Sec also Acts x. 38. " God so loved the 

world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that 

whosoever believeth in him, should not perish, 

but have everlasting- life." John iii. 16.-" As 

thou hast sent me into the v;-orld, even so have I 

also sent them into the world." John xvii. 18. 

The preceding- Statement furnishes the clne 

to the interpretation of all these passages. Christ 

is, according to the relntions imposed upon, and 

received by him, in and throug·h the Covenant, 

one chosen, one appointed, one sanctified, one who 

receit.:es the Spirit, one anointed with oil, one sent. 

It is unnecessary that I should cite the passages 

from which yon infer the true and proper lmma

nity of Jesus Christ ;t since the Trinitarian not 

only concurs in that inference, Lut regards it as 

~ Statem~nt p. 1_8. t Statement p. 19-21. 
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lying at the foundation of his dearest hopes. "He 
took not on him tlie nature ef Angels, and there
fore saved none of them who, for want of a Re
deemer, are reserved in everlasting chains and 

darkness 'llnto the,iudgment if tile great day. And 
Man once fallen had been, as deservedly, so irre
vocably, condemned to the same condition, but 

that he took upon hini the seed of Abraham. For 
since we are partallers of flesh and bloocl, we could 
·expect no Redemption, but by him who lih,emise 
took part of tlie same. ,ve could look for no Re
deemer, but such a O}le, who by consanguinity 
was our brother. And since there is but one 
Mediator between God and Men, the Man Christ 

Jesus, we cannot he assured that he was the 
Christ, or is our Jesus, except we be first assured 
that he was a man.-,Vhen therefore we see our 
Savionr truly suffer, we -know his divine essence 
suffered not, and thence ackno·w]edge the addi ... 
tion of his human nature, as the ptoper subject of 
his passion. And from hence we may infallibly 
conclude, Surely that Mediator between God and 
Man was truly 1\Ian, as we are men, who when 
h-e fasted was an hungry, whet1 he trtwelled was 
thirsty and weary as we are; who being· g·i"ieved 
wept, being in an agony sweat, being· scourged 
bled, and being cn1.cified died."* 

If l_'earson on tlvi Creed pp. 179, 192 •. 
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In the last place you " infer the superiority 
of the Father from variom; passages, in which 
he is literally and emphatically styled the God of 
Jesus."* 

" And about the ninth hour Jesus cried 
with a loud Yoice, saying, Eli, Eli, lama sabach-. 
thani? that is to say, My G-O<l, l\Iy God, why, 
hast thou forsaken me?" Mat. xxvii. 46.--See 
also l\fat. xv. 34. " Go to my brethren, and &1.y 

unto them, I ascend unto my Father, and your 
Father; and to my God, and your God." John 
xx. 17.-" The God and Father of om- Lord 
Jesus Christ, which is blessed for evermore, know
eth that I lie not." 2 Cor. xi. 31.-See also 
Eph. i. 3. Col. i. 3. 1 Pet. i. 3.-" I cease not 
to give thanks for you, making mention of yol\ 
in my prayers, that the God of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, the Father of Glory, may give you the 
spirit of wisdom and revelation in the knowledge 
of him." Eph. i. 16, 17. 

God is, by covenant, the God as well as the 
Father of the God-man Christ Jesus. From that 
Covenant he derives his origin and his essence, 
as Christ, whose essential nature is neither God
head simply, nor l\Ianhood simply, hut Godman
lzoocl; which is, (if I may he allowed the expres-

* Statement, pp. 21, 22. 
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sion) ·a creatlfre-natnre; and he who wears it i~ 

a Creatme, ( Coloss. i. 15. Revel. iii. 14,) and 

God is his God, even as he is the God of all crea

tures. The relation of Father is distinct from that 

of Godj it is the peculiar relation, which He, 

who is the God of Christ, ~hooses and appoints to 

himself, that he will bear towards this peculiar 

creature Christ: and, in him, towards those to 

whom " he 'giveth power to become the sons of 

God, even to them who believe in his name.''* 

If you have failed in your Scriptural proof of 

the simple humanity of Jesus Christ, 1 think yon 

have heen equally nnfortnnate, not to say disin

gennous, in yonr citation of human anthority. I 
can scarcely persnade myself to believe that you 

i1itended to represent Lord Bacon as a Disciple of 

the Unitarian School. Snch however is the effect 

which mig-ht probably he produced by yonr ex

tract from his writings, unless it were explained 

hy the context, and illustrated by the general 

character of his Compositions. Having remarked 

that the concnrrence of your adversary in the doc

trine of Christ's hnmanity " amonuts in fact to 
nothing, ~inre he maintains at the same time that 

Jesns "as perfect God as well as perfect man, ''t 
yon atten1pt to expose the absnrdity of the Creecl 

by the following- ohserYations: " He (i. e. the 

* John i. 12. 'I" Statemrmt p. 2'2. 
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Adt:-e1·sa1:1J of Ille Unitarian) belicn~s, as Lord 
Bacon with characteristic force and acnteness 
obse1·vcs, three to Le one, and one to be three; 
a Father not to be older than his Son, a Son to 
be equal with his Father," &c. From these 
words, which are extracted from a work entitled 
Clwracteristics ef a believin.<J Christian, in Para
do.res and seeming· Contradictions, a reader un
acquainted with Loni Bacon's opinions might in
fer, that it was his object to prove the Trinitarian 
Hypothesis to be false, by proving it to be absurd. 
,vith what fairness such a conclusion would be 
drawn, let the first of these characteristics (the 
second and third of which you have cited) de
termine. 

1. " A Christian 1s one, who believes such 
things as his Reason cannot comprehend ; hopes 
for things he never saw; and labours fo1: what he 
knows he shall uot obtain. Yet, in the issue, Ids 
belief appears not to be.false; his hopes makes him 
not ashamed; his labor is not in vain." 

2. "He (i.e. the Christian) believes three to 
be one," &c. 

Lest the : meaning of this celebrated writer 
should still be deemed equivocal, let it be illustrat
ecl by another passage, in whicl1 you mu~t, I think, 
discowr not only the " characteristic force and 

D 
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acuteness'' of the author, but the submission of a. 
great and vigorous understanding to the most 
obscure and unintelligible dictates of divine Re
velation. The prerogative of God extends over 
the whole man, and reaches both to his will and 
his reason ; so that man must absolutely renounce 
himself and submit to God: and therefore, as we 
are obliged to obey the divine law, though our will 
murmur against it; so are we obliged to believe 
the word of God, though our reason be shocked 
~t it. For if we should belieYe only such things 
as are agTeeable to onr Reason, we assent to the 
nwtter, an<l not to the author: which is no more 
than we do to a suspected witness. But the 
fidtlt imputed to Abraham/01· righteousness, con.! 
sistetl in a particular, laughed at by Sarah; who, 
in that resy,ect, was an Image of the natural Rea

son. And therefore, the rnore absurd and incredi.:. 
ble any mystery is, tlte greater honour me do to 
God in believing it, and so much the· rnore noble 

tlte victory of faith."t 

The Rhapsody which occupies a part of yom 
'23rd and 24th pages, as it contains 110 argument, 
requires no reply. I proceed therefore to notice 
yonr observations on the violence that is offered 
to our Reason by believing in the union of the 

1- Bucon cle au[Jm. Scient . Sec, xxviii. § 2, 
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divine and human natmcs m the person of 
Christ.t 

Even if it were granted that the doctrine is 
ns unreasonable as you desire to represent it, your 
argument would consist only in opposing lmman 
probability to the positive declarations of the di-
1:iue word. But I scruple not to say, that, far 
from being contrary to reason, this doctrine is 
strictly consonant to it. And in reply to your 
enqniry, whether '' our Salvation could not have 
been accomplished but hy the condescension and 
humiliation of Deity itself; whether man could 
not haYe been reconciled to his Maker but by the 
Crucifixi~n and Death of the eternal J n<lge of all 
the Earth ?"t I should say, that, although it 
might be presumptuous to assert, that the Al .. 
mighty could have devised no other method of 
deliverance for his creatures, we have abnndant 
cnn:,;;e to admire the fitness of that which he has 
appointed. Indeed it is a method which seems 
to be rendered necessary by th~ infinite holiness 
and j nstice of God, and the intrinsic evil and 
desert of sin. It wvnld evidently be inconsistent 
with the glory of God's attributes, that he sho'-'hl 
show mercy to the sinner, without at the s.·une 
time exhibiting his justice in the punishment of 

-\' Statcmeut, p. 2'1 .. + <)w 
-t. P· .. u .. 
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s111. How then shall sin be remitted? "Without 

:;;bedding of blood," says the Scrjpture, "is no 
remission."* Who shall be the victim? No 

created Being, of whateyer dignity or excellence, 
wonl<l suffice : because none could adequately ex.,. 
hi bit the i1ifiuite justice and holiness of God. The 

Eternal Son of the :Father therefore said, " Lo J 
come to do thy will, 0 'God."t 

Again : (' if satisfaction was to be made to 

divine justice for the sins of men by vicarious 

obedience aud vicarious snffering·s, in such a nay 

( and in no ()ther way it could be consistent with 

diYine wisdom) as might attach the pardoned 
offender to .,God's service npon a principle of love 

and gratitude; it was essential to this plan, that 

God himself shpnld take a principal part in all 
that his J tJstice required to be done and suff~red, 

to make rq_om for his mercy ; and the di vine na

ture itself being incapable of suffering, it was 
necessary to the scheme of pardon, that the God

head .should con~lc~cend to unite to itself the na-:
t-ure capable." 

For snpposc that some inferior Being, either 

a perfect man, or an incarnate angel, had been 

~ble t() pay the forfeit for ns: an<l "snppose that 
the forfeit had been paid hy a person thus dis-

. . . 

'f: Heh. ix. '22, t Ps '. xl. 7, 8. Heb. x. ? .• 



1 inct :ind s(•parate from tlie riod11ead; " ' hat ef

fect would lia, e Leen produced, by a panlou so 

obtaine<l, in the mind of a par<loned offe11dcr? 

l suy, 110 tlonbt, for an miexpected tlcli,-erauce 

from impending-, cng·eance,-love for the Person, 

man 01· n11g-cl, '" lw had wroug·ht the deliverance, 

-remorse, tlmt ltis crimes had inYoh·ed auother·s 

in11occnce in misery: hut certainly 1io attachment 

to the service of the Sovereign. The Deliverer 

mig·ht have been lored : l.,ut the Being- wl1ose 

justice exacted the satisfaction would have re

mained the oLjeet of mere fear, nnmixed with 

loYe, or rather of fear mixed with .. ~.:wersion. 

Pardon thus obtained ueYer conld have inflamed 

the repentant sinner's bosom with that love of 

God, which alone can qualify an iutcllig·ent 

Creature for the enjoyment of the Creator's pre

sence. This could only be effected by the won

<lerfnl Scheme in which Mercy and Truth are 

made to kiss each other; when the same God, 

who in one person exaets the punishment, in ano

tlier, himself sustains it; and thus makes !tis men 

mercy pay the satisfactiou lo his on:n justice."* 

"This/' yon say, " may Le the Christianity 

of Athauasins, of Calvin, aiul of nnmLers besidt>s, 

whom fashion or prejudice has monlded into a. 
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conformity with their opinions."* A noble spe .. 
cimen, truly, of Unitarian candour! Condescend, 
Sir, to believe that there are those, vd10, ,vith 
opinions completely opposite to your own, can 
say, " ,v e believe these· things, not becanse 
others have believed them before us, but l1ecanse 
,ve have been at the pains of examining· the sub~ 
ject for ourselves."t-" But, he assnrcd," you 
add, " it is not the Christianity of the new Tes ... 
tament.":~ That it is not ouly the Christianity 
of the New Testament, but the doctrine of the 
whole Bible, I hope in my next chapter to de .... 
monstrate, 

You profess yourself unable to discover, " if 
Christ were every thing· which orthodoxy repre
sents him, in what the eflicacy of his example 
would -consist."§ The difficulty arises from con
founding the two natures of our Redeemer, which 
subsist, in strict union indeed, but in perfect dis ... 
t inctn.e.ss from each other. Although God and 
man he one Christ ; he is " one, not by confusion 
of substance, but by nnity of person."!! 

Iu support, however, of yonr opinion, you 
appeal to the exalt3tim1 of J esns to the right hand 
of the Father, which, yon arg·ne mnst be reg·anled 

~ Statement, p. 25. t p. 43. + p. 25. § ibitl._ 
I\ ~ltluurnsil!n Creed. 
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ns the reward of hi~ piety and virtue; since, on 
the snppositiou, that " he w~s only exalted to a 
state of dig nity which he lmd enjoyed before his 
appearance in the flesh, his followers wonlcl lmxe 
cleriYed from his example hut little encourage
ment to a life of perscYering· holiness. "t Yon 
altog·ether mistake the g-round of Christian encou
ragement. The Trinitarian does not look for his 

· eternal glorification to the exactness of bis -0wn 
resemblance to the Lord Jesus Christ. ,vhilst 
he sees, in his Saviour's perfect character and 
conduct, as a man, the prototype which· he en
deavours to fill np, thongh witl1 a full conscious
ness that he shall ever come short of it, his hopes 
are founded npon the infinite value of his righte
ousness and sacrifice, as an infinite person, the 
co-equal of God the Father, and of God the 
Spirit. 

There is this unfairness in your argument, 
tha't yon graft Unitarian views upon Trinitarian 
principles. You reason, as an Unitarian, upon 
the effi cacy of Christ's example, and then endea
vonr to deduce an absurdity from the Trinitarian 
Hypothesis, as combined with Unitarian views. 
You take an Unitarian view of Christ's example, 
on the supposition that he is what the Trinitarian 
believes him to be . 

.If' Statement , p . '2i . 



Triumphing- in tl1e persuasion, that yon h3.ve, 

shown the g·eneral tenonr of Scripture to he in 

<lircct opposition to the doctrines of Christ\, pro

prT Deity and Equality .with tlte Father, you 

acknowledge t1rnt " the Gospel of .J olm has by 

many been considered as an exception to this 

Statement."t To obviate, however, the impres

sion, which such . an acknowledgment might 

produce, · yon affirm that "the passages, which 

give n10st streng·th to this opinion are directly 

opposed to the g·eneral tenonr of the Gospel, and 

the express assertions of our Lord himself. "t 
The former part of tl1is Statement I defy you to 

proYc: to the latter l have replied in the former 

pi.lrt of this ehapter, where I showed that yon 

took an enoneons ,-iew of the assertions made by 

om Lord in St. John's Gospel. 

