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ST-MATTI—IEW

If hls own words, as the professed bhistorian of
our, Lord, are to be tuken in evidence, then was
Matthew a Unitarian ; then Is his Gospel strictly
Unltaridn‘; ‘and its dottrine. ls—=there is but one
God, ‘the I'ather, and one Lord, Jesus Christ.
; . Xf his own, statements, and the whole tenor of
v hla Gospel are to be tnken as good authority, then
. Ia it equally’ ‘certain, that he has not tuight the
doctrine of the Trinity, or that of the Delr.y of
Jesus Christ 3" and therefore, never heard of them
from the mouth of 'his divine Master, nor dia
ever.believe them. . ~These things, it appears to
me, may be eatnbllshed by arguments sufficiently
conclusive to am.isfy the mind of an impartial
inguirer. -’
- X,shall efideavor o establish my position, first,
by some geaeral observations bearing on the sub-
Ject, then,: by an examination of those passages
which have been thought to teach the doctrine of
the Trlnity, and lastly, by bringing forward all
that evidence of a positive nature, in favor of the
nrlct Unity of God, which the Gospel presents.

‘1.~ I would remark, in the first place, that as
the doctrine of the Trinity is confessedly one not
t0 have been antecedently expected, at which, as
anorthodox writer has himself observed,  rea-
son stands aghast, and falth herself is half con-
founded,” it is right to expect, and demand,
before receiving it as an article of belief; evidence
that shall bear some pnopomon to its apparent
intrinsic mcrednbihty. It is not enough that
such a doctrine be darkly hinted at, obscurely
implied, doubtfully expressed. I man deals
justly by himself, and nets with due veverence

towards God and his own reason, he will not
feel himself justified in embracing such a truth
without the clearest and most ample testimony ;
like that for example, on the strength of which
he believes in the divine authority of Jesut, in a
future life, and a state of retribution.  But such
testimony, it cannot be pretended that the Bible
itself, much less the Gospel of DMatthew, does
any where furnish.  There is nothing distinct,
clear, definite on the subject. Not a single verse
in the.whole Bible lays down the doctrine in
terms. - It is a thing of remote, dark, uncertain
_ inference. -

It is here worthy to be remarked, that in re-
htxon to the doctrine of the Trinity, the Deity of
Chrlst, and ‘many other supposed doctrines of
- xevelation, the common principles of evidence
<huve been tot.ally reversed. For while on other
aub;ects, it is a universal prmmple for the conduct

_-of: the’ understandmg, that in proportion to the
‘apparent’intrinsic incredibility and improbability

-+ of-a fact or proposition; must be the force, clear.
 yiess; ‘and - ahundance. of ;the evidence which s
i:brodght:. to_establish ; it—in . religion ‘men. have
4 eager oewcd—nnd xmplmtly believed docmneq,

! ngamst wlneh there was a _strong previons pre-
uumptwn that they could not be true—~doctrines

of the most momentous iwport if true, have been
“admitted, on a show of evidence the least that can

be’ su.ppased possible:in' a ease of the kind, and

s -which-.in" other :matters would be rejected as
“-‘wholly. jnadequate, - or as warranting only the
- Jowest degree of assent. .. That which is seemn-
-~ ingly.impossible, and on the face of the thing in-
-eredible.or highly improbable, we reasonably re.
.'quifé to be substantiated by a proportional fulness
and dlstinctness of testimony. While that which

. js:in “accordance . with ‘other known facts, and
--other received kuowledge, is in itself highly pro.
'bable'and likely to be true, we admit on a lesser

. weight of evidence, = These just and obvious
-principles have, I repeat, in religious things been

:: pbandoned, if not. reversed.  Evidence which in
'8 court 6f buman justice, neither judge, nor law-
*'yer, nor' jury would take as competent testimony

- to afact.of 'even ordinary ocourrence and charag-
© texyior to & point of law—only. change the gronni
- 'to that of controversial divinity,.and it becowmnes
" wWith- these same persons most ample and decisive,
-to establish doctrines in .themselves the most ex-
: tmordmnry, and. most unlikely to be true,. In
. religion, men have. been ever ready to Lelieve any
thing and every thing, with or without evidence,
as the case.might be. It hus scemed as if- they
" took a strange dehglxt in: doing violence to the
-.:o.dictatesiof :Teason and comwmon sense, and ima-
ned; themselves :devout and meritorious before
Heaven, in proportion to the easy. credulity with
which the most-noustrons and revolting dogmas
were; engrafted into their creed.. There has been
nothing so essentially absurd, so obwuusly fabyi-
catediand false, that multitudes have not in every
age of the Church been found to believe it as a
. part.of.the revelation of .God, at the mandate of
. a pricat,’u. pope, or a council. . Evidence has not
<% been’nsked ifor, ..It  has' vather been deapised.
fuyHasjit the’ authority of orthadox fathers 2. Dues
it revolt reason ‘and sense? Does it task ﬂntlx to

