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. It was my second object to show, that even
the few passages which are thought by Trinita-
rinns to relate to this subject, have in fact, no
relation to it whatever, and are misinterpru'tud
when they ave ndduced as evidence to the doctrine
of the Trinity, or the Deity of Jesus Christ.

The first which occurs, is the text, * Thou
shalt call his name Immanuel,” &c.  The pre-
diction here cited was originally made by the
prophet Isaiah, It waa accomplished, as many
eminent Trinitarian writers maintain, in the
days of Ahnz, one of the kings of JIsrael, and
used here by way of accomedation, or in a second.
ary sense, of the Messinh. The term, Immanuel,
is composed of two Hebrew words, meaning God
and with us, i. e. God helpeth us,  This signifies
divine interposition in favor of Ahaz ngainst his
foes, an appropriate title for Jesus, butone which
is not applied to him any where else in the Bible.
The Jews where accustomed to form and apply
appellations indicative of God's goodness, and
compounded of his name. Thus, Bethel, house
of God, Lemuel, God with them, Elijah, God the
ZLord. It the application of the word Tinmanuel,
God with us, to Jesus Christ, proves that he is
God, as some hold, it might Le argued just as
strongly that the application. for instance, of the
word Elijah, which means God the Lord, to
John the Baptist, proved him to be God likewise.

The next is in Matt. ix. 2. * He saith to the
sick of the palsy, Thy sins be forgiven thee.”
Hence, Trinitarians infer that Jesus was God ;
for none can forgive sin but he.  To this it is
enough to reply, that the authority to forgive sins
was ay easy and natural a power to be conferred
on the Saviour as any other, and proves him to
be God no more than does every other exercise
of miraculous power. Besides, the aposties had
power to forgive sins.  To them our Lord said
“ whosesoever sins ye remit, they are remitted ;
whosesoever sins ye retuin, they ave retained.’’
Were the apostles, each, God ?

‘Matt. xi. 27, “ All things are delivered unto
me by my Fnther; and no man knoweth the
Son, but the Father ; neither knoweth any man
the Father, suve the Son, and he to whom the
Son shall reveal him,” If the knowledge which
Jesus is here said to have of God fmplies Omni-
science and Diety on his part, the implication is
extended, let it be observed, to those fo whom the
Son shall reveal him—-Sapreme Deity is ascribed
as much to them as to Jesus ; that'is, it is not
to ¢ither,

‘Besides, the first part of this verse, denies the
doctrine it is brought to support, * All things are
given unto me by my Father.,”” The receiver is
not the same a3 the one who gives, any more
‘than the sender can be the same w5 the sent.

Matt. xviii. 20. . ¢ For where two_or three
.are gathered_together in my name, . there am 1 in

- the midst of them ;" and chap. xxviii; 20. s “Lo

Iam with you always, even to the end of the
world,”” are commounly adduced as declaring
-Christ’s Omnipresence aud thence hi- Supreme
Deity. - It is not easy to reply seriously to argu-
ment like this.  These passages have not the
most distant relation to the subject. Our Lord,
in these verses, merely expresses according to a
universal license—na Leautiful and universal form
-of language—his interest anid affection for his
disciples ; for the preseuce of which he spezks,
whatever it be, is confined to them, How often
“do we say to our ubsent friends, ¢ Thaugh away
- from you, consider us as present,”-—* Qur hearts
-are with you,”—** In spirit we are wmong you 7
.Paul saya to the Cotinthians, writing  from
‘Ephesus, when ye are gathered together, and my
“spirit,” &c. © Had Taul the attribute of Owmni-
presence ? - Was Paul God ?

Chap. xxviii, 19. “ Go ye therefore and teach

_all nations, baptising them in the name of the

Father, of the Son, and of the Holy Ghest.”
" Since the text of the three heavenly svitnesses
has been abandoned by the intelligent and honest
of all parties, as indisputably a forgery, this isthe
- stroug.hold of the ductrine of the Trinity ; for,
“unless T greatly err, it is the only instance save
“the’ formof benediction in the Epistles, in which

the supposed persons of the Trinity are mentioned
- together. . And how can that doctrine elaim pur
- faith or our respect, which is o supported ? Iy