Yon remark, however, that" the Evangelist, 

in nssig-ning his own motives for the composition 

of his Gospel, makes no allusion whatever to the 

doctrine of onr Lord's Divinity:" that "he pro

fesses, on the other han<l, to have written it with 

a Yiew to confirm the testimony of the other 

Evan~;-elists, that he was a great prophet, sent to 

teach mankind the way of eternal life."§ 

This is ,?Jmtr interpretation of John xx. 30, 31. 

" Many other signs truly did .T esns in the pre-

·I Stalemcnt p. 28. § iliid. 



33 

scnce of hi~ disciples, which :.we not written in 
this book: bnt these are written that ye mig·ht 
believe that Jesus is the CHIUST, t'/,c Sox cf 
Goo, and that, belieYing-, ye mig·ht haxe life 
thro\1~~-h his name."--Will yon tell us what 
Christ means? Is not Christ that cumple.r Being, 
GoD-3L\.X, to whose person it was essential that 
there shonld be a combination of the true and 
proper Godhead with the manhood? ,vheu, 
therefore, St. John ca.lls him tile Christ, the mys
tery of his person, and therefore his proper God
head, is implied.-The exptession, Son of God, 
may admit of some variety in its interpretation: 
it must be allowed sometimes to mean one brou9ltt 
into this relation to God by His holy will and ap
pointment; and may be app1 ied in this sense to 
the Lord Jesus Christ himself, as that Person who 
was constituted a Sr~m hy the covenant transac
tions of past eternity. Nor wonl<l I rest the very 
and eternal Godhead of the Lord J esns Christ 
11pon this si1\g·le title, which, in common with 
Son rf man, appears to have lJcen a distingnish
ing title.of the 1Jlcssia!t, or Christ.* There se'ems, 
however, 3 prnpriety in considering it as distinc-

"' See Lnki> xxii. 69, 70., where it is cyiJcnt that " Son qf 
God," and " Son of ~fan," are intcrd1:mg-eable expressions. 
" Hereafter shall the Son of Jl'ln sit on the right hand of the 
power of GoJ. Then i-aiJ they all, .Art thou then tlw /:,'on of 
God? And he .,aid unto them, Yt· say that l am. '' Buth ex-



34 

ti Ye of his Godhead, in that, accoi-ding to the in

terprefotion of the learned Bishop Horsley, it 

t"specially denotes that person of the sac1·ed Trin

ity, who was to take the 1~1anhood into God; and 

i~ therefore indicative of his manhood rather than 

of his Godhead, though it implies botli. 

To yom positiYe assertions, relating· princi

pall? to the Gospel of St. John, I have little 

to reply, ~inc0 they ate totally unsnp1mrted 

hy proof. Jt mny he your opim"on, thong-h I 
know 11ot on what authority that opinion is 

fnnnded, tlrnt fot the fe,v incidents of our Sa

,·ionr' s life, which that Evang·elist has recorded, 

·we arc inclt•hted to " the fondness and partiality 

of friendship.'' * H B)1 the rules of" 1dwt you 
considf'l' "sound interpretation," it may he trne 

1 hat " he has recorded no fact," that "he has 

prcsened no disconrse," that "he l1as permitted 

Ho ohservation to escape him, from which it can 

he infened, tlwt the nrrture of Jesus was superior 

to that of man. "t .J t may perhaps he correctly 

stnte<l according· to the "impr01:ed version" of 

prrssinm:, 1hcrefon,, tl enotP1l C'lwist, v. 67. lVho then is Chril-tr 

At>conling· to om Lonl 's own ,~·on]s (Matt. xxii. 43.) he must h~ 

JJ:n i,l's Lord. Bnt, "if Dn:vid enll him Lord, how is he hii 

Son ?" H ere the union of the two natures in Christi~ implied . 

1f lie were a mere man, DaYi,l could not call him Lord. 

"' Statrmwt, l'· 20. t p. 30. 
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St. John's Gospel, thoug·h it no where appears in 
the received translation, that " God called" 
Jesus "his best beloved Son," made him "the 
chosen representative of his n ill to mankind," 
and constituted him " his sole representative aud 
vice-gercnt upon e~rth." ·* It may be !iuu1· pre
conceived notion that, if the Diviuity of Christ 
were a Scriptural doctrine, " it "ould h:we been 
enforced in terms too obvious aud unctpiivocal to 
admit of <loubt."t In short the "hole is resolv
able iJ1to your undertaking· to say how the sacred 
writer, under the inspiration of the I~oly Ghost, 
should have expressed himself, if he had iutendt'd 
to convey certain truths; ,, hich trnths are co11-
veye<l, according to all fi-tiruess of interpretation, 
though yon deny that th~y are. 

In conclusion, you venture to assure us that, 
if we \\'ill " employ the reason which God has 
given 'us, Revelation will then cease to he a mys
tery."+ If we employ onr reason, in lhe Unitarian 
sense ,!f that pltrase, that is, if we exclude from 
onr creed w ha.tever exceeds our comprehensio11, 
and r<:>ject as absurd, all that om· U ndcrstaud
ing·s cannot penetrate; it is certain that Revela. 
tion will then cease to be, what its author has 
declared it to be, "th~ mystery of his "illJ"§ the 
bidden wisdom,"!! "the wi~dom of God in a 1il!JS· 

tery,"~ " the gTeat wystery of Godli11css."*·" 

;;- p. 30. t iuiil. 
l\ L Cor, ii. 7, ~l ibid. 

t I'· 31. § Eph . i . ~. 
:tt·t l Tim. iii. ,lli, 
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Scriptural Proof of the Divinity of Christ. 

I had, l confess, expected to find in a refence 
of Unitarianism some notice of those nnmerous 

arg·nments by which, in the judg·ment of a large 

majority of Christians, the contrary doctriue is 

established. This, however, seems to have formed 

no part of your plan. You dwell at great length -

1 l • l • on t 10se pas;,ag-es, ,i 11c~1 appear to h\. vom· your 

own system, and then dispose of the rest of Scrip

hll'e in one sweeping· sentence, the "hole of ,vhich 

l heg to transcribe. " Looking, then, at the 

general tenour of the Gospel history, as ,, ell as 

the history and "riting·s of the Apostles, what do 

·we fiml to countenance the doctrines of Christ's ✓ 
proper Deity and Eqn.tlity with the Father? 

l~oTH11'""G, literal(lJ KOTHJ:XG, but a few false 
1-ertdin,r;s and mistranslations, n:itlz a passa.ge here 
and there, n-l1icb, by remote inferences and fm· 
.f'etchNl analo,r;ics, -is made to speal(, a language 

fm:uumble lo these doctrines."* • 

In takieg np this challenge, equal, I think, 
in boldnc:-:s, to any that cn·n be found in the an

nals of contnn-en;y, I have only to premise that; 

althoug·h I cannot consent to giYe up the " false 



37 

reading·s and mistranslations" of the most <lis
ting-nishrd critics and interpreters, for the "cor
rected text" an<l " improYrd Yersion" of an 

anonymous committee of obscure Unitarians; 

yet this I will '°cntme to promise, that, in my 
eu<learnur to establish on Scriptural grounds the 

doctrine of our Lord's Divinity, I "·ill ha ,·e re

course neither to " remote inferences" nor "far 

fetched analogies;'' my appeal being ma<le ex

clusively to the literal constrnction and obvious 

meaning of the sacred writings. 

I would begin with observing tlrnt a strong 

JJreswnptive evidence of the Divinity of Christ 

arises from the appellation, by which he is dis

tinguished as the Son of God: an appellation 

admitting, as I have already allowed, some va

riety of interpretation, bnt, in many passages, 

evidently distinctive of the true and proper God

head of him, to whom it is applied. It was, as 

you are aware, gi,,en to him by the Angel who 

predicted his miraculous incarnation. It was 

confirmed, not only by a. voice from., heaven, but 

by the reluctant testimony of the Spirits of dark
ness. It \\ as frequently assumed by Christ himself, 
and was construed by his enemies into a blasphe

mous usurpation of the honour that belongs to 
God only. "The Holy Ghost shall come upon 

thee, and the power of the Highest shall oversha

dow thrr: tl1PriforP that holy thing· which shall 
L • 
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he born of thee shall be called the Son of God.'' 
-Luke i. 35.-" This is my beloved Son, in whom 
I am well pleased." Matt. iii. 17. xvii. 5.
" Devils came out of many, crying out and say
ing-, Thou art Christ, th·e Son of God." Luke 
iv. 41.-" Jesus answered ~hem, My Father 
"orketh hitherto and I work : therefore the Jews 
sought the more to kill him, because ........ he had 
said that God was his Father, making himself 
equal with God." John v. 17, 18.-" Jesus said 
unto him, Dost thou believe on the Son of God? 
He answered and said, Who is he Lord, that I. 
should believe on him? And Jesus said unto 
birn, Thou hast both seen him, and it is he that 
talketh with thee. And he said, Lord, l believe. 
And he worshipped ltim.'' John ix. 35-38. 

From the name, ,vhich carries with it the low-
, est degree of evidence, we proceed to the more 

positive testimonies of Scripture. And our atten
tion is, in the first place, , naturally directed to 
those passages, in which the pree:i:islence of Christ, 
not as a created Being· of the hig·hest eminence, 
bnt as the Maker and Preserver of the U uiverse, 
is ailirmed by himself and his Apostles. " In the 
be,qinni:~r; was the Word, aud the \Vorel was u:illt 
Cud, and the ,vord was Gon. The same was in 
tht· bt1giuning with God. All things n:cre made 
b!] him_ i . nnd ,vithout him was Hot any thing· 
made1 that was rnade. Aud th~ ·word ,ws ma<le 
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flesh," &c. John i. 1, 2, 3, 14.----" I came don'n 
from heaven ; I proceeded forth and came from 
God.--B~fore Abralwm ,vas, I am.-No man hath 
ascended np to heaYen, bnt he that came dun'n 
from hc-a,·cn, even the Son of man, which is in 
heaYen.-Ye arc from hencath, I am.from aoove. 
Ye are of this world, I am not of this world.
What and if ye shall sec the Son of man ascend 
up n:lwre he n:as b~f'oreP-I came forth from the 
Father, .ind am come into the world. Ag·a1n, I 
leave the world, an<l go to the Father.-Glorify 
thou me with the g·lory which I had with thee 
b<tfm·e the n:orhl n:as." John iii. 13. vi. 38, 62. 
Yiii. 23, ,12, 58. xxi. 28.-" Ye know the g-racc 
of our Lord J e~us Christ, that, though he n·as 
ric/1, yet for your sakrs he became poor, that ye 
throng·h his pm·erty mig·ht Lerich." 2 Cor. viii. 9. 
-" I.et this mind he in yon, "hich was also in 
Christ .Jesus; who bci11g in the form of God 
thoug·ht it not rohbery to be equal with God; 
but made himself of 1~0 reputation,* and took 
upon him the form of a servant, and was made 
in the likeness of men: and being fonnd in fashion 
as a man, he humbled himself, and became obe
dient unto death, even the death of the cross." 
Phil. ii. 5-8.-" By him were all things cre
ated, that are in heaven, and that are in earth, 
visible and invisible, whether they he thrones, or 

.,: r:nm,, EX.nc,1/71 1 literally, T.r. emrticd himself. 
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dominions, or priiicipalitics, or powers. All 
things were created by him, and for him; and 

he is before all things, and by him all things 

consist." Col. i. 16, 17. . 

I will not affirm, because I cannot prove, that 

Christ appeared on earth previously to his incar

nation. But, in illustration of the preceding 

remarks, I may . be allowed to state it as the 

opinion of many learned men, that all the dispen

sations of God, relating to mankind, from the 

first dawn of revelation, have been uniformly 

carried on in the person of his Son; who has , 

appeared under the several characters by which · 

he is described in Scripture, as the circmnstances 

of men required in the diflerent ages of the world. 

Of the numerous arguments by which this ·opi- · 

nion is snpported, I will select a few of the most 

strikin g- and satisfactory. Jehovah revealed him- ' 

self •to l\foses under the awful and mysterious 

distinction, I mn tlH(t I wn.* Christ assumed a 

sin)ilar appellativn, vv·hen, claiming- a prior.ity of 

existence to Abraham, he said, "Before Abraham 

was, I AM."t-Ag·ain: when the Je'ws had nmr

mured for want of water, .Jelwmh encour~ged' 

his servant with the following· assurance, "Be

hold, I will stand hefore- thee upon the rock in · 

Horeb, and thou shalt smite the rock; and there 

·).. Exod. iii. 14 · t J ohn Yiii. 68. 



shall come water ont of it, that the people may 
drink. And Moses did so in the sig-ht of the 
elders of Israel."* St. Panl, in express allusion 
to that event, declares that "they drank of that 
spiritual rock that followed them, and that rock 
was Clll'ist."t-The same Apostle, to deter his 
Corinthian converts from the imitation of the 
disobedient Israelites, reminds them of the fiery 
serpents sent by .lelwvali for the punishment of 
that ungTatefnl people: "Nei~l1er," says he, "let 
us tempt Christ, as some of them also tempted, 
a11d were destroyed of serpcnts."t-The prophet 
Isaiah describes, in a sublime passage,§ the glory 
of Jelwva/1, which he was permitted to behold. 
St. John, in an unquestionable reference to that 
transaction, says that Prophet, " saw Christ's 
Glory and spake of him :"II for "no man hath 
seen God at any time: the only-begotten Son, 
which is in the bosom of the Father, he hath 
declared him."~ 

Bnt we have also the "more sure word of 
prophecy-:" let 11s enq11ire then under what 
character the i\Iessiah was to appear, agreeably 
to the writing·s of those holy "men of God," who 
,·, spake as they were moved Ly the Holy Ghost.' '-'1(* 

* Exod. xvii. tj. t l Cor. x. 4. t ~umb. xxi. 6. 1 Cor. x. ~.'. 

§ lsa . vi. 1-t. II John .xii. 41. ~T i. 18. ·Y<·"t. '..? Pel. i. 21. 

I•' 
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Was he foretold as a divine· Being·, or as a met·e 
111an, 01· as one, in whose person the two natures 
should be mysteriously combined? 