the uttermost ?..: These have- virtunlly been the

4 preliminary inguirlés. - Hence, it has lmppene(l

- that doctrmes of a.purely.pagan or human origin,

5 )mve b‘een banded ‘down from’ age to age, from
church i1 church,' Wd'ake dnhesitatingiy received
_ atthie] present Ume tliroughout all Chiristendom as
\ltal truths of the Gospel, without even a decent
liow of ‘evidence it theiy behalf," and so far, - in-
deedm Sc.mpturu is concerned, ‘without being so
- “mnuch.as named in it. .. OF this deseription, (1 ap-
prehend, is the doctrine of the Trinity. . Though'

o0 deep and high. a mystery, so difficult to com-
xehend, 6~ Tmpossiblo to explain and teach, so
Altt1e ‘6o have been lookéd for in:a vevelation, aud
herel’or, so ‘natural : iand (necessary ,to lmve becn
tated,” nnd often . repeated—-thls doe-
‘ .:mne hay 8t Mattlmw, as lt uecm‘ to me, wholly

overlooked, and, as I hope will appear in the se-
quel, closed his Gospel not only without furnish-
ing that proof which the miud ought to demand
in the case, but without so much as naming it;
nay, without having by chance written but one
sentence, [Mat. xxviii.’ 19,] which, when the
doctrine has been otherwise established, can Le
tortured so as to favor it. - Now I put it to the
conscience of every reflecting person, If it be cre.
dible that the cvangelist could have lelt such a
doctrine in such uncertainty. Is it credible, that
in writing an account of a religion containing a
doctring like that of the Trinity—one which
every dictate of reason assured him would mcut
with the bitterest opposition, would be received
by the intelligent only on the amplest evidence,
and which he felt at the same time to be the
crowning doctrine of the new fuith—is it eredi-
ble, that he should have left it to be doubtfully
gathered from a few dark and equivocal expres-
sions, which will bear, and on cvery just princi-
ple of criticism require, an interpretation fatal to
the truth he intended to teach ?

II. T remark in the next place, that in tuking
the evidence of Matthew to the doctrine of the
Trinity, we are to remember that he was once a
Jew, aud would have written with the feelings
of one who had been so, and therefore if he bad
believed the doctrine himself, he would have
given it a prominent place in his Gospel.

As a Jew, the most cherished article of Lis
faith, had been the strict unity of God. It was
the distinctive feature of his ancient belief. It
was that which gave to it its superiority to the
surrounding polytheism.  The heathen had as
imposing ceremonies, as splendid temples as the
Jews ; but they did not know and worship the
oxe God. ‘This was the exclusive glovy of Ju-
daism. This tenet was guarded with most es-
pecial jealousy.  Idolatry, the having and wor-
shipping more gads than one, was with the Jews
the unpardonable sin.  The devoted attachinent
of the Jews to the unity of God stands out more
prominently than any other featurve in the char-
acter of that people.  And yet, notwithstanding
the plain language of the Old Testament ou this
subject, men can be found, theologians toe, to
maintain that the Trinity was a doctrine of the
Jewish Church ! OF this T will only say, that
the man who, after veading or studying the Ol
Testument could rise from bis labor with a con-
viction that the Trinity is tanght or implied in
it, is to be ag much regarded, as he who should
uffirm, after a similar inquiry, that Judaism is a
system of atheism. The Jew of the present day,
as did the Jew of former days, believes God to
be one, without division or distinction in name
or nature, and now as ever, regards that as the
most vital blow aimed at his faith, which invades
the purity and Integrity of this primary article
of his creed ; and so fary is he more of a C‘lnla-
tian than the believer in the Trinity, :