It to be believed, that so tremendous a mystery
. would have been left at such loose cnds by the

sacred writers, had they helieved it? Bat, in
- vegard to the text before us, how you ask, does it

teach the doctrine of the Trinity 2 That doe-
trine teaches; that three Divine and Infinite Be-
ings or Gods, are yet but one ; that one God is
three. - These points, it is most manifest, ure not
proved by the text, Nothing is said of the
equality of the persons named 3 it iz not guid that
the Holy Ghest isa persen : it ix not said that
_they are one and yet three, or three and yet one;
all'of whichlought to be said to warrant the use
" thiit orthodoxy makes of it. But if these things
‘ure 80,'in what way is the doctrine ofthe Trinity
" devived from it even by inference 2 Thus. . It
"is:'s{tid in the first place, that because these thyee
“persons (allowing them all to be persons) are
“nained together, " they must be cqual ; and there.
1'9:‘_4-.. ‘each God.' But this will hardly do ; for,
“in'Exod. xiv. 81, it is written, “ And the pecple
_'believed the Lord, and his servant Moses,"—Ts
. 'Mases ‘Gog ?* (1 -Sam. xii. 18.) * And all the
people’feared the' Lord, and Sumuel.”—Ts Sam.

“uel thas proved to be equal to God ? (! Chron,

“xxixy 20, And'all:the: con regation blessed tl
Lord Godof ‘thefr- ik Hown

theiv heads,

fathers, ‘and howed ‘down
and worshipped the Lord and the

king."——Are they equal becanse named together,
and, in the Seripture use of the wonl, worship-
ped together 2 Paul says to Timothy, (I Tim.
v. 21.) ¢ 1 charge you befure God, and the Lowl
Jesus Christ, and the elect angels, that ye observe
these things.”—Are the angels Gods?  Just as
wmistaken and childish as these inferences would
be, Is that which Trinitariuns make from the
verse in question, of the three persous named
in it

But once more, the Deity of Jesus and the
doctrine of a Trinity is inferred from this passage,
because it is thought that Daptism must necessi-
rily Dbe into the name of God, or of a Divine
Being equal to him. But notso; for Daul
speaks of the Israclites being * baptised inta
Moses,” who certainly was not God, or his eqnal,
though be was called 1 God to Pharach. The
sume apostle, writing te the Corinthians, says—
¢ Is Christ divided, was Paul erucified for you,
or where you baptised into the name of Panl?
1thank Gud I baptised none of you, save Crispus
and Gaius, lest any one should say I baptised
iuto my own name.”’ Some, therefore. imagined
that Paul might abuse his power, and buptise
into his own name. But did they Lelieve Panl
to be God 2 It is therefore, no evidence that
the persons named in the text are divine, because
baptism is administered in their naunes,

The true and whole meaning of the verse, is.
““go forth and make disciples of all nations, bap-
tising the converts into the belief of that religion
which was the gift of Gaod, through his Son
Jesus Christ, and which was confirmed by the
Holy Spirit, or miraculous powers bestowed on
the apostles, on the day of Ienticost.” Let it be
remembered, in this connection, that no weight
was attiched to this form by the apostles, though
50 much is now-u-days ; for they never used it,
always baptising into the name of Jesus alone.
But if they hud thought that so solemn aund es-
sential a doctrine as the Trinity was contained in
thase words of the Saviour, they would scarce
have felt authorized to depart from th=m.

Such is the testimony ot Matthew to the doce
trine of the Trinity.

And is it eredible, that such a doctrine shonld
be left to rest on sweh support ? Is it to be be.
Heved that an inspired apostle should have writ-
ten what he doubtless regarded a full acconut of
all the essential peculinrities of the religion of
Jusus, and have passed over in such stlence, ity
most remarkable vne ? Nay, as will be seen
should have recorded sayings of our Lord, utterly
contradictory of it, which wholly refute and deny
it?  Which must be expunged from the Gospel,
before it can be admitted to be true ?

Let me now as was proposed, in the third
place, hiing forward the direct and Indirect evi-
dence of 5t. Matthew to the unity of God, and
the derived power of Jesus Christ.