The following predictibns, indisputably re• 
la.ting to the Messiah, can be explained on 110 
~ther supposition than that of his possessing a 
divine ·natnt·e. '' Thy throne, 0 Gon, is foi· 
c,rer and ever: the Sceptre of thy kingdom is a 
rig-ht Sceptre." Ps. xlv. 6. Heb. i. 8.-" The 
Lord said unto my LORD, Sit thou on my right 
hand, until I make thine enemies thy footstool." 
Ps. ex. 1. 1\Iatt. xxii. 44. Mai-k xii. 36. Luke 
xx. 43. Acts ii. 35. Heh. i. 13.-" Behold, a 
virg·in shall conceiYe and bear a son, and shall 
call his name El\DL\NUEL', (God with ns) Isa. 
·vii. 14. Matt. i. 23.-" unto us a child is born, 
unto us a son is g·iven, and the government shall 
he upon his shoulder; and his name shall be 
called ,vomlerfnl, Counsel1or, the l\IIGHTY Goo, 
the EVERLASTING FATHER, the Prince of Peace." 
Isa. ix. G.-" The voice of one crying· in the 
wilderness, Prepare ye the ,rny of the LORD, 
111ake straight in the desert a highway for our 
Gon. Lift up thy Yoice, be not afraid, say 
unto the cities of Judah, Behold your God." 
xl. 3, 9.-" Behold, your Goo will come and 
save you : then the eyes of the blind shall be open
ed, and the cars of tlie deaf sha11 be unsto1Jped; 
th'e11 shall the lame man leap as an hart, a11d 
the tong·ue of the dnmh shall sing.1' xxxv. 5. 
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Matt. xi. 2-6.-" This is his name whereby he 
shall be called, The Lonn onr righteousness." 
Jer. xxiii. 6.-" One like the Son of man came 
with the clouds of heaven; and there was g·iven 
him dominion, and g·lory, and a kingdom, that 
all people, nations, and languag·es should serrn 
him : his dominion is an everlasting dominion, 
which shall not pass away, and his kingdom 
that which shall not be destroyed." Dan. vii. 
13, 14. l\latt. xxiv. 30.-" But thou, Bethlehem 
Ephratah, though thou he little among· the thou
sands of Judah, yet out of thee shall he come 
forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel ; whose 
goings forth have been from of old, from ei·erlast
ing. l\Iic. v. 2. Matt. ii. 6.-" Thus saith the 
LoRD, I will dwell in the midst of Jerusalem." 
Zech. viii. 3.----," The LORD, whom ye seek, 
shall suddenly come to HIS temple." Mal. iii. J. 

But, while these prophetical declarations con .. 
vey the fullest assurance, that the expected Re
deem,er of Israel was to be a divine person ; it i~ 
most important to observe, that thel'e are 9thers, 
in which his hunun nature is with equal clear. 
ness described. Although he was to be Emma .. 
nnel, God with us, he was at the same time to 
be" a man of sorrows and acquainted with grief." 
He was to be '( wounded for our transgressions. 
and bruised for our iniquities;" to be "led as {-. 
1~u1,1b to the slaught~rt to be "taken from prison 
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nnd from judgment," and to be "cut off out of 
the land of the living."* 

Since therefore those. unerring oracles of holy 

writ haYe pbinly declared that an union of the 
divine and human natures should constitute the 

Christ; if J ~sus be no more than man, he an

swers not to this prediction, and consequently is 
not the true Messiah. 

Bearing then in mind these prophetical decla
rations, let us extend our enquiry to the Gospel: 
let us see whether in the life and character of 

Jesus Christ we can discover such marks of a di

vine as well as of a human nature, as will justify 

the conclusion that it is he, "to whom give all 
the Prophets wituess."t 

His mfraculous incarnation, an event foretold 

by prophets, announced by an Angel, recorded 

hy inspired historians, and attested by the n;oncler

ful tmnsaclions of his life, is, of itself, a satisfac

tory proof of the union of two natures in his 
person. 

The same truth is most firmly established by 
the astonishing; series of miracles which he per

formed: for althong·h miracles, abstractedly con-: 

·>:: Isa. liii. 5, 7, 8. t Acts._ x. 43. 



sidcrec.l, arc nothing- more than the crcdentialij 
of a cliYinc> Ie,rat ion, yet t hose of Christ were ::::, ~ 

such as to prove the Deity of his person. The 
evident line of <li st inetion bet ween Jesns and all 
other workers of miracles is such as we should 
expect to tind between the actions of a Lord and 
those of his servants. Tiley wrong-ht miracles to 
shew by whose authority they acted; Jesus, to 

manifest his own.* 

Christ, on some occasions, forgave the sins of 
those, whose bodily maladies he removed. "He 
said to the sick of the palsy, Son, thy sins be for
given thee."t I ask, "ith the Jews, " Who 
can forg-iYe sins, but God only?" Y ct this pre
rogative of Deity, Christ freqnently assumed and 
exercised. He p:w<loned the sinner, who "ashed 
his feet in the house of the Phariscc.t H e for
g·aye the n·onum, who was taken in adultery.§ 
He cancelled the sins of the penitent thief. II Are 
these the deeds of a mere man? " 'as it ever 
known that any prophet or messenger from God 
acted thus? \Vonld such conduct and s1.1eh Ian-

* John ii. l 1.-Dr. Sherlock remarks, on the miracle re
corded in l\Iatt. viii. 2, 3., that when our Lord said, "I mill, be 
thou clean/ ' an<l the leper was immerfiatcly cleansed, his <l ivi
nity shone forth more brightly, than if he had commanded all 
the powers ttboYe visibly to assist him." 

t ::\lark ii. v. + Luke vii. 48. 
§ John viii. I I. 11 Luke uiii. ~3 .. 
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guage a!S this comport with the meek and unas., 

})iring temper of Jesus ? ,v ould God himself, 

the gTeat and jealous Lord, who " will not give 

his glory to another,'' h~ve sanctioned so daring 

an encroachment upon his name and authority?· 

Christ not only wrought miracles himself, 

hut also conferred supernatural powers on his 

disciples, who exercised them in his name, and 

ascribed their whol~ success to his authority. "In 
the name of Jesus Christ of Nazareth, rise up and 

walk.'' Acts iii. 6.-" Eneas, Jesus Christ mak-. 

eth thee whole." ix. 34.--" I command thee, ir\ 

the name of Jesus Christ of Nazareth, to come 

out of her." xvi. Ht-" Why look ye so earnestly 

on us,. as though by our own power or holiness we 

had made this man to walk?" iii. 12.--" Be it 

known unto you all, that by the name of Jesus. 

Christ of Nazareth does this man stand here be-. 

fore you whole." iv. 10. 

The discourses of our Lord, whether we re ... . 

gard the manner or the substance of them, afford 

an important testimony to the doctrine of his. 

Deity. 

The prophets i.ntrocluced their n~essage with 
t;Olemnly declaring· in whose name it was deli

vered? "Thus saith the Lord." Jesus issued his, 

precepts in a tone of personal_ authority; " Be_ ... ~ 
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hold, I say unto yon."-" Come unto me, nll 
ye that trarnil ancl are he~wy laden, and I will 
giYe yon rest.'' l\Iat xi. 28.-" Him that cometh 
unto me I will in no wise cast out." John vi. 37. 

Bnt, if the manner of our Lord's discourses 
is snch as to indicate the dignity of his pe1·son ; 
how mnch more decisive is the testimony which 
arises from the substance of them! ,vhat un
equalled sublimity is there in the following de
clarations : "In this place is one g-reater than the 
temple." l\!att. xii. 6.-" The Son of man is 
Lord cYen of the Sabbath day." v. 8.-" I am 
the li,·ing bread, which came down from heaven. 
If any man eat of this bread, he shall live for 
ever; and the bread, which I shall give, is my 
flesh, which I will g·ivc for the life of the world." 
John vi. 51.-" If any man thirst, let him come 
unto me, and drink. He that believeth on me 
( as the Scriptnre saith) out of his belly shall flow 
rivers of living ,rnter." vii. 37, 38. And when 
we hear the same person declare that he is "the 
resurrection and the life;" that he possesses the 
supreme pnwer of "raising· the dead," and finally 
determining the fate of the whole human race; 
that "the hour is coming·, when all that arc in 
their g·raxcs shall hear his voice and come forth;" 
and that the rewards of the faithfol and the 
punishments of the disobedient will entirely re
:.ult from hi s dC'tcrmination ; surely we arc con-
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strained to acknowle~lge that "never man spake 

like this man!" In short, let us only suppose 

that the Divine Being- was to descend from hea

ven, and to live and converse with mankind, as 

Christ did; what greater evidence could we de

sire, in proof of his Deity, than that which our 

Lord gave, in the spirit and wisdom with which 

he uniformly spoke? · 

I would, in the next place, appeal to the 

divine atl'rilmtes of J esns Christ. 

His omnipresence is asserted by himself in the 

plainest language. " ,vhere two or three are 

gathered together in my name, there am I in the 

midst of them." Matt. xviii. 20.-" If any man 

love me, my Father will loYe him, and we will 

come unto him, and make our abode with him." 

John xiv. 23.-" Lo, I am with yon alway, even 

unto the end of the world." l\Iatt. xxviii. 20. 

The hig·h attribnte of omniscience is ascribed 

to him ; and in a great variety of instances he 

proved himself most justly entitled to it. He 

perceived the woman in the throng-, who had 

touched him.* He knen' that Lazarns was dead, 

before he proceeded to Bethany.t By a look upon 

Peter he convinced him that he was acquainted 

* Lnke \'iii. 46. t John xi. 14. 
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with his tt·eachery ;* by a word to his Disciples, 

he showed himself to be no stranger to their in
tentions.t It was the exercise of this perfection, 
which produced conviction in the mind of Na
thanael ;j whicli caused an Apostle to Exclaim, 

" Lord, tlwu knon:est all things, thou knowest 
that I love thee;"§ and which fully justified the 

following declarations of the sacred historians. 
" Jesus knew their thoughts." l\fatt. ix. 4.
xii. 25.-Lnke v. 22. vi. 8. ix. 47. xi. 17.
" Jesus knew that they were desirous to ask him." 

John xvi. 19.-" He knew all men, and needed 
not that any should testify of man: for he knew 
what was in man." ii. 25.-" Jesus knew from 
the beginning. who they were that believed not, 
and who should betray him." vi. 64. 

His eternity may be inferred from what ]ms 

already been advanced. He "whose goings forth 
were from everlasting," he, who had glory with 
the Father before the world was, he, without 
whom ,ms not any thing made that was made, 

must have been himself without " beginning of 

<lays or end of life." Bnt the title by which he 

revealed himself to l1is l~eloved disciple, places 
the matter beyond <l ispute ; " I am Alpha and 
Omega, the first and the last." Rev. i. 8, 11. 

--

* Luke xxii. 61. 

i John i. 17-10. 
G 

! Luke ix. 46. 
§ John .xxi. 17. 



Indeed, we may ask, what at.tribute of Deity 
is there, which the Scriptures do not expressly 

apply to the Lord Jesus Christ? Is not he im
'mutable, who is "the same ·yesterday, to-day, 

and for ever"?* Is not he omnipotent, by whom 

" a1l things were made, "t and by whom all 

things consist ;t who "upho1deth all things by 

the word of h_is power,"§ and who is "ab]e to 

subdue all things to himself.II" 

· . Hrffing· spoken, in my last Chapter, of the 

ffionemenl and sati.:faction f!f tl,e Cross, as imply-· 
i'ng the Deity of Christ, it only remains that I 

ad:-rert to the concluding· scenes of his l\Iiuistry; 

l1is resurreclion, hi s.final cmmnission to llis disd

p /cs, his triumplwl asce1zsion into heaven, and his 

p romised return, as the supreme Judge of quiclt and 

dea·d, at the last day. 

H e. lmd said, "Destroy this templ€, and in 

three days I will build it up. But he spake of 

the temple of his 1Jody. When therefore he w~ 

r j8c11 from the dead, his disciples remembel'e.d 

that he. said this unto them."~ 

Echo1d him, after this, dismissing his fow 
followers, -a11d those .of the lowest and most ig-

,,, H eh. xiii, 8. 

~ Heb. i. 3. 

-t Jo1m i. 3. 

II Phil iii. ~l. 

t Col. i. 17. 

~ John ii. 19-~1. 
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nor:mt of the people, to the couYcrsion of tl10 
world;* assuring them of his constant prese11cc. 
and protection ;t breathing on them, and im .. 
parting to them the influence of the Holy Ghost :t 
giving them power over unclean spirits, and 
ability to work all kinds of miracles;§ behold_ 
him, having· in a solemn and authoritatiYe nrnn
ner, bestowed his benediction upon them, carried 
up into heaven, in the presence of his disciples ;II 
and say whether these thiug·s are explicable upon 
any other supposition than that of the absolute 
Divinity of our Lord Jesus Christ. 

Bear also in your recollection the high office 
which he will sustain, as the Judge of men, 
when he will "sit, upon the throne of his glory,"~ 
attended with an innumerable train of Angels,*"'· 
when all who are in their graves shall come forth 
,1t his voice, tt and heaven and earth shall flee 
away at his presence ;H and say whether the 
~ppea\·m1,ce of Jehovah could have been describe(l 
in a manner more completely su.blime and mag ... 
uifi.cent.. 

To. \·econcile such descri'ptions with a belief 
in the simple humanity of Jesus, 1s impossible, 

* Matt. xxviii. IO. 
§ ~lark. xvi. 17, 18. 
** ~Iai-k liii .. 38 •. 

, t v. 20., 
HLuke xxiv. 51 .. 

tt John\:. 2.8. 

t J olm xx. 22 .. 
~ l\Iatt .. nv. 31 •. 

tt Rev,. xx. U. 



52 

'ro suppose· that the graves should give up their. 
dead at the voice of a man; that Ang-els should 
attend his train, and heaven am~ earth pass away 
at his pre~ence; to imagine that a mere glorified 
man should be appointed the supreme arhiter of 
the everlasting fate of millions; that he should 
be able to read the heart, and know the exact 
motive of every action; to distinguish real from 
unintentional guilt, and to determine, with per-. 
feet justice, the several portions of re-" ard or pu
nishment due to every individual; is surely not 
less repug·nant to reason, than to the plainest 
declarations of Scripture. 