With  these' fe(,lmg-i, and- with Sllbh a belief,
did-Matthew join-himself: to our- Lord. From
him, says orthodoxy, as the first and most im=
portant lesson, did he receive an acconnt of the
mystery of the Trinity.. Through his public
preaching and private instruction, he wust have
heard this amazing doctrine often explained and
enforced. He must have heard it 1.id down as
the corner stone of the new religien ; for if jt
made a part of it at all, Trinitarinns ave right in
saying that it formed and still forms Its most
distinguishing feature. e must have regarded
it in that light himselti,.  Its novelty and awful
natare, its direct oppesition to that great truth
which he had been accustomed to -vencrate, the
Divine Unity, must have deeply impressed  his
mind.  When sent forth by our Savieur as a
preacher of the Gospel, it must very often have
formed the subject of his discourse, especially us
he was addressing Jews, who sould need to have
it distinctly stated and urgued, since at first sight
it would seem to them but an ingenious, covert
system of polytheisin.  After our Lord’s resur-
rection, when he became one of the great heralds
of the new faith, he must have continued to
preach and enforce it to .the day of his death.
He is commonly supposed to have written his
Gospel in theyear 63. - He had of course preach-
ed the u,ll"wn which he afterward recorded, for
the space of mare than thirty years after his Mas-
ter's death. ' During this long/interval must he
not have become pertectly familiar with the lead-
ing traths of the taith he had been disseminatiog ?
Muast not the vital .and essentinl truths of that
faith have been ten thousund times iterated from
the house-top and the way-side 2 Would not, I
may confidently ask, these vital and essential
truths be the first to present themselves to his
mind when sitting down to write an account of
the religion which le bad so long preached ?
‘Would he not, on pnnuplt.s of human nature,
have given them the same prowiinence as a h'nu-
tarian now would, who' slmuld sit dowi to write
an accont of Christianity 2" And what truths
would & Trinitarian select, and what prominence
would he give them ? © Would -they uot be the
most holy Trinity, the incirnation; tlie atone.
ment, -the double-nature of Christ, the deity of
the Spirit .- And .would. they not stand out in
bold velief on every page, und :be. proclaimed as
the truths, without faith in which there could be
no salvation ? - If the . Trinitarian would bave
written thus, hnd he been Matthew—who can
doubt he \vnuld have done’ so—DMatthew, ‘with
his taithi would, it "ig" morally certain, have done
-the same thifig ;. he could not have written other~
‘wise, ;. he.must hnve written as he. belxeved. _: Bat,
he has gwen th(-sc. dogmas no, sux,l\ promxnem.e.
Thelr names (lo not eatch the’ eye g it passes
over his pn;,ou ‘s their ‘souiid ‘does’not ‘fall upion
the' énr'ag. those pages are renid. - - Whre; T ask,
and ealt for.an unswer wheie alc lhe marks ot‘

Matthew's Trinitarian faith?  Open his Gos-
pel, search chapter after chapter, scan every verse
and word, and where do you tind the slightest
trace of Dis beliet in such a tenet 2 You will
say, perhaps, it is implied in the form of Baptism,
Allowmg it to be there; where ¢lse ? No wuene.
You will indeed, l'nll ont two Or three verses
besides, in which you will maintain that divine
attributes’are ascribed to Jesus, and that there.
foro he must be Gud : and therefure there is a
Trinity,  But—not to find fiult with the re.
markably excursivenature of this logic—beside
theses where else in the whole Gospel do you
find indications of the evangelist’s faith in the
Supreme Deity of Jesus, or the dectrine of the
Trinity ? I will not taunt with the question,
where does he mention the name of this essen-
tial dogma—where does he speak of the thing for
which the nrine stands ? s it not but too plain
that, although a few texts may be construed so
us to bear a Trinitarian sense—is it not plain that
their value, whatever it may be thought to be, is
wholly destroyed when we consider the general
tenor and prevailing lunguage of the Gospel ; that
with every reason why the evangelist should
give the doctritte in question a distinct promi-
nence above all other truths, he has on the con-
trary kept it strangely out of sight. A few texts
Jike those on which the adyocate of the Trinity
rvelies, ought not to be considered as of any au-
thority by an unpu'_]udn'e-d mind, on a question
like this. - They ure, in trath, of no foree what-
ever.  Such a doctiine must be able to show a
better support, ov it can, with the intelligent
mind, never be thought worthy to Le believed.
I should think myself as well warranted in say-
ing that the author of a treatise on the Newto.
nian system was nevertheless a disciple of Des
Curtes, because there were one or two statements
which I could explain in consistency with his
theory, though opposed by the whole scope and
tenor of the book, as that the doctrine of the
"Erinity Is to be found in the Gospel of Matthew,
and was believed by him,—while the wlmlu,
tenor and prevailing language of the history re-
Jjects, and denies, and disowns it,—hecause there
are a few passages which will bear a T'rinitarian
exposition.

