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D1sSERTATION L
On the PREF ACE o

§7. FOHN's GOSPE.L

Tbe  Introduction.

BOUT the latter end of the year 1773,

I refigned my benefice, and withdrew
myfclf from the communion of the church
of England, becaufe, being perfuaded that
there was but One God, the Father, the
fole obje&t of prayer and_religious worthip,
uld not continue to offer up or to join in
r to Jefus Chrift, or to any other perfon,

-whom [ did not look upon as Ged, or to be
sworfhiped. . Defirous however to. ftand fair
in the opinion of the world, at the leaft of
my friends and acquaintance, and not with-
out fome hope of ferving the caufe of truth,

I made public the reafons that had com-

pelled me to take this ftep for my own in-

ward peace and quiet.
I have not been inattentive fince to the op=

poﬁnon made to what. I there delivered. It
was ‘as free to othiers to print their fentiments,

as it had been for me to declare mine. With
what temper fome of them did it, was their

own affair. I had no concern but with their
arguments, having no aim but that of truth,

and to acquit myfelf to my own mind. Where
Ihad been in an error, I fhould have thanked
the hand that had pointed it out to me.

JaeeT B Lefler



i The INTRODUCTION.
Lefler miftakes and overfights which ' bélong
to mortals I may have fallen into ; but had I
knowingly falfified, or mifreprefented the fen-
timents of the facred writers, or of any others,
I thould have been unworthy the name of a
man, and poor and fhortlived muft have been
* the triumph it would have afforded.

Mr. Burgh, who has written two («) large
books againft my Apology, has been ‘digni-
fied with a Doctor’s degree for them by the
univerfity of Oxford. = How far that learned:
body have done themfelves eredit by fuch
a public a& has been difeufled by Mr. Tem-
ple, (4) in an appendix to his letters'to Dr.
Randolph. :

(c) This learned and able writer, in a for-
mer work without his name, had fhewn the
weaknefs of Dr. Burgh’s arguments in favour
af two other Perfons, being each of themy
God with the Father, and expofed fome of
his many errors, as well as his intemperate
heat againft thofe