To the important doctrine which I am labour.-: 
ing to establish, the Apostles of our Lord bear 3: 
most decisive and uneqtfryocal testimony. i The_ 
Baptist thus de~lares -the dignity ?,f. his person. 
" He it is, who coming after ine is preferred be-_ 
fore me, whose shoe's latchet I am not worthy 
to unloose."* The incredulous Thomas, con
Yinced at length of the reality of h.is Master's 
resmrection, exclaimc~,. " My Lord, and my 
Cod !"t To him the holy :Martyr Stephe1? recom
mended his departing soul, "Lord Jesus receive 

my spirjt."i St. Paul, who had the Gospel by 
the immediate revelation of Jesus Christ, delares 

him to be '.' God over fll, J;,lesse~ for E;~er ;"§ in
1 

t John xx. 28. · + Acts vii. 5D. 
~ ~ -



whom "dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead 

bodily."* Now if it was the object of th(lse holy 

men to rccoYcr their fello\\'-creatm-cs from idola

try to the worship of the true God, and if idola

try consists in worshipping· such as by nature arc 

no g·ods; what shall we think of the texts here 

a<l<luced, on the supposition that Christ is not 

God? or what shall we say to St. J olrn 's conclu

sion of his first Epistle, when, haYing rn f' ntioned 

Jesus Christ, he adds, "This person ( 011-ror ) is the 

true God, and eternal life. Little children, keep 

yourselves from idols."t 

Surely then I may, in · conclusion, adopt your 

own words, and say, "No comment is require~ 

to elucidate passages like these. They speak a. 

lang·uage which sophistry itself is unable to per

vert."t It is h~nvever well known that sophistry 

has altempt~d to pervert them. Let the success 

of the attempt b~ estimated by the following- spe

cimens of Socinia~ i,nterpretation. To elude the 

ohvious inference to be ~rawn from the "or<ls of 

~he Psalmist and 9f the Apos~le, " Thy throne, 

0 God, is for ever and ever," it has been said 

that the passage may be rendered, " God is thy 

throne for ever and ever." To set aside the con

fession of St. Thomas, "l\ly Lord and my God," 

" CoJ. ii. 9. + l John,-. 20, 21. 

1 StQtfmn~t, p. U,. 
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bis words are interpreted as being merely a pro
fane exclamation of surprise. To evade the de
cisive testimony of the Apostle, who says, that, of 
the patriarchs, " as concerning the flesh, Christ 
came, who is over all, Go:o blessed for ever," it 
has been proposed to render the latter clause~ 
"God be blessed for ever. Amen." And lastly~ 
St. Stephen's dying address to Christ has been 
considered as the language of a man, in an ecstacy 
of devotion, or in the agonies of death, and the~·e.,, 
fore not of much weight in the argument. 

These comments of the Socinians require nn 

comment from me. I will only remark that to 
my own mind there is no proof of the Deity of 
Christ more convincing, than. that which arises. 

from the absurdities into which jts most ~ble O.J;l~ 
-posers have been driven .. 

Remarks ,on tile " -Scriptural Prorf that the Roly; 

Spirit is not an Intelli9ent Bein:z dis.tim::t fro.ui 
God the Fath.er .. " 

I have some hesitation in allowing tbat "th~
terms 1-Iol!J Spirit and Spirit of God are admit-. 
ted to be synonymous,_ both by the T6nitai:ian 



and the Unitarian."* They arc used with some 
nriety of application. ,ve more nsnnlly, when 
we speak of the divine Spirit as a Person, call 
him the Hol11 Ghost, or tlw HoZ11 Spirit, or lite 

Spirit; and I am not aware that we ever distin
g·nish him personally as the Spfrit r!f God. When 
that phrase is adopted, it is g·enerally in refer~ 
ence to his operations. The expressions therefore 
are not interchangeable. 

The first argument, by which you endeavour 
to disprove the personality of the Holy Spirit, is 
founded on the assumption that as "it is common 
for the sacred writers to employ the ~pirit ef a 

person to denote a person liimselj~" so the analogy 
of language would lead us to infer that Goel and 
the Spidt ef God are likewise one and the same 
person.t 

Granting· the premise~ to be correct, grant-
_ing, for instance, that the spfrit of lJfoses and 
lllosest are substantially the same expression, the 
one declaring the man gener~lly, and the other 
a part of the man, the seat and source of his feel ... 
iugs and actions, does it therefore follow that the 
Spirit of God and God are one person; God be
ing the ·whole substance, and Ms Spirit a part of 
that whole ?-It might be maintained that the 

• Statm 1e11t , p. 31. t pp. :t:2, 33. 
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fom1 of exf,ression Spirit of God·universally de ... 
notes the agency, rather_ than the personality, of 
that Spirit; ~eclaring· him as employed in his 
operations within, or uponothe1· substances rather 
than the whole .operating substance. But espe
cially in the passage, from which your conclusion 
is drawn, it will be found, upon examination; 
that it clearly denotes such operation of the Per
son, and not the Person himself. · " ,vhat man 
knoweth the things of a man, save the spirit of 
man which is i1d1im? eYen so the things of God 
knoweth no man, but the Spirit of God. Now 
we have received, not the spirit of the world, 
but the spirit which is of God;" &c. 1 Cor. 
ii. 11, 12. The comparison therefore is not be
tween the Spirit of God, personally, aud God, or 
the Father, himself, hut between the Father, per
sonally, and the Spirit, as given to his people. 
The Spirit, as imparted to the people of God, in 
his gifts and operations, may he to God, what 
the Spirit of a man is to the man, without at all 
affecting- the distinct personality of the Spirit and 
of the Father. 

It will he found that there is a distinction in 
the form of expression used by the sacred wrifers 
when they express the Spirit personally, and 
when they express the Spirit as bestowed in his 
agency npon, ancl within other substances. Or, 
to ~peak more conformably to your views and 
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a<.lmissions, there are two distinct forms of ex .. 
pression, un<ler which the Spirit is exhibited. 
Sometimes he is spoken of wit/,, the article, ancl 
with or without other adjuncts; sometimes he is 
spoken of rvitltout the article. In the former of 
these m_odes of expression it will be found upon 
examination that the Spirit, as imparted, i. e. 
in his gifts and operations, is generally pointed 
out; in the latter, the Spirit in lzis distinct per
sonality. Thus it is in the passage and chapter 
here referred to. In the verse more immediately 
under consideration, the Spirit is spoken of, as 
imparted to the people of God, To 1rvet1µ," -r8 ee8. In 
the 13th verse of the same chapter the Spirit is 
spoken of personally, i,~a:xTo,r 'Tfvwµ,~Tor a:'Y18. This pas
s..'lge, therefore, when thus correctly considered 
as to its proper meaning·, furnishes no objection 
to the personality of the Holy Spirit. Besides 
that, if there were not this marked distinction in 
the use of the terms, which furnishes an unques
tionable difference, ( the qualities or operations 
of a Person being manifestly distinguishable from 
the Person himself) it would at last be a most 
unjust inference from the passage acldi1ced, to say 
that it disproves the personality of the Holy 
Ghost, and represents him only as a part or 'pro
perty of the one divine Person. An illustration
which it clearly is, and only such-an illustration 
of a truth is not a declaration of truth. The i·e-

u 
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Jatioi1 ·between God the Holy Ghost and God tI1e 

Father might be expressed · by a reference to the .1 

relation which subsists between a man's spirit 

and the whole man, without implying a· decla

ration that the Holy Ghost is to the Father what 

a man's spirit is to·himself, and that only. 

The passage to which you next appeal, is 

Matt. xii. 28. "If l cast out Devils by tlze Spi

rit C?f God, then the kingdom of God is come 

unto yon." And "that tlw Spirit ef God here 

signifies the p01ver of' God, or Goll himself, is', 

in your opinion "clear(lJ manifest from the paral

lel place in Lnke's Gospel. ' If I with theJi,nger 

,if Goel cast out Devils, no doubt the kingdom 

of God is come npon yon.' Luke xi. 20."*

" ,vhetlwr it is that" my "mental vision is ob

scnrcd, or . whether" I " wilfully shut my eyes 

against the light of trntl1," I cannot take upon 

wyself to pronounce : but to me it is far from 

being· "clearly manifest" how the finger of Goel 

can be made to signify Goel himself. 

I Jrn,·e, in a former chapter, remarked that 

all which the Lord Jesus Christ did and was en

n.lJlcd tu snffeY,he did and was enabled to suffer by 

the Holy Ghost. Thus, he cast out Devils by the 

Holy Ghost; not l>y the Holy Ghost personally, but 

- ---~---------------
* ,S'tatw,eiit, p. 34. 
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by thuf enei·g·y of the Holy Ghost, which he, by 
covenant, administered and exercised. Bearipg 

in mind this distinction, I find no difficulty in 

reconciling the two passages in the Gvspels of St. 

Matthew and St. Luke, where the Spirit of Goel 

and the finger( or po1ver) of God appear. to Le con

vertible terms; by the Spirit of God being meant, 

11ot the Spirit personally hut, the Spirit in aclion. 

The Spirit in action is the .power of the Futher. 

The words of the Psalmist, Ps. Ii. 11. " Cast 

me not away from thy presence, and take not 

thy Holy Spirit from me,"* contain two distinct 

petitions. Presence and SjJirit <lo not mean the 

same thing. David implores that God would 

not cast him out from the manifestation of his 

favour; the presence of God meaning his mani~ 

festedfavour. God is spoken of as a man, who 

is specially present in some places and not in 

others; and his manifested fa ,·our is vouchsafed 

in special acts and exercises of communion. 

In Ps. cxxxix. 7. " Whither shall I go from 

thy Spirit, or whither shall I flee from thy pre

sence ?"t I should very much question any refer

ence to personal distinctions of tl~_e Godhead. 

God is spoken of after the manner of men. And, 

in this manner of spe~king, his spirit represents 

v:- Statement, p. 34. ~ t ibicl. 



~that faculty of th~ diviire Being, whereby he i; 
conscious to the objects aroilnd him, and hi~ pre .. 
'Sence is btit another way of representing tliis.
A hundred passages of this kind prove nothing. 
It does not follow,' because the Spirit of God is 
spoken of, without reference to personal ·distiuc.;. 
tions, that therefore there is no Holy Ghost. 

I have next to notice your explanation of St. 
Peter's address to Ananias, and the bold assertion 
at the close of it, that ." the distinct pets6nality 
of the Holy Spirit is a doctrine of mere hmnan 
invention, baseless and visionary a·s the dtean1 of 
the enthusiast."* ' 

A conclusion, Sir, far too iatge for the p1·~--
1i1ises, if those premises were correct. Nothing 
1can be nrnre obvious, than that, ·upon the face of 
t he· t)assag·e Acts v. 3, 4., the Holy Ghost is re-_ 
))resented as a Person, and that Pe1~son expresslj' 
called God. " Why hath Satan filled thine heart 
to lie t~ THE HOLY GHOST? Thm1hast not lied 
trnto men, but 'l~nto Gon." ,vm. yon ·explain 
·\r1ith what propriety it could be said of an attri
bute, 01· quality, or faculty of God, · TluYn has( 
-lied to :;t: 'Thou hast lied to · the mind of God, · 
Thou' hast lied \t~ the wisdom. of God, ·Tho{1 -h~~t ' 
lied to the goodness of God, Thou hast lied to th~·~ 

' 0 I ~ • ' <. ' • • t f, , ✓ \ • ' ' • ' 
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J)OU't1' of God°. Is this a n10<le of expression, 
which common sense will admit? lf the ret1l 
meaning-, then, be the obvious meaning, we 
have in this passag·e, what the Trinitarians have 
always maintained, a <lceisive testimony to th~ 
persoi1ality and divinity of the Holy Ghost. 

Yon would disprove this testimony by rcfer
ing to other passages of Scriptnre, from which 
)'·on infer that we need not consider the Holy 
Ghost as a Person, and a <livine Person, here. 
Rather a strange method of interpreting a pas
sage of Scripture ; which should stand upon its 
own plain and obvious constrnction and context. 
But let us examine the passages. " I t"is uot ye 
that speak, but the Holy Glwst." 1\Iark xiii. 11. 
·-" It is not ye that speak, hut the Spirit of yow· 
Falher, which speaketh in you." · Matt. x. 20. 
Now, Sir, what is the amount of the parallel, 
·which you would institute? Who maintains 

that the person of the Holy Ghost ,vas here in
ten~led ·by the evangelists? It is the Holy Ghost, 
by his energy, which spoke in the disciples of 
Christ; and that Holy Ghost, thus spealling, is 
fitly ca~led lhe Spiril of t/,e Father, as he is that 
Spirit, of which the Father, according to the pro~ 

visio~s of the ever~asting· covenant, bestows the . 

~•~erg1es .. 
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You have bestowed much· pains in proving, 

by numerous quotations . from Scripture,* that 

'' the term Holy Spirit is frequently employed 

by the sacred writers to denote tlze 1ffect as well 

as the r!ficient cause; the manifestation of divine 

pon•er, as well as divine power itself." Why, Sir, 

all this argumentation does but confirm the view 

I have already maintained, that in many passages 

of Scripture the Holy Ghost is decidedly spoken of, 
not with reference to his distinct personality ab

solutely, but with reference to his agency; the 

Person at work, and not the Person in his es.:. 

sence; an ncting- or manifesting- of his Deity, or 

an act or effect produced by his Deity, not his 

Deity, or the substance of his Deity, itself. This, 

I suppose, is what you mean by the distinction 

you are here setting forth: and I am obliged to 

you for your -representation, inasmuch as you 

t·onfirm that very distinction, vd1ich I have my

self instituted, and furnish me ·with an answer 

to some objections which, without this view, 

rnig-ht perhaps be substantiated against the Trini-

tarian hypothesis. 

The whole amount of the objection is that, in 

many places, the Holy Ghost is not spoken of as 

a <listinct di vine person, and there(ore is not a 

divine person; though there be places, in which 
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he must be a di,·inc person. Granting, to the 

full, the demand which you make to have the 

Holy Ghost considered in many }Jassages as re

presenting- an energy of the Godhead, it does not 

therefore follow that there are no passages of 

Scripture, in which he cannot he considered as 

such energy, but must be reg·arded as a distinct, 

di ,·ine, personal ag·ent. 