Is it credible, now I would ask, that Matthew,
once n Jew and a firm believer in the Unity of
God, should have sat down and written a his-
tory of his new faiths so opposite on so essential
a point to his old belief, without once giving
his reader to understand, by » single clear state-
ment, that his new faith was different from his
old one 7

ITL T remark in the next place, that we may
reason from the general tenor and prevailing lan<
gunge of Matthew’s Guospel, to his ignorance of
the doctrine of the Trinity. - If true’ it wonld
have entered deeply inte the. structure and sen-
timent of his Gospel. :

It: is: obviousenough what is mcnnt by the
general -tenor of a book.:+ Foi example; throughs
out the Bible God is spoken of and described as
a Spirit.  1lis spivituality is taught or implied
every where. I two, or.three, or more expres-
sions should seem to centradict this truth, it is
certain that the contradiction ¢an only be an ap-
parent one 3 fml though we might not be able
satisfactorily to interpret them in consistency
with that truth we still should not be justified
in bending to them the current language of the
Bible. In many places fu seripture, hands and
arms, eyes and cars. and a bodily form are aserily-
ed to the Delty ; yet we may not therefore be-
lieve that the Duly is clothed with flesh and
bleod like ourselves, but we refer to the general
tenor and prevailing doctrine of the Bille, and
explain these expressions se as to harmonise with
it.  Similar illustrations might be abundantly
multiplied,  But [ will only add generally, in
this connection, that were the doctrines of ortho-
doxy ngmousl) tried by this rule, (and there
cannot be a juster orie) they could not stand the
test.  Who will not suy, that the general doetrine
of the Bible is, that wmiau iy able to do well or ill
as he pleases 2 On this, are grounded the pro-
mises and . threatenings of religion, which run
through the whole Bible, and stand forth on every
page. But what then becomes of the doctrine
of total depravity, wlm.h rests for its support on
u few insulated texts ?° What is more evidently
the current lunguage, and universal seuse of the
Bible than this, that the righteousness:of the
righteous shall be upon him, and the wickedness
of the wicked shall be upon him ? - Buat what
then Lecomes of the doctrine of the Atonement ?
Orthedoxy vests on detached sentences, insulated
texts; strong figures; und remote inferences and
analogies. - The current sense of Seripture, the
sp'u'it ol'rits teachings, :the broad :and obvious
meaning of- its most plain and intelligible parts
are all {utsl to it, + The general tenor.and pre-
vailing lnngnngc ot‘ DMatthew’s Gospel show that
be had no faith in the doetrine of the Trinity, or
the. Deity of Jesus Christ.  No one can be found
to deny; whether orthiodox or not, that the Unity
of God; and the dependence of Jesus on him, nre
the doctrines that enter mosl.«leeply into the very
texture of the Gospel. :Lam: ready. to. affirm,
and with little fear of contmd'ctmn by nny in-
telligent heliever In the déctrines. I oppose, that
the general tenor of Matthew’s Gospel is'an de-
cidedly Liostile'to’ those- doctrines, that the’ indl-
‘vidaul cannot be founid of n'mini nnprepu'we-mul
in relation to them,’ on: ignoraut: of; them,.“lno
after a dilligent perusal aud study. of , v.lmt Gou-
pel, would even surmise. their, trath, lmlng
learried the doétrines’ lrom ather’ suurcrs, from
catechlams nnd confessions of - )
texts may be found which-will’ beﬂr al menn g |
consistent with their trath, but not vue to require |

.The Catholic gathers 'a strong argument for the:

Real Presence, from. this Gospel, - far, stronger

than the Trinitarian gathers for the dostrine of: '

the Trinity, from the whole Bible ; for lie'finds

it lnid down' i m express terms, *¢ '.l ko, eat, this

is my body.””  And.why does not the Trinita-

rimn Protestant receive this mystery? Not be:

cnuse it cannot boast the ‘most expuss du:lnrn-

tions of' scripturein its favor—=all the c\ungehsta

unite in teaching it in definite,’ inteliigable’ lan-

gunge—but becanse, among other reasons, it is .
contrary to the general tenor of the Gospel ; it

is not in keeping, not of a picce, with the rest’; C
and therefore he understands’ the’ evungullsts in : s
such places to use figurative expressions, which ’
he lntuprels 80 as to harmonise. with the -other

piainer and undeubted doctrines of . religion,

Now, the smme principle of proceeding should

lead him to iuterpret the few texty in this

Gospel which will benr a Trinltarian sense,: in

consistency with the tenet of the absolute Unity

of God which every where prevades the book.