1 shull uot pretend to adduce the whole hody
of proof of this description, since it would be to
transeribe. the greater part of the Gospel,

Every instance in which the singular pronouns
are used in connexion with the name of God, is
a“proof of his” Unity.-  This universal usage
throughout the bible is & demonstration of . it.
Lvery instanee in which Jesus is spoken of as a
man, with human feeling and affection, acting,
speaking, suffering, and at last dying as a man,
is an argument in behalf of his derived nature,
Every prayer which he offered up to Ged, every
reference to him as Ais God as well as ours, isa
complete demonstration of the supremaey of the
Father, aud the dependence of Jusus - unless we
are willing to belleve that our Saviour went
through the mockery of praying to himself; that
one person of the sacred three was obliged to so-
licic favor and assistance from the others, which
he was as able to procure himself, as they to be-
stow, and which, indeed, an lufinite Being could
not need.

Jesus says, chap. iv. 10, % Thou thalt worship
the Lord thy God and him only shalt thou serve,"
Therefore God is but one; for if Jesus had been
God, he must have also heen an object of wor.
ship a3 snehewxix. 17.  Our Saviour says to the
young man, *° Why ecallest thou me good ?
There is none good but one, that is God.”
Whatever ie meant by the term good, our Lowd
says theve is no second befng to whom it can be
applied in the same sense in which it is applicable

to God.  Therefore our Saviour did nat regaril
himself as God. Tt isnn explicit denial that he
was so.  He absolusely refuses a title which he

conceived conld be used with propriety only in
velution to the Supreme God.  This marked and
instantaneoua rejection of a title so modest and
humble, shows, I think, a determination to re-
press, in the beginning, every disposition to he-
stow upon him extravagant horiors, aud which
the wonderful powers he possessed would be so
likely to draw from them. The seasitiveness, as
th may without finpropriecty be termed, svhich
our Lord discovers on this oceasion, is worth a
chupter of diveet assertions, in proof of his derjved
and inferior nature.

T quote but one more text of this cluss. Chap.
xxiv. 36. * But of that day and hour kuoweth
1o man, no not the angels of heaven. (In Mark,
it isadded ‘ neither the Son’) but my Father only.’
In these words our Saviour plainly and distinetly
replies to an earnest and anxious question of his
dizciples, (verse 3, asking, “ when these things
shall be,”) that < he does not know.”* © The re-
ference of our Lord is to the destruction of Joru.
salem.  When that was to happen, he says iu so
many words, he does not know, nor uny other
being beside the Father Omuniscient, By this
deeluration lie disclaims all participation of the
Divine nature and mind.  He declares that his
knowledge is pactinl and limited, Ttijs a deninl,

from his own mouth, of his supreme deity, or his

eqnality with God,

I will waste but few words on the mode of
reasoning, or trick, I should rather sny, by which
the true sense of this text and similar ones, is
evaded, ,, Our Saviour did nof know the day, as
man, though us God he did.”  7This is the 'l'rilli-
turian argument, It is enough to reply to this,
that it involves the blessed Saviour in the gross-
ext prevarication, and therefore it cannot be

maintained. ‘The moral character of Jesus is
sucriticed. For, the infinite, divine mind in

Jesus, must have embraced and included the hu-
mian ; so that the human nature could not by
any possibility, kuow or be iguorant of any
thing, but what the divine nature must have
participated in it. Therefore, for the Son (in-
cluding hoth natures,) to say that be was igno-
rant of the day of Jerusalem’s fail, or of any
thing else, indeed, was a plain falsehood,

But our objection to this mode of reasoning on
the part of Trinitarians, rests upon a ULroader
ground than this.  We say that it entively sets
aside the authority of Jesus, and provides a way
of escape from all that he uttered, whether re-
lating to docirine or morals.  For if the devout
and sincere Trinitarian is at liberty to explain
away and reject the explicit statements of his
Master, which do noet harmonize with an adopt-
ed theory, on the ground that he spake them as
a maun, and therefore they are not binding ; the
undevout man of the world may resist and shuke
off the movality of the Guspel, and the great
sanction of future punishment, on the ground
that, in his opinion, it was all uttered as man,
and therefore is without uuthority.  Aud we
are all at liberty to select such dectrines and such
moral precepts as are agreeable to us, and say of
the rest, ¢ Oh, it was spoken as man, and we
bave nothing to do with it.”