I concur with yon m considering that the 

promise of the Spfrit* is not the promise of the 

personal residence of the Holy Ghost, but the pro

mise of his operations; and that, under the title 

of Paraclete, Spirit of Truth, &c. is conveyed 

not the declaration of his personal presence, but 

of his various and truly divine operations.t But 

all this proves nothing· against the reality of his 

* John xiv. xv. xvi. The Holy Ghost, as promised and 

youchsafed to the Apostles and to the Church, is called the p1·0-

mise of the Fatl1er, and said to be sent b!J the Fat lier in Cltrist's 

1,ame, with reference to those proYisions of the everlasting cove

uant, Ly which the Father, as the great origin and spring of 

Jivineopcration, (He being that person to whom all the actings of 

the Godhead, in fulfilment of co,·enant engagements, are referred, 

at tl1e source of n·ill) has frnm everlasting promised and sworn to 

gi,·e the Holy Ghost in his energies to his church and people 9 

for the sake of, and 1,y the ndministr;ition of the Lord Jesus 

Vhrist: the Holy Ghost, as a distinct and co-equal Person, hat·

ing corenanted to exert his energies under this form, and by ti-ti~ 

'"haunel of administration. 

t ,':itatement, pp. 37, 38, 



distinct personal subsistence, but rather.. ~rove~ 
that there must be such a distinct personal sub .. 
5jstence ; otherwise such operations should not 
be declared to proceed from him as their source. 
Such subsistence, which inay be inferred from, 
:),nd seems necessarily to be implied in, the as .. 
~ription of such performances to such a source, is 
distinctly and positively proved by direct testi
monies of Scripture, which can bear no other 
fair and logical interpretation than that which 
represents him as a distinct, co-equal, co-eternal,. 
co-essential Person of the Godhead. 

On the subject of personification,* w~ may 
remark, as before, that the conclusion is too large 
for the premises. Doubtless Sin, Death, &c. are_ 
personified in Scripture; and doubtless the ener ... 
gies of the Spirit are personified in Scripture. 
But does it therefore follow that the Spirit, from 
which those energies proceed, is no more a real 
Pe_rson. than Sin and Death are real Persons? 
The energ·i.es thcmsehes may be no more real 
persons tlmn Sin and Death; but the Source, 
f1~om which those energies proceed, must be a 

living and personal source. 

I beg to conclude these observations with an. 
extra~t from the writings of the celebrated Dr., 

. • Statement p. 39. 
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Owen. " If n. wise and honest man shonlcl tell 

you that in a certain country, where he has heen, 

there is an excellent governor, who wisely <lis

charges the duties of his office; who hears causes, 

distrihntes justice, and comforts the <listrcsscd,

would you not belicrn that he intended by this 

description, a righteous, wise, intelligent per

son ?-What else could any man living imagine? 

But no"' suppose that a stranger, or person of 

suspicions character, should come and say that 

the former information was indeed true, but that 

no man or person was intended, but the sun m· 

the wind, which, by their benign influences, 

rendered the country fruitful and temperate, and 

disposed the inhabitants to mutual kindness; an<l, 

therefore, that the "hole description of a gover ... 

nor was merely figuratiue ;---must you not con .. 

elude, either that the first person was a notorious 

trifler, or that your latter informer, whose vera

city you had reason .to suspect, had en<leaYonred 

to abuse both him and yoti? It is exactly thus 

in the case before us. The Scripture tells ns that 

the Holy Ghost governs the Church; appoints 

overseers of it,-,liscerns and judges all things,

comforts the faint,-strengthens the weak,-is 

grien•d and provoked by sin ; and that, iu these 

and many other affairs he orders and disposes all 

things according- to his own will. Can any man 

cre<lit this testimony, and conceive otherwise of 

the Spirit, than as a holy, wise, intelligent pcr-
1 
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~on? Now while we are under the power of 
these apprehensions, there come to us some men, 
whom we have just cause to suspect, and they 
tell us that what the Scripture says of the Holy 
Spirit is indeed true, but that no .such person is 
intended by these expressions,-but only a quality, 
or influence of divine power, which doth all these 
things.figuratively j that he has a will figuratively, 
and understanding figuratively,-is sinned against 
figuratively, and so of all that is said of him. 
Now, what can any man, not bereft of natural 
reason, ns well as spiritual light, conclude, but 
either that the Scripture designed to draw him 
into fatal errors, or that those who impose such 
a sense upon it are corrupt seducers, who would 
rob him of his faith and comforts? Such will 
they at last appear to be."* 

• 

Saiptural P1·oof that the Holy Gltost is a Person. 

I will now proceed to lay before you some 
evidences of the personality of the Holy Ghost; 
with only this postulate, that, if such language 
he uniformly used in the Scriptures concerning 

* 01rcn'8 Pucumatolo9ia, .B. i, Chap. 3. 
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the Holy Spirit, as in all other cases would con
Yey to our minds the ideas of personality and per
sonal agency, I may be allowed to draw the 
conclusion, that the Holy Ghost is a personal 
agent. 

I would first appeal to the testimony which 
is borne to this truth by our Lord himself. " I 
will pray the Father, and he shall g·ive you ano
tlwr Comforter, that ·he may abide with you for 
ever; even the Spirit oftr~1th."-"The Comforter, 
which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father shall 
send in my name, He shall teach you all things." 
John xiv. 16, 17, 26.-In the passage last quoted, 
and in several others, especially in tl10se that 
follow, the personal pronoun ( ExE1Yos-) is used. 
" ,vhen the Comforter is come,-even the Spirit 
of truth, which proceedeth from the Father, He 
shall testify of me."-" ,vhen He cometh, he 
shall not speak of himself; but whatsoever He 
shall hear, that shall he speak."-" He shall glo
rify me; for he shall receive of mine, and shall 
shew it unto you." John xv. 26. xvi. 7-15. 
Now, I will only ask, do not the ordinary rules 
of language restrict the use of the personal pro
noun to a personal agent? And, if any words can 
convey the idea of personal agency, is not that 
idea most clearly conveyed by those which occur 
in the preceding sentences, viz. being sent, com-



fog, testifying, 1·eceiving, she1Ving, teacliing, hear"' 

in!], and spealdng P 

Onr Lon1's description of the nnp:.mlonable 

sin decidedly ascertains the personality of the 

Holy Ghost. " AB sins shall be forg·iven unto 

the sons of men, and blasphemies, wherewithso

ever they shall blaspheme. But be that shall 

hlaspherpe ag·ninst the Holy Ghost, hath never 

forg-irni1ess, but is in danger of eternal damna

tion." Mark iii. 28, 2-9.-Fvr how can it be 

suppmed that a sin, committed against a quality 

or attribute of the Dejty, shonld be irremissible, 

while ag·uinst the Deity himself all mmmer of sin 

and blasphemy should be capable of forg·iveness? 

Sin against God must indude sin ng-ainst any of 

his attributes, as the greater proportion inch1dcs 

the less: and, consequently, if there be a crime, 

into which a man may foll, against the I--Ioly 
<Jhost, beyond the reach of pardon, while, at 

the same time, all manner of sins nud blasphemies 

og·ainst God may be remitted; the Holy Ghost 

-must be a person, distinct from Gpd the :Father. 

In the form of baptism nppointed by our Lord, 
H Go ye and baptize all nations in tbc name of 

' the Father, nnd of the Son,and oftheHolyGhost," 

Matt. xxviii. J 9, if the Father nud the Son be 

·pcrsous~ th~ ~me must also be underst~od ~:>f th~ 

~-lo]~ Ghost. f l:;ior, supp~se it to be otheqvi~e; 
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nnd how unacconntable is it that our Lord should 
join in the same form of worship, nncl without 
the least intimation of any difference, lwu per

sons, and one attribute; and comma n<l his fol
lowers to l>e dedicated to the joint service of the 

Father, aud of the Son, and of an attribute of 

the Father and the Son! " ' hat adoration can 
be paid to an attribute? Does not the very notion 
of God include his attributes? 

Let us, in the next plnce, enquire, what is 
the testimony borne by St. Paul to this doctrine. 
" All these worketl1 that one, and the self-same 

Spirit, dividing to every man severally as he 
will." 1 Cor.xii.11. Arc not n:orking, dividing, 

and n:illing, personal acts? or can such terms be 
used of a mere attribute, consistently with the 
precision required in religious instrnctions P
" The Spirit searcheth all things, yea the deep 
things of God." 1 Cor. ii. 10. Here a distinction 
is clearly expressed between the Spirit, which is 
said to search, and God, whose deep things are 
searched. On the supposition that they are one 
and the same person, the sense would be that the 

Spirit of God searcheth a11 things, yea the deep 
things of himself: which is absnrd.-"The Spirit 
maketh intercession for us with groauings which 
~annot be uttered." Rom. viii. 2u. Herc ag·ain, 
upon the supposition that the Holy Ghost is not 
~ 9istinct person i~ the Godhead, but only nq 
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attribute of the Father, he would be making· in
tercession to himself.-" The grace of the Lord 

Jesus Christ, and the love of Goel, and the com

munion of the Holy Gho~t, be with you all." 
2 Cor. xiii. 14. If personality be supposed, by 

implication, to be in the Lord Jesus" Christ, or 

in God, for dispensing the blessings here prayed 

for ; it must, on the same ground, be supposed 

to be also in the Holy Ghost. Can any one con

ceive that the qualities of grace in Christ, and 

love in God ( which without <loubt are personal 

qualities, inasmuch as they are imparted from 

one to another) are more properly personal, than 

the communion, which is also as directly implored 

from the Holy Ghost? Are those qualities :of 
grace in Christ, and love in God, to be joined 

with the communion of one, who is himself but 

an attribute, or quality, or energy, of Christ, and 

of God? ,vhat is meant by the communion of an 

attribute ? And how is this communion conveyed, 

by the operation of an attribute, into the hearts of 
believers? 

I should far exceed my limits, if I gave at 

larg·e the numerous scriptural testimonies to the 
<loctrine of the Holy Spirit's personality. He is 

said to speak ea.]Jressly, * by Prophets, t to Apos-

* l Tim. iv. 1. t 2 Pet. i. 21. 
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tles,* and to Clwrcltes,t He appoints mi11iste1·s,t 
nnd sends messengers.§ He bears wilness,11 and is 
appealed to as a u·itness.~ He is described as 
possessing all personal qualities; snch as grief~** a 
'lllind, tt a will,H and pon·er.§§ He is declared 
capable of being tempted,1111 of being resisted,~~ 
of having despite done unto him.*** 

If there is meaning in language, surely these 
expressions are demonstrative of persoual consci
ousness and identity. If they can be made to 
bear any other interpretation; upon the same 
principles, I conceive, it would be equally easy 
to do away the plainest doctrines of Scripture. 

It is very possible that, in the variety of 

testimonies, which bear on this point, some may 
possess greater weig·ht than others; for indeed 
of no truth, to be established by collateral evi
dence, can it be supposed that all the testimonies 
in its favour should be of equal importance. But 
it must be the fallacy of the rdwle, and not of 
any single proposition, or more, that can be 
deemed sufficient to invalidate the certainty of 

* Acts. xiii, 2. 
§ xiii. 4. 

** E ph. iv. 30. 
~) Hom. :x:v. 13. 
0 ~ Heb. x. W. 

t Rev. ii. 7. 

II Rom. viii. 16. 
tt Rom. viii. 27. 

1111 Acts v. Q, 

t" Acts xx. 28. 
~ ix. 1. 

H 1 Cor. xii. 11. 

~r~ r i i . 51. 
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what is · here ·advanced. Allow but one of the 

proofs to be unanswerable, a~d that is enough for 

our purpose, viz. to prove that the Blessed Spirit 

is a Person. 

• 
Scriptural Proof that tlte Holy Ghost is God. 

I begin with assuming, what, I trust, has 
been proved in the last chapter, that the Holy 

Ghost is " an Intellig·ent Being distinct from 

God the Father." The question then immedi .. 

ately arises, Under what character are ·we to 

consider him? Either he is God, possessing, in 

a distinction of person, an ineffable unity of the 

<livine nature nith the Father and the Son; or 

he is the creature of God, and consequently pos

sesses only a derivative and subordinate excel

lence. There is no medium betwixt the two. 

·whether of the two characters then belongs to 

him? Let the question he determined by the 

titles, the attributes, and the operat·ions, which 

the Scriptures ascribe to him. 

He is described as "the elemal Spirit,''* a 

name ,, hich carries on the face of it the most 

-r. Heb. ix. 14. 
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convincing· proof of his Deity . Who is eternal, 

but " the High and Holy on e, that inhabiteth 

eternity?" He is repeatedly call~cl the ltoly 

Spirit, as hcing· eminently so above all cre:1 tnres, 

' and as being· the author of all that holiness which 

they possess. He is distinguished as the Spirit 

of holiness, the Spirit of truth, the Spirit of pon;er, 

the Spirit of life, the Spirit of 11.'isdom and know

led,r;e. And whether we are to understand from 

these appellations that he possesses these perfec

tions in a way of eminence above all creatures, 

or th;t he is the gTand sonrce, from which they 

are communicated to others, in either sense they 

wmpletely establish the doctrine of his Deity. 

But what will you say to those passages in 

which he is expressly called God? Cl11·istians 

are in some places said to be born of the Spirit; 

in others to be born of God.* In lying· to the 

Ho~IJ Ghost, Ananias lie<l nnto God.·1 The 

spiritual gifts, which the CoriHthians received, 

are all d eclared to be the work of "that one and 

the self-same iSj1iril; '' and yet conceming- these 

operations St. P anl as _expressly asser ts, " It is 

the same God, which ,·,·orketh all in all."t-" All 

Scripture is" said by one Apostl e to be " given 

hy in~pirntion of Goel;"§ and hy another it is 

* .John i. 13. iii 5 , 6, 8. 

t l Cor. xii. 6, 11. 
K 

·r .Acts v. 3, 4 

~~_Tim.iii. 16. 
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asserted that " holy men of God spake as ~litiy 
1vere moved hy the Holy Glwst:"*-God is de
scribed, in the Book of Leviticus, as promising 
to dwell with his people.: "I will set my taher ... 
11acle among you ; and I will walk among· yon, 
and will be your God, and ye shall be my peo
ple. "t The uccomplishrn.ent of this promise is 
i{ed~red by the Apostle: "Ye are the temple of 
the livi~1g- God ; as God hath said, I will dwell 
in them, and walk among them," &c.t How 
~!~d hy whom is this done? "Know ye not that 
ye are the temple of God, and that the Spirit of 
Goe? dwelleth in you? for the temple of God are 
ye."§ If then it was God, who of old promised 
fo <.hrcll in his people, and thereby to make them 
his temple; then is the Eioly 15JJiril God; for it 
is he, \\•ho, according- to that promise, thus 
d welleth in them. 