The text containing the form of baptism, iz quite

as insulated, and solitary in relation ‘to the doe-

trine of thé Trinity, as that which seems to'teach

the mystery of' Transubstantintion is in relution

to that doctrine ; and yet, here the Trinitarian.
abandons his ndoptell principles - of criticism

which had so kindly saved him from the dreaded

fuith of the Catholic Church, and mnost perversely,

I amn almost ready to say, - contends, under.cir-

cumstances as nearly similar as possible, that the

whole Gespel, though diametrically opposed to it,

shall bend to the meaning of one verse which is

suppased to tench the doctrine of the Trinity.

1V. 1f the doctrine of the Tiinity i3 one
which Jesus tanght, and Matthew learned, then
is the evangelist’s fidelity as an historian brought
into question § for he has not taught it withithe
clearness and frequency that became so hinportant
a doctrine, and were ncu.css.u-y to its umversal
reception.

One of two things must- be truc,—eitlmr ouv
Lord did not, for some reason, teach the doctrine
during bis ministry, or Matthew has been cul-
pably negligent in recording it—or mtlu.r, has
altogether omitted to record it.

“That our Saviour did not teach the whole: of
his religion to his immediate disciples, theve is no
good ground -for believing. The jfuct that ‘it
was to be imparted to the  Gentiles; was not in-
deed  fully understood and admitted "until - after
Peter’s vision,  But there is not a single doctrine
to be found advanced by any of the Apostles,
which is not contained in the recorded discourses
of our Saviour himself. - That -he withheld the
mysteries of the Trinity and Atonement, assome
of the ancient futhers maintained, luserving them
for later communications thwug,h John, is mere
nﬂsumpuon, and a most unloltunntt‘ one tou -’v a8
of all the writers of the' New lustnment, ‘John
is the most distinct’ and ‘emphatic  in* kis - testi-
mony .to; the unity aud supremacy.of the:Father
Not to add, that the advocates of the 'lllmty ‘by
adopting the idea that John first taught it, lose
whatever advantage is to be derived from ‘ the
testimony of the ‘other Looks of the New I'esta-
ment, which were all—with the exception of his
own Epmtles, written before his Gospel.

It remning, therefore, that Matthew ‘must
have been fully initited into the knowledge of
the Trinity,  If true, it must have been repre-
sented to him as of the same indescribable value
and importance which it is now supposcd to pos-
sess.  Ide must have received it, and be]leved in
it, as the distinctive pee ulunn.y of his Muste)' 3
religion—thé vital, fundimental doctiine’ of‘the
Gospel. Iow criminally-untaithful hias he been
then ! - He has professed -to write a history of
our Lord, and to givé an account of his veligion,
yet the most important doctrine of . that . religion
he has suppressed, or has so obscurely, alluded to
it, that if- by any chance Ais-Gospel nloue had
been preserved, the world would huvc :been , for
ever ignorant of it! . - :

Buat it is 0 moral unposmlnhty tlmt he sl\onld
have been unfaithful:or. vetniss in such. a. case.
Every motive combined to make him, faithfal., 1t
he was & man, he could not in-such circumstan-~
ces be utherwiss than scrupulously so. . Love of .
the t1uth, whlvh he had pruu.hed 30 lnng, nn-l
for which he afterwitrds suffered ‘artyrdom ¥ ate
taehment to his’ Muster, “whom'lie: had fullc'ved .
so long ; ‘self respect—all united to.ensure. fidel.
ity-and a complete and  pevfect | rec l'm.' all
e knew or.could lmnw lns mn,ht be tha only
history that’ woulul éver be’ \vrltlm by in eyc. "and:
enr witness 3 anid heiv ‘could he be otherwise than
most ﬂll‘(lﬂll:‘!ly and: minutely careful  that, every.
truth of his Master should.be recorded, and in'a
manner cor respnmllng to us.n-lnuvn |mportunce ?
But the (lm,tnm. i3 not (,onl.uned or' tuug,hl‘. in
his- Go«pol : ‘or” at thost- it iaso’ ebseurely implied:
that it will not be pretended that, except testi-’
mony could be drawn-from other .quarters, It
would:be. possible:to estublish it on .the hints af-
lm'dul by this evangelist,, o even 1o,guess at, thc .
existence of such a dogmn. Thet elow we con.
clude “that Jeésus * never* tmlgllt the' doctriiie; to....
‘Matthew, ‘thut the u\'nngellst nt.verfheurd of it,
and never'intended to record itis v 1oy

1 have;now, presented;some genu‘nl consldem-;
uons, tmdnng to show that if (M higy
bulh.vul the d(n.lrlne nf th I_‘rijllt

u ¢

P

'nicments, ay

i

ng prusumpllo
e of. hxu7Gospel
A b

it;; still less, one-shat :divecily | tonclu.u them.