For myself, therefore, I shall always hold
that, as unanswered and unanswerable, the force
of which enn only be evaded by u resort to that
wretched subterfuge, that unuathorized and un-
seriptural dogma, the double natuve of Christ ;
futal alike to the moral character of the Saviour,
and to the whole authority of his veligion.

Before concludimg, 1 will refer to a few passa-
ges which are wholly inexplicable on the ‘I'rini-
tarian hypothesis, except on the ground of the
two natures of Christ, which is to be considered
in the light of a mere evasion of the difficulty,
and only to encouuter far more formidable ones.

T name first the acconnt given by the evango-
list, of the tempiation of Christ.  This I muin-
tuin, is intellizible only on the supposition that
Jesus was actually what he appeared to be. It
opens thus 3 “ Then was Jesus led up by the
Spirit into the wilderness, to be tempted of the
Devil.”  “That is," snys the Trinitarian, “then
wastJesus, i.e. God the Son, led up by the Spirit,
i. . God the Holy Ghost, to be tempted—of the
Devil.”  What inextrieable confusion, what im-
possibilities are here!  Can God be tempted ?
And by the Prince of evil? - Aud yet all this
can be avoided only by that dangervus resort,
which overthrows Christianity itself—the double
nature of Christ. . .

Again.  We read in the 2Gth chapter of this
Gospel of the agony in the garden, during which
our Saviour utters this prayer: O, my Father,
if it be possible, let this cup pass from me ; neyer-
theless, not as T will, but as thou wilt ® Wy
the being who put up this petition iu so much
agony, the Almighty God? And to whom then
was the prayer preferred 2 And how could it be
necessary 2 Was God subject to weakniess and
wint, to infirmity and fear 2 And if so, what
higher power was there to succor ?

Again, * And about the ninth hour Jesus
cried with a loud voice, saying, My God, My Gaod,
why hast thou forsaken me? And when he bad
cried again with a Joud voice, he yiclded np the
ghost.”

The questions which arise on this verse, but
which I will not state, for they are truly shock-
ing, can be answered only by the aid of the two-
fold unture of Christ, and must be ulways regard-
e, therefore, as unanswered,

Although the testimony from this Gospel, hoth
direct and indiveet, in behalf of the Unity of God,
and the derived power of Jesus Christ, is far from
exhausted, vet I feel warned to bring these re-
mat ks to a close.

In the statements which have been made,
many may think that I have been too minute,
and have dwelt too long and earnestly on points
already sufficicntly ebvious and plain.  This may
be so. 1 hope every one who calls himself a
Unitarian, has often revolved the arguments
which have Dow been offered, in his mind, and
has lang felt their force. But we do not make
thesa statements over and over again so much in
the hepe of pouring new knowledge into the minds
of those who bave diligently studied the princi-
ples of their fuith, and feel, and kuow the ada-
mantine foundation on which they rest, as with
a view of catching the eye of some who may not
as yet have given their thoughts to the subjeet,
but who may be willing to attend to it with dis-
passionnte and honest minds; and  with _more
espeeial reference, also, to these who nominally
embrace our views, but who are but slightly ac-
quainted with the grounds and reasons of them.
For'it cannot be denied, that there are not a
few of those who think themselves and call them-
selves Unitarians, who are wofully ignerant of
the worth and strength of that fuith which they
profess, and for whom, if they could be persnnd.ml
to read and study, scirce any stutements or dis-
cussions could Le too pliin and’ elementary,
These have been considered in what has been
said, and should always be held distinetly in
sight,  For these, there should heline upon line,
precept upon precept ;. for if unenlightened, they

will be too apt in times of tribulation, to fall

away, and apostatise, It s ignornuce, ignoratce

alone, which Unitarianism has to fear.  The
Intelligent Uunitarinu cannot fall away. It is
incredible, that he who has ever thoroughly and
devoutly studied the evidences of Unitarian
Christianity, should afterward doubt their valid-
ity.  Such « one has the same clear and confi-
dent perception of their unnssailable strength,
that the well-grounded Christian has of the evi-
dences of Christianity.  We bold it to be an in-
tellectual impossibility, for the wel-informed
Christian to doubt the conclusiveness of that
testimony that has made him such—to be con-
verted to infidelity by a Puine ora Carlile. But
nothing less impossible do we deem it, thata
Unitarian Christian, suppusing him possessed of
ordinary strength of mind, to have couscientiously
studied the subject, and adopted his views on re-
flection and conviction, should be converted from
his Unitarianism back to Orthodoxy, We may
as well believe that u scholar would soddenly
retounce any of the great principles in science
ov philosophy, which by universal consent have
become a part of demonstrated truth ; that in
chemistey, he would beeowse a convert to the
exploded doctrine of Phlogiston 5 that fn philos
sophy, he would cast away the system of Newton,
and return to the whirlpuols of Des Cartes
would forswear Bacon and Locke, and retreat to
the logic of the schools, But these things can-
not be suppused of a sound mind, neither can
the other.