The attributes of the Holy Ghost will also 
lead ns to the same conclnsion. He is omnipre
senl j for he d welleth in all true believers, wher
eYe1· di~persed, or ho,veYer nnmerous.!I He is 
ornniscieu.i; for he " searcheth all t;hings, yea 
the deep thing·s of God," and no one knoweth 
them, •lJ,nt he alone;~ he " teacheth all things," 

-If '.2 I>et. i. 21. ·r Lev. xxvi, 11, 12. 
~ l Cor. iii. W, li. II vi. 10. 

+ ~ Cor. vi. ~6. 
~ ii. 1_~, 11 
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and eYen " shewetl1 thing·s to come."* He is 
omnipotent; for " the Spirit of the Lord is not 
straitened,"t Lnt "divideth to every man seve
rally as he will."t 

The operations of the Holy Spirit unequivo
cally attest the same truth : for they nre such as 
no finite Person can be competent to perform. 
Creation itself is ascribed to him. He, in the 
beg·inning-, '"moYed upon the face of the deep,"§ 
to reduce the chaotic mass to order, aud to im
pregnate dead matter with li'fe and animation. 
The amazing plan of divine pr01:idence was laid, 
and is conducted by him; for, " who hath di
rected the Spirit of the Lord? or being his 
counsellor hath tang·ht him P '' II He was the 
author and g·iver of all those miraculous and sn 
pematural pou:ers, with which any of the lrnman 
race were ever endued. The Prophets, those 
" holy men of God, spake as they were moved 
by the Holy Ghost." By him the Evangelists, 
the Apostles, and the primitive lJelievers, were 
enaLled to cast out Devils; to heal the sick; to 
raise the dead; to speak in lang·nages before nn
known, or to interpret the discourses of others. 
Christ himself was "anointed by the Holy Ghost.'' 
to work his beneficent miracles.~ He "cast ont 

* John xiv. 26, xv. 13. 
~ Gen. i. 2. 

t l\lical1 ii. 7. 

\\ ha. l.:l. 13. 
t l Cor. xii. 11 . 

' i .\.cts x . 3tL 
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lJevils by the Spirit of God,"* " who was given 
to him without measure; "t and "through the 
Holy Gho~t he gave commandment to his Apos
tles."! Is it possible that .such ~an be the agency 
of a creature ? 

Lastly, the ordinary i1!fluences of the Holy 
Spirit form a distinct and satisfactory proof of 
his Deity. ,v110 but an almighty ag~nt ea n pro
duce a new creation in the soul, ~an restore life 
to the dead sinner; and more than reinstate him 
in paradise; can prepare him for, and conduct 
him to, the gfories of the heavenly "orld? Who 
but :m all-powerful Beillg· can give him strength 
to subdue his corrupt affections, to keep in vi
gorous exercise his spiritual principles, to fit him 
for en~ry duty and eYery trial, to sustain him in 
his arduous conflict, and transform perfectly into· 
the image of his God and Saviour? A creature 
cannot effect this: and ,ve are assured that the 
Spirit is the mighty age.nt.§ From these his 
operations then we can Le at no los~ to ascertain 
{he divine character of the Author. 

v.- lUatt. xii. 28. t John iii. 34. :j: Acts. i. 2. 
§ 1 Cor. vi. 11. 2 Cor. iii. 18. 1 Pet. i. 2. 



77 

On the Canon of the ]{cw Testament. 

I have now to offer some ohsenatioils on the 

attempt which yon haYe made to disprow the 

authenticity of certain Books in the N e w Testa

ment . . For althong-h 1 would most "illingly rest 

the proof of the Trinitarian Doctrines on those 

parts of the s:1cred Yolnme, which by uniwrsal 

consent are allowed to Le g enuine, I think it 

would argne a culpable indifference on a most 

important question, if I w ere to pass oYer in 
silence an attempt to thrO\v a slur upon any part 

of the sacred Yolumc. 

I haYe neither leisure nor opportunity to 

collate l\fannscripts, or to ascertain the compara

tirn accuracy of the diHerent editions of the New 

Testament; much less, to wade throngh the vo

luminous writings of the early Christian Fathers. 

\Vith yourself, therefore, I must be content to 

disclaim all pretension to originality, in this 

part of my Letter, except perhaps in those argu

ments, which are founded on your own admis

sions and palpable misrepresentations. I shall 
not attempt to combat eYery erroneous position 
pr incorrect conclusion, which presents itself in 

this part of your work; but shall select a feY.-' of 

tl_1e most promineut, from which the cliarac:ter 

9f the rest may be fairly and easily inferred. . . . 
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In endeavouring to bring under suspicion the 
following· Books of the New Testament, viz. 

Hebrews, 2 Peter, Jude, 
James, 2 & ~ John, Revelation; 

you appeal to the evidence of the Apostolical Fa
thers; on which I shall only remark that the 
references to Scripture in the writings of those 
authors are far more numerous than you are 
willing to allow. The following· table is trans
CJ'ibed from the work of the Rev. Dr. Magee,* 
a writer not_ more distinguished by his profound 
learning, than by his unimpeached integrity, 
in the department of sacred criticism. The re .. 
ferences printed in italics are tl1ose which you 
have suppressed. 

Barnalias. Clemens Rom. Hermas. Ignatius. Polycarp. 
A. D. 71. A. D. 96. A. D. 100. A. D. 107. A. D. 108. 

l\latthew Matthew Matthew Matthew Matthew 
])far!.: 

Luke Luke Luke Luke 
John John 

Acts Acts Acts Acts Acts. 

Romans Romans Romans Romans. Romans, 

I Cor. 1 Cor. 1 Cor. 1 Cor. I Cor. 

2 Cor. 2 Cor. 2 Cor. 2 Cor. 2 Cor._ 

G<;1lat. Ga/at. Galat. Ga]at. 

Eplws. Ephes. Ephes. Ephes. Ephes. 

Philip. Philip. Philip. Philip. Philip. 
Coloss. <;olos. Coloss. Coloss. 

""Appendix to l\Iagee's Discourses on Atonement ~nd Sacri.-. 
flee, p. 478-481. 
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Bamabu. Clemens Rom. Ilermns. lgnnliu9. Pc,lycarp. 
A. D. 71. A. D.9«,. A. I>. 100. A.D. lll7 A. D.100. 

Pl,ilip. I Thcss. l Tlicss. 1 Thess. l Thcss. 
2 Thess. 

l Tim. l Tim. 
2 Tim. 2 Tim. 2 Tim. 2 'fim. 2Tim. 

Titus Titus 
Hebrcu·s Hebrews 1-Icbrews llcbreu·s Hebrews 

James James 

I Pct. 1 Pet. I Pct. 1 Pet. I Pet. 
2 Pct. 2 Pet. 2 Pet. 

I Jolin I John 1 Jolm 
2 Jolin 
3 Jolm 3 John 
Jude Jude 

Rei:elation --
I 

With these testimonies, I am perfectly willing 
that the authenticity of the "disputed Books" 
should rest upon your own admissions and the 
authority of those whose opinion you appear to 
hold in high veneration. 

The Epistle to the Hebrews 

Is, as we haYe seen, referred to by all the Apos
tolical Fathers; and althoug·h, according to Mi
chaelis, it might not be contained in the origina1 
Syriac version, it was, in the opinion of that 
writer, received "shortly afterwards." It ,rns, 
hy your own admission, inserted in the catalog·ue 
of Origen,* nor was it excluded from that of 

"St«tqment, p. 61. 
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Ensebius.* Indeed Lardner, after a full discus

sion of the subject, concludes in favour of the 

probability that St. Fanl was the author of this 

Epistle; and Sykes strenuously contends for the

same po~ition. I omit the merition , of other 

critics from a persuasion that the opinion of all, 
when added to the- weight of that advanced by
Lardner and by Sykes, can only prove, in the 

judgment of Unitarians, light as atoms of dust 

011 the preponderating- balance. 

The· Eii£stle of_ St. James. 
I 

On the anthenticity of this Epistle, I am per-

fectly satisfied with the fo11owiug concessions from 

yourself and the Editors of the Improved Version.' 

"I think it lligltly probable that the Epistle com-· 

monly ascribed to James is genuine, because it 
appears to haYe been known to C]emens Roma

nns, and Hennas, two of the earliest Apostolical 

Fatl~ers, and because it is found in the canon of 
the fii·st Syriac New Testament, which is decid-

ed1y the rnost ancient version of the Christian· 

Scriptnrcs. "t '' It is not mnvorthy of the Apos
tle, to whom it is g·enerally ascribed."t 

* Statement, p, 5u. t p. 4·:l. :j: p. GO. 
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The Second Epistle of St. Peter. 

Why is so nnrked an exception made of this 
Epistle, which, not to mention other testimonies, 
is referred to by Barnabas, Clemens Romanus, 
and H erinas, the three earliest of the A po~tolical 
Fathers? Lardner, after a detailed examination 
of the argnments alleged against its authenticity, 
concludes strongly in favour of it. Of St. Peter's 
two Epistles he says, " If we consult them, and 
endearnur to form a judgment by internal evi
dence, I snppose it will appear Yery probable, 
that hoth are of the same author. And it may 
~eem somewhat strange, that any of the ancients 
hesitated about it, who had the two Epistles be
fore them. * '! * I conclude, therefore, that the 
two Epistles, generally ascribed to the Apostle 
Peter, are indeed his. * * * * Certainly these 
Epistles, and the discourses of Peter recorded in 
the Acts, together with the effects of them, are 
monuments of a divine inspiration." 1-listory of 
tlze .Apostles, and Evan,r;clists, chap. 19. ,vith 
~espect indeed to the first and third chapters of 
this Epistle, the Editors express themselves ra

ther doubtfully; bnt the second chapter they 
condemn without reserve, printing it in italics. 
And yet Lardner, ns we have seen, maintained 
tbe divine authority of the whole, and Michaelis 
states what he terms "positive gronn<ls for be
lieving it gP-nuinc," Introd. Vo~. iv. p. 350, &c 

K 
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Tlte Second and Third Epistles of St. Jolm. 

The following concession from the Editors of 
the "Improved Version" is highly important and , 
satisfactory. "They appear to regard these Epis
tles as genui,1e; and ~ttribnte the circumstance 
of their having been disputed in and before the 
time of Eusebins to their brevity, and 'to their 

J?~~~~g· addressed to particular persons;' adding, 
with Dr. Priestley, that 'both the subjects and 

the ·language are so much the same with those of 
th~ former Epistle, t11at there cannot be a doubt 
«;>f their having the same author.' "* 

The Epistle of St. Jude . 

., Th~ Editors of the I mproYed Version " see1~1 

~es~ inclin~d to retain this as a genuine part of 
&Gripture, than any book of tl~e New Testa
ment; "t and you profess to "think, with Lardner 
a~d many others, that the Epistle of Jude ought 
r10t to be regarde~ as of sufficient authority to 

establish by itself any doctrine."! I, with many 
others, think differently: ~m which side~ of th; 

qncsti<;m Lardner is to h~ ranked, let the following 
p.assag·e determine; "I have been thus prolix i°' 
~-~!iear~ing the passages of Clement; for they ap-

111 Statement, p. 60. t p. (H. 
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pear to ~ne to be a sufficient proof of the antiquity 
and genuineness of this Epistle; or that it n:as 
writ by Jude, one of Christ's tn:elve Apostles." 
History of the Apostles and Evangelists, chap. 20. 

Tlze Apocalypse or Boo!, of Revelation. 

The Editors "regard as by no means deficient 
in external evidence, although disposed to rest 
the proof of its divine authority, as a book of pro
phecy, chiefly upon the perceived accomplish
ment of the predictions which it contains."* And 
they add, with much cando~ir, that it cannot 
be read by any intelligent or candid person, 
"without.his being· convinced that, considering 
the age in which it appeared, none but a person 
divinely inspired could have written it." 

,vith admissions so large and satisfactory ; 
even if I possesse<l the leisure and learning ne
cessary for such an undertaking, I should thmk 
them wasted in any elaborate attempt to e~tablish, 
on other evidence, the authenticity of the clis ... 
puted books of the New Testament. 

• Staten1111t, p. Gl. 



. On the Te:i:t of tlte .Nero '!estament •. 

The following remarks upon the alteration9 

in the text of the New Testarn~nt/ proposed by. 
the Editors of the Improved Version, I have ex~ 
tracted from the work of the Rev. Dr. Magee, 
the celebrated Irish Theologian; because they 

contain, not only an able exposure of the eno~ 
of that version, in general, but also a n ost satis--: 
factory vindication of the introductory chapters 
in the Gospels of St. Matthew m,d St. Lukej 
the authenticity of which you have, with much 

la~_ou~·, attempted to di~prove. 

" This Version is of that convenient latitude 

that a person may, at the same time, admit its 
authority; and yet disbelieve almcst every doc
trine, and every important truth of the Christian 

Revelation. It is, in short, ~ike the aucient 
mantle of my country, a covering of sucl_1 loose 

and ,~1 ide dimensions, that th': w~arer may turn 

round and round in it, without cfaturbi11g its 
shape, or depriving· himself of its shelter. And 

like that too, ~t has been used as a disguise to 
muflie the assa_ss~n, and to conceal the dagger. · 

The Editors of th-is work have not, it must 
be observed, conducted themselves in the publi
cation of it, with that manly b,.:ldness, which 

th<:>y are at all times so ambitious to put forwanl_ 



as their distinguishing characteristic. They 

have, on the contrary, not sel'llpled to adopt one 

of those pious Jimuls, which they are pleased to 

consider the ordinary expedients of their ortho

dox opponents. The name of a Bishop of the 

established Church was calculated to lull suspi

cion, and to contrihute to a mere exten<lc<l cir

culation; and accorcliug-ly this "Improved Ver

sion," which they ha·rc nov✓ sent abr0ad, they 

profess to found upon the basis of A rd,bislwp 

lVen:come's translation of the New Testament; 

whilst in truth, they adopt no part of that trans

lation, which in any degree shackles them in 

point of doctrine, but abide by it in such places 

only as are of a nature perfectly indifferent. 

They have thus contrived to giYe a respectable 

name to their Unitarian Llasphemies. They thus 

hol<l out deceitful colours to the unwary, and 

vend their poisons under a fabe laLel. 

In the Introduction to the work we are fairly 

apprizeJ that it has been a principal part of its 

desig·n, to " <livest the sacred volume of the 

technical phrases of a systematic theology." 

That is, in other words, we are told that the 

great object has been so to render the New Tes

tament, as to empty it of all such expressions, as 

might g·ive s~pport to any of the rcecived and 

peculiar doctrines of Christianity. This appears 

pretty manifestly to be what is hero intcndod: 
~ 
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for, agr~eably to this, we find that all those 
phrases v;rhich in any way connect with the un
script 11 ral notions of the miraculous conception, 
the pre-e.ristence, and tlte c~ivinity of Christ,-the 
personal existence, divine nature, and gmcious in

jluences <:f' the I-loly 5pirit,-the ea:istence of evil 
spirits and .An.9els, &c. are all completely swept 
away, n.ml nothing left to us, but what perfectly 
agrees with Mr. Belsham's idea,-that Christi
anity comprises a g·ood moral system, with in
deed the knowledge of this one fact, that a man 
l1as risen from the gTave.-In the next place we 
are told, what sufficiently explains how this has 
been effected. It is stated, that it has not been 
the iute :1 tion, " to exhibit a version critically 
correct in every minute particular:" and that 
'' verbal criticism, had of course not been attend
ed to in the degree that some might wish and 
expect." .Thus we are fairly informed, that 
certain liberties are to be taken in the transla ... 
tion, to which the minuteness of Yerbal criticism 
might possibly present 80l!le impediment. That 
js, in a work, ,vhose very object is to ascertain 
the exact men,ning of words, the exact meaning 
of w~rds is not to be attended to, lest it mig·ht 
embnsrnss th~ freedom of translation, and force 
upon the translator a sense different from that, 
which he chooses to assign. Of ,vhat nature are 
those fre_e<loms .of translation, which have gro,n1 

<,mt of the facilities, and arc adapted to the ol,-. 
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jects, which the Editors haYc here planned for 
themseh-es, I shall riow give a slig·ht specimen. 

The doctrine of the Incarnation is at one~ 
thrown off by rejecting· from the Leginn1ng of 
the Gospels of St. Matthew and St. Luke, the 
whole of what belongs to the miracnluus Lirth of 
our Lord. This has Leen done, it must be al
lowed, with snfficient boldness: for it is fairly 
admitted tlmt these portions of the Gospels "are 
to be found in all the manuscripts and versions 
now extant."-Now it is actually amusin g· to 
obsenre, what is the leading evidence, by which 
the Editors conceiYe themselves justified, thus to 

expunge from the canon of Scripture, what has 
come supported by the testimony of all the ma
nuscripts and all the versions. \Vith respect to 
the passage in St. l\Iatthew, they tell us that the 
Ehioniles did not read the two first cl:apters in 
their copy of his Gospel; and with respect to St. 
Luke, they tell us that lJJarcion, a heretic of the 
second century, did not admit the two first chap-
ters of his. Therefore, it follows, that since the 
sect of the Ebionites, and the heretic JJfarcion of 
the second century, are against all the manu
scripts and all the versions, · it is impossible that 
these last can Le receive<l as trne.* The argu- -· 
mcnt is certainly quite intelligible. But let us 

* S tatement, p. 86,---88. 



enquire n. little about these irrefrag·able witnesse~. 
And, first, as to these .Ebionites, we are informed 
thrit their canon of the New Testament rejected 
the three last Gospels, and. all the Epistles of St. 
Paul. And, next, as to this Marcion, we find 
that he rejected the Old Testament, and every 
part of the New, which contained quotation~ 
from the Old, and that he used no Gospel but 
that of St. Luke, expnnging from this also what
ever he did not approve : and we are told these 
things too, npon the very authority, on which 
the Editors build, respecting the omissions from 
St. Matthew and St. Lnke.-Why, then, have 
not these admirers of lJfarcion and the Ebionite1 
received the testimony of such unimpeached wit
nesses throughout? Why have they not on the 
authority of the latter, rejected all the New Tes
tament except St. Matthew; or, on the authority 
of the form er, rejected the entire of the Old Tes
tament , and all of the New, excepting a part of 
St. Lnke, and some of the Epistles: or, on the 
authority of both together, why haYe they not 
rejected the whole Bible, both Old and New 
Testament P-But it seems th:1t these witnesses 
are to he hrou~ht np and turned down at pleasnre: 
they are both good and bad, according· as may 
serve the present pnrpose. For not only do we 
find that they are not believed by the party pro
ducing them, in any part of their testimony ex ... 
r.r'pt that which relates fo the beginnings of the 
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two Gospels; but we find that ewn in these they 
are believed, only so for as is convenient: our 
Editors themselves admitting, that the Ebionites 
had mutilated the Gospel of St. l\fatthcw, by 
ta/dug away the genealogy; that is, by taking 
away the first 16 verses of the first chapter. Aml, 
therefore, respecting these first 16 verses, the 
Editors reject the testimony of the Ebionites, as 
being convicted of a mutilation of the Gospel; 
but as to the remaining verses of the first chapter, 
and the whole of the second, they hold the testi
mony of these same Ebionites to be good, against 
all gain-sayers, against all manuscripts, and 
against all versions.-All this is put forward ho
nestly and without any attempt at disguise: the 
Ebionite witnesses pronounced, on one side of a 

leaf, as not credible, from their acknowledged 
mutilation of the sacred text; and, upon the 
other side of the same leaf, maintained to he 
witnesses of such repute, as ought to be relied 
upon, in opposition to all the manuscripts, and 
all the versions of the New Testament in the 
whole world." 

" But that we may form a better judgment 
of the value of this Ebionite testimony, according 
to the showing of its Unitarian abettors, let us 
nttcnd to a fe,v inore particulars on this head. 
The Gospel of the Ebionites began, it is said, 
with these words, It came to pass IN THE DAY~ 

M 
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O}' HERon ·KING OF JUDEA, that JOHN CAME 

llAPTIZING rvitli lhe baptism, <if repentance in the 

ri1:er Jordan. This the Editors distinctly state, 
in th_eir third note, from ~he authority of Epiph-· 
anius; whilst, in the very note which precedes, 
they r~ject the text of St. Matthew, because it 
places the birth of Christ before the ~eath of He
rod; which event they contend from Luke iii. 23, 

must have taken place two years at lenst before 
Christ was born.* Thus, the Gospel ascribed to 
Matthew is spurious, because it fixes the birth of 
Christ before the death . of Herod; and yet the 
Gospel of the Ebionites, vdiich fixes it not less 
than thirty years before that event, (inasmuch as 
it represents HeroJ to be ali-ve at the commence
ment of the Baptist's ministry) is, notwithstand

ing, to he_ relied on as a genuine and indisput
a!Jle docnment.-Yet farther,-for the Editors 

seem ambitious to make an oYerpowering display 

of the riches of their criticism on the first open
ing- of their vrnrk,-they inform us, from Epiph- · 
anius, that Corintlms and Carpocrates argued 
from the genealogy at tlw beginning of the Gospel, 

ihat Christ was the son of Joseph and Mary; 
·\.vhibt, at the s::nne time, they acquaint us, that 
1 he gosp21, which ,vas used by Corin thus and 
Caq,ocratef1, ,vas the Gospel ef tlte Ebionites, to 
which_ they admit no genealogy was perfixe<l, or 



from which (to use their own and Epiphaniu~':) 
words) the _qenealo.qy was ta!wn mmy. This, it 
will be confessed, is making a tolerably largl:! 
demand npon the complaisance of the re.i<ler; yet 
ther0 remains still more occasion for his courtesy, 
if he will travel on amicably with the Editors 
even through the first two p:1g·es of their tl'ans

lation. The genealogy appears, in the first view, 
to be a difficulty in their w::iy, which tlwy have 
themselves unnecessarily created. The Ebionites 
they have produced, as their favourite witnesses, 
to ascertain what was the trne and original g·os
pel of St. l\Iatthew. But the Ebionites omit the 
entire of the two first chapters of that Gospel. 
Why, then, injure their evidence by contending· 

for the genealogy, which tbey reject? The rea
son is plainly assigned. The genealogy, as it 
stands, may answer the purpose of proving, that 
Jesus was the offspring· of Joseph and l\Iary: and, 
accordingly, the Editors apprize us, that Corin
thus and Carpocrates applied it to this use, and 
hence deduced the mere hnmanity of Christ. 
They proceed also to shew the reasonableness of 

admitting the g·enealogy to be g·enuine, on the 
ground that "it can hardly he supposed that an 
author writing for the instruction of Hebrew 
Christians would have omitted to trace the descent 
of Christ from Abraham and David, upon which 
they justly laid so great a stress.,, They then 

proceed to evince the like reasonable~ess of di~-



carding·· all that follows the genealogy to ·the end 
of the second chapter. " This," they say, 
"COULD Not have been written by tile author of 
the genealogy, for it CON~RADICTS HIS DESIGN, 

which was to prove that .Jesus, being the son of 
.Joseph, was the descendant of Abraham and 
Davicl; whereas the design of this narrative is 
to shew that Joseph, the reputed father of Jesus, 
was not his real father. This account, therefore, 
of the miraculous conception of Jesus Christ, must 

bn.ve been wanting in the copies of Corinthus and 
Carpocrates, as well as in those of the Ebionites: 
and, if the genealogy be genuine, the narrative 
MUST BE spurious." Thus, then, the whole 

· matter is completely arranged. The genealogy 
must be g·~nuine, as marking the human descent 
of Christ from Abraham and David, a thing ex
pected by the Jews: and by all who received it 
as genuine, the narrative of the miraculous con- . 
ception, as contradicting 1ts design, must be re
jected as spurious. At the same time, lest ,ve 

should imagine that the force of this reasoning 
might have operated so powerfully upon those 
Hebrew Christians who received the g·enealogy, 
and maintairn~d the proper humanity of Christ as 

to induce them to talle amay the narrative, which 
so decidedly contradicted the genealogy, in like 
manner as it is admitted others of them had ' 
fallen away the genealogy itself, the Editors take 
care, in the very next note, to assure us that to 
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that de.,icription of Christians " the ncconnt oft he 
miraculous conception could Hot lia rn bee11 in 
any degree unacceptable: '':t- "nor n:ould 1·1," they 
add, "at all have militated a_r_;aiusl !he do<.'lrine of 
tJ,e proper humanity of Cltrist,t it bciug a fact 
a.nabgous to the mirnculous birth of Isaac, Sa
muel, and other eminent persons of the Hebrew 
nation." Thus it ~ppears tbt the history of the 
miraculous conception is itself something- mira
culous; for it at the same time contradicts, aml 
yet does not at all militate against, the idea. of 
Christ's human descent.'' 

"Now perhaps it may be doing no more than 
justice to these erudite and luminous comment
ators, to bring· together into one point of view, 
the scattered lights, ,, hich have been here dis
tinctly noticed; but which cannot fail from their . 
combined brilliancy to shed a brighter glory 
upon the work which they are designed to it
]ustrn.te.-1. The Ebionites and Marcion have 
omitted, in their respective copies of certain por
tions of Scripture, pass:ig·es, which are undoubt
edly parts of the genuine sacred text; and the 
former, it is confessed, have actually taken away 
the genealogy from St. Matthew's Gospel: the 
proof, therefore, arising from their 01nissio11 of 
whatever relates to the miraculous conception of 

* Statement, p. 88. t j,I, 10~. 
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Christ must be received as decisive against that 
fact, although it is admitted that the narratives 
of it, as given by S-t. Matthew and St. Luke; 
come attested by every inannscript and ·every 
version now extant, without exception.-2. The 
Gospel of St. Matthew, as it is conveyed to us at 
this day by all the manuscripts and all the ver
sions, cannot be genuine, because it requires us 
to believe that our Lord was· born before the 
death of Herod; but we may admit, as unques
tionable, the Gospel of the Ebionites, which pro
nounces Herod to be living at the commencement 
of the Baptist's ministry, or about the thirtieth 
year after our Lord's nativity. - Lastly, the 
narrative of the miraculous conception ascribed 
to St. Matthew, must have been rejected by all 
who received the g·enealogy, as contradicting the 
desig·n of the genealogy, ·which was to establish 
the human descent of Christ; at the same time 
that it is quite clear, that the fact of the miracu
lous conception could not at all have militated 
&gainst the doctrine of the proper humanity of 
Christ, nor consequently have Leen in any degree 
unacceptable to those who held that doctrine.
Such are the ne'W views presented at the opening
of t his Improved Version, which is to set e\1:ery 
thing to rights in the Christian Suiptures." 

" There ar~, moreover, certain chronological
rleductions connected , with some ·of the foreg·oiu~r 
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ohsenration~, which I cannot avoi<l laying before 
the reader. It has been statccl that the Editor~ 
contend, that the death <?.l Herod must have talten 
place two years at least before Clu-ist was born. 
Their mode of establishiug· this pojnt is deserving 
of some detail. It follows, they say, as a neces

sary consequence from the death of Herod being 

placed (as it is by Lardner) in the year 750, or 
751 U. C. Lardner, in the part referred to by 

the Editors, had asserted that "if Herod died in 
750 U. C., he died three years and nine months 
before the ''ULG.\R C1mISTIAN ERA; if at acer
tain time, lJefore mentioned, in the year 751, 
then he died ahont fn;o years and nine months be-
fore the said era;" and which is the truth, he 
professes himself nnable to determine. (See 

Lardner's lVor/{s, Vol. i. p. 428 ). Our Editors, 
referring· to Lardner twice upon the same subject, 
contend peremptorily that Christ "~IUST HA VE 

IlEEX BORX at least tn:o ,years and nine months, 
and probab(IJ three years and nine months, rif~er the 
death of I-Ierod :" and thus, in utter disregard 
of nll the :1rgt~ments by which the 1'vnlg·ar Chris
tian era has been disproved, or rather with an 
app'.lrent ignorance of the existence of any such 
arg uments, they haYe at once nssumed the vul
gar and the true era of our Lord's nativity to he 
the s~1me; and on this assumption, as in itself 
sufficient to invalidate 1.he whole story of our 
Lord's hfrth as g·iyen by St. Matthew, they 



build the rejection of that story as an utter fa
hrication. They profess at the same time to 
ground their reasoning on the authority of Lard
ner; whose main object ha_s been to establish the 
dii-ect reverse of their position, -that Christ 
"must have been born two years at least after 
the death of Herod;" inasnmch· as, with great 
learning and sound argument, he has laboured 
to demonstrate the consistency of St. Luke's de
damtion t'especfo1g· the age of Christ in the 15th 
of Tiberius, with the narrative of St. Matthe,v, 
which places the birth of Christ about two years 
before the ·death of Herod. (Lardner's lVorks, 
Vol. i. p. 339---382). That learned writer, 
however, in his Appendix concerning the time <!l 
Herod's death, has, unfortunately for our Editors, 
in the passage above referred to, spoken of the 
vulgar Christian era as posterior to the death of 
Hemd; and they, substituting, for the vulgar 

Christian era, the t-ime '!f Christ's Nativity, have 
at once inferred the priority of Herod's death to 
the birth of Christ; and have adduced the au
thority of Ltdner's name in behalf of a position, 
which Lardner has most triumphantly over
thrown."* 

To the preceding- extract I beg leave to add 
the argument, by which a learned and living 

~ llla:;-ee on Atonement, Vol. ii. p. 4-19-1.:>8. 
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Prelate has, in my opinion, established, beyond 
the possibility of fair argument, the anthcnticity 
of St. l\Iatthew's introductory chapters. Bishop 
l\fa.rsh, in his ninth lecture, observes that, if 
we turn to the second volnmc of Griesbacli' s Sym
bolre Crilicce, we shall find a quotation from the 

.first chapter of St. l\Iatthew's Gospel, and a re
ference to the second made by Celsus the Epicu
tean Philosopher, which quotation and reference 

, are noted by Origen, who wrote in answer to 
Celsus. Griesbach, he adds, justly remarks, 
" Hence it is evident that the first two chapt~rs 
of Matthew were known to Celsus." And with 
no less justice on his own part, he deduces the 
following inference; that, if Celsus, who wrote 
his celebrated work against the Christians in th~ 
time of l\Iarcus Aurelius, and consequently little 
inol'e than a hundred years after St. Matthew 
hi1i1self wrote, yet found the first two chapters 
in his manuscript of St. Matthew's Gospel, those 
chapters must either have been original parts of 
St. Matthew's Gospel, or they must have been 
added at a time so little antecedent to the age of 
Celsus, that a writer so inquisitive, so sagacious, 
and at the same time so inimical to Christianity, 
could not have failed to detect the imposture : but 
that, in this case, he would not have quoted 
those chapters as parts of St. Matthew's Gospel: 
and consequently, that the truth must lie in the 
other part of the dilemma, namely, that those 

N 
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chapters are authentic. - Course of Lectures, 
Part ii. pp. 55, 56. 

, I 

Having had occasion. to mention Griesbach, 
I cannot forbear remarking upon the injustice of 
,introducii;ig the name of that illustrious critic, 
_in order .. to give a sanction to opinions which he 
.held in n.bhorrence,* and to add respectability 
,to a wrsion of the Scriptures, in which there is 
the widest departure both from his text, and his 
rules of criticism. This injustice has ~een so 
ahly exposed by Dr .. Laurence, in his Critical 

* , The following observations occur in Griesbach's Pre-_ 
face to the Apostolical writings. "Interim uni tamen dogrnati, 

eique palmc1rio, doctrinre scilicet de vera J esu Christi divi
nitate, nonnihil a me detractnm esse videri posset no1;mullis, 

qni non solum locum istum celebratissirnurn, I Joh. v. 7. 
e'textn ejcctum, verurn etiam lectionem vulgarem loci, I Tim. 
iii. 16. (ut et Act. xx. 28) dubitationi suhject~,rn, et. lectorurn 

arbitrjo permissam invenient. Quare, ut iniquas suspiciones 
omnes, quantum in me est, amoliar, et hominibus malevolis 

ralmnniandi ansam prreripiam, prim um publu:e prqfiteor lltque 

Dcum tcstor, neutiquam me de veritate istius dogrnatis du
bitarc: atc1ne sunt profecto tam multa ct luculenta argumenta 

ct Scripturre loca, qnibus vcra Deitas Christo vindicatur: ut 
ego · quidem inteiligerc vix possem, quomodo, concessa 

Scripturw sacrre divirn't auctoritate, ct admissis justis inter~ 

pretandi reguli.5, dogma hoc in <lubinm a quoquarn vocari 
possit. In primis, loc·us il!e, Joh. i. I, 2, 3, tam perspicuus 

est al']1lC omnibus cxceptionibus major, ut ncque interpretum 

11cqu.c criticorum al dacibus C01llltibus unquam everti, atquc 

Hritatis tlefcnsoribus eripi possit." 
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Refle:t'ions upon some important misrepresentations 
contained 2·n Ille Unitarian Version, that I mnst 
beg leaYe to transcribe his observations. 

" This prodnction is not what it professes to 
be, a translation scrnpulonsly adhering to the 
text. of Griesbach, " the most correct which has 
hitherto been published;" but one, in some in
stances, made from a text which exists no where 
but in the imag·ination of the Translators: who, 
althoug·h they g·enerally indeed follow Griesbach, 
yet occasionallyinnovate even on his innovations." 
There are "many passag·es of considerable length 
undisputed by him, the authenticity of which 
they represent as extremely dubious. Nor is. 
this all. For, completely in the teeth of an in
timation formally given, that "the words, which, 
in the judgment of Griesbach should probably, 
though not certainly, be expnng·ed, are included 
in brackets," they sometimes take the liberty 
themselves of expunging words of this descrip
tion, upon the superior decision of their own 
judgment. Timid, cautious, circnrnspecti re, 
Griesbach weighed over and over again, with 
anxious solicitude, the credit of a textual nri- . 
ation, experience having taught him wisdom; 
for ]1e candidly confesses that in his first edition 
h~ had admitted several readings into the text, 
which in his second, uncorroborated by more re
cent collations, he felt himself under the necessit.y 
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of removing· to the margin. But they, less ex
act and more intrepid, in passages where he 
could only discover the appearance of a probable, 
determine the existence of a certain, omission; 
and by an easy dash of tl~e })en oblite1:ate them 
altogether.'' 

"On one occasion indeed they ha;zard a bolder 
step; and, where Gi·iesbach adopts, without ob
servation, the common reading·, they, upon the 
sole authority of the Cambridge manuscript, 
Yenture upon a little interpolation, which directly · 
converts an affirmative into a negative sentence. 
It is recorded of St. J olm, who visited with St. 
Peter, the sepulchre of om· Lord, when Mary 
Magdalene had communicated to them her suspi
cions respecting the removal of the body, that, 
after he had inspected the sepulchre, "he saw 
and believed."* Now this passage, in direct 
contradiction to eYery other manuscript, they 
render, "he saw and believed not," adding the 
follo\ving note from Newcome ; " So the Cam
bridge MS. in the Greek, hut not in the L;tin, 
translation of it. The following verse as~igns a 
reason for the unbelief of St. J olm and St. Pe
ter." The precise rnlue of this sort of half au
thority, contra<licted hy its other half, for the 
manuscript in ·question contains a Latin, as lvell 

-ll Statement, p. 75. 
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as a Greek text, it is for them to c.alcnlate a1Hl 

explain; but as the consistency of the narrative 

is urged by way of proviug the ueccssity of their 

interpolation, 1 cauuot help remarking that the 

common sense of the context, by which alone, I 

apprehend, the consistency of the WHTatiYc can he 

}Jreserved, requires no such addition. The point 

applicable to the credence of the Apostle was, not 

the resurrection of our Saviour, for nothing- npon 

that head had yet been surmised, hut evidently 

the report of Mary Magdalene, that the body had 

' been stolen away. ,vhen, therefore, St. John 

was informed of the circumstance, and examin

ing the sepulchre, perceiYed the linen clothes, 

which had wrapped the body, lying on the ~ 

ground, and the napkin, which had been }Jonnd 

about the head, folded tog·ether in a place by 

itself, can we possibly conjecture that he believ

ed not?" 

" Upon the whole, then, it is, I presume, 

incontr0Yertil1le, that they have not uniformly 

adhered to the text of Griesbach. I do not in

deed dispute their rig-ht to deviate from the 

judgment of that, or any other Critic; but I com

plain of their holding· ont false colours to the pub

lic. If they flattered themselves that they possess

ed talents capable of improving- " the most cor

rect text of the original which has hitherto been 

published," they were doubtless at liberty to ha Ye 
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made the experiment but they should have un
dertaken the task openly and undisguisedly. 
Were they apprehensive, that in such a case 
their competency might h~ve been questioned, 
and their presumption censured?" 

" Nor can I take a final leave of the subject, 
"\\~thout again alluding to another deception 
practised upon the general reader. From the 
style of the title-page, the 11roleg·omenal parade 
of the Introduction; and the perpetual attempt 
at manuscript erudition in the notes, he is natu
rally induced to consider the Version as one con
ducted upon principles rigidly critical; while, in 
truth, it is nothing more than a mere patclnvork 
translation, solely manufactured to promote the 
cause of Unitarianism. ,vhen a passag·e occurs, 
which, in its obvious sense, . threatens fatality to 
t he Unitarian Creed, its sting is instantly and 
ing;eniously extracted; what exposition the lan
guage of Scripture can, not what it ought to 
hear, becomes the object of investigation; and 
the context is twisted into subserviency to the , 
g·loss, and not the g-loss rnude consistent with the 
context. The Translators indeed unreservedly 
coufe_~s, that they have studied " to preclude 
many sources of error, by divesting- the sacred 
rnlume of the technical phrases of a systematic 
theology;'' but they forg·ct to add, that jt was 
ouly i11 o~der to superce<le one sys~em hy another .. 
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If a clause admits the slightest pliability of 
meaning·, every nerve is strained to give it a 
peculiar direction. Instead of enquiring·, with 
Christian simplicity, what •~cally are, they pre
sume with philosophical arrogance npon what 
must be, the doctrines of Scripture; and :mbsti
tutc the <letluctions of reason for the dictates of 
revelation. Averse from established opinion, 
fond of novelty, and vain of sing·ularity, they 
pride themselves upon a sort of mental insula
tion, and become captivated at every magic 
touch with the efllnent brilliance of their own 
inte1lect. The profound researches of the most · 
distinguished comnientators and philologists they 
either slight or despise, unless convertible by a 
little dexterity of application to the aggrandize
ment of some favourite theory; and satiate us 
with the flimsy refinements and loose lucubra
tions of Lindsey, or of Priestley. Immoderately 
attached to particular doctrines, and deeply pre
judiced against all others, they modify every 
expression in the text, and every exposition in the 
notes, to a sense sometimes directly favourable, 
but never even indirectly unfavourable, to Uni
tarianism; so that, in reality, always indifferent, 
though apparently sometimes anxious, respecting· 
the trne philological import of Sciptnral lan
gu~g·e, and ever restless with the gad-fly of the
ological conceit, they prove themselves to be 
wholly incapacitated, from a defect, if not of 
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talent, certainly of temper, for the patient fask 
of critical rumination."* 

I have now executed, with whatever imper
fection, the task which I assigned to myself, of 
replying to the arguments, by which you would 
disprove the Trinitarian dodrines; as well as to 
those which you have adduced, in support of 
some . proposed alterations in the canon and text 
of the New testament.-In refutation of the for
mer, which are founded upon what I conceive 
to be an erroneo_us inte~pretation of certain pas
sages of Scripture, I have 1wt only shown that 
·those passages,' when correctly considered, are 
not , in 1·eµJity unfavourable to the orthodox sys
tem, hut have quoted a numbet of others, inex
plicable on any other hypothesis.-In replying to 
the latter, I have. either argued from your own 
COI)cessious, or cited ihe authority of eminent 
critics and theologians, to some of whom you 
liave yourself alluded in terms of the highe~t ,Te
neration. ,vith them I mnst leave yon to con
tend the point at issue. For myself, I beg· it 
may be distinctly understo(Xl, that I shall write 
no more on the subject. 

* Laurence's (;ritical Reflexions, p. 100-177. 
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Herc then, Sir, a8 a controversittlitJt, I tftke 
my leaYe of you. Bear with me, howevc:r, if, -as 

a Christian, I solemnly entreat yon to :re-consider 
those doctrines, of which yon ha,·c nndcrtaken 
to ·be the advocate. Belicvi11g-, as I do, thait 

there is none other 1wme, wuler theaven, .<Jiven 
among men, 1whereby ?Ve -can be saved bul the name 
of Christ, that other foundation can no 'lnan lay 

than that is lat'.d, 'IV!tich is Jesus ·Christ, that he 

wlw :/wtlt the Son ./wilt life, and ./w n:lw hath not 

tl,e .Son <.if' God hath not -life, that ·e:i:cept a man 
be born of n;ate,· and of the Spirit, he cannot see 

the liingdom of Godj believing, I say, these 
things, can I behold, with unconcern, a fellow
creature -tlcnying the divine natt'lre of one, and 
the very existence of another of these sacred per
sons; aml presuming, with sacrilegious audacity, 
to expunge from the inspired volm11e -a part, 
which every version and every inanuscript de
clares to be genuine ?-And when I regard you 
as the spiritual guide of others, what shall I say? 
I cannot indeed address you in the language of 
an Apostle, 'Talw hee'd to the floclt over 1vlliclt tl1e 
lloZlJ G!tosl hath made you an overseer, since you 
helie,·e not that there is any Holy Ghost; but I 
may he permitted to remind yon of the awfnl 
transaotiot!s of that day, when 1/te Son q/ lJian, 
whom you have de11ied to he also the Son of G'od, 
shall sit upon the throne of his 9lo1y, and shall 
~my to you, Give an account of tliy ste11,,,ardsl11JJ, 

0 
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What will be your feelings m that day, if it 
shall be found that any of those, who have sur
rendered their be]ief to your direction, have 
made Shipwreck of their faith, and have. come 
short of Heaven, through the w~nt of that instruc
tion, which would haye made them wise unto 
Salvation? I beg you to believe that, in offer
ing these remarks to your consideration, I am 
actuated by a sincere desire to promote the best 
interests of yourself and others. Allow me to 
subscribe myself, in the true spirit of Christia~ 
charity, 

Srn,. 

Your faithful humble Servant, 

WJUirWELL RECTORY, 
Jan. 28, 1820. 

. . 

THOMAS HILL. 

ERRATA, 

In pages 90 and 91, for Corintlius read Cerintlius. 

W. Wheelhouse, Printer, 
Nottingham. 



ERRATA, 

P. 11. 1. 12, for« over-suttle" read over-sul)tle. 

P. 25. l. 20, for" hopes" read hope. 
P. 29. l. 4, for" I say" re.ad Joy. 
P. 41. 1. 16, for" Prophet" read the Prophet. 
P. 49. l. 5, for" Exclaim" read Hclaim. 
P. 52. l. 23, for" recommended" read commended. 
P. 75. 1. 25, after" Holy Ghost" take away the full stop. 

P. 83. l. 5, after " Revelation" take away the full stop. 
P. 102. l. I, after" experiment" add a semicolon. 

Ibid. last line, for" supercede" read supersede. 