Let therefore, the leading points of the Unita-
rian belief be frequently stuted, and the argu-
ments which establish them be frequently pre.
sented in various forms, and in different aspects,
and in new relations, that if it be possible, minds
of every character way find something suited to
their pecaliar wants and habits of thinking. If
Unitarvians  will ouly read, Zand look into the
evidences of their fuith, they can never waver.
Let them onee be Unitarians from conviction
and reflection, and it will be imnpossible that they
shauld ever be any thing else.  If, unhappily,
they have trusted to the prejudices of edueation
for safety. or to a second-hand fuith, they may
not be able to staud in the evil bour, nor should
their fall surprise themselves or others. The
essence of Unitarianism is self.inquiry, self-con-
viction,  Then, it is quictness and assurance for
ever,

It is boped that the examination that has new
Leen made of the evidence of Matthew tonching
the doctrines ol the Trinity, and the Unity of
God, may be of service in strengthening the faith
of some of those who are still inquiring for the
right way.  To the Unitarian who would de-
sire to add fresh strength to his faith, it is recom-
mended as the most effuctual method of confirm-
ing him inall goad doctrine, to read over any
one or all of the Guspels, with a particular view
to the evidence for the doctrine of the Trinity—
let him mark the pasanges~—ithout referriug to
commentators—svhich awppear to him distinctly
to teach or jinply that doctrine—and 1.am will
ing to predict that he will never again be tempted
to ‘doubt, if he had ever done so before, the solid-
ity of that foundation on which his faith rests.
Let the Trinitarian, who has made up his mind
to be honest and fuir, and unprejudiced in the
work, go through a similar process, and I have
not the least doubt that he would cast nway his
old belief asa baseluss, unsubstantial dream, Fow
he would say, *“ whence shoulil I derive my faith,
if not from the disconrses of Jesus himseif, and
the professed historinns of his life and doctriue 3
but from these sources I ean gather no evidence
that bears any proper proportion to the impor-
tance of the doctrine to be proved ; the doctrine
must have its origin elsewhere.”

My conclusion from the whole of what has
gone before, is—if Matthew has failed to record
the doctrines of the Trinity and of the supreme
deity of Jesus Christ, he did not believe themn—
did not know of them, as doctrines of the Chris-~
tian religion ; and therefore they are not doctrines
of Christianity. Ile has wholly failed to record
themn.  Iehas not direetly taught them, and the
whole tenor aud prevailing language of his Gos-
pel rejucts them as false.  Iu connection with
this, let it be remembered, that Matthew's is to
be regarded as a distinet and iudependent account
of Churistinnity, containing what he must have
deemed n complete vepresentation of it ; and the
conciusion Iy irvesistible, that he never heard of
the dogmas in question, and never intended to
teach them,

LOVE INVINCIBLE,

Nothing in the world is so dungerous and un-
tractable in a fulse state of saclety, as one who
loves God and men.  You cannot silence bim
by threat or torture 3 nor scare him with any
"fear,  Set bim in the stocks to-rday, he harangues
men in public to-morrow. % Ierod will kill
thee,” says one.. ** Go thou and tell that fox,
behold I east out devils, and deceivers to-day and
to-morrow, and the third day I shall be perfect-
wl,” ix the raply.  DBurn or behead such men,
and out of their Llood, and out of their nshes,
there spring up others, who defy you to count
them, and sy, * come, kill us, if you list, we
shall never be silent,”  Love begets love, - the
worlil over, and martyrdomn muakes converts cer-
tain as steel sparks, when smitten against the
flint.  If a fire is to burn in the wouds—Ilet it
be blown upon. S
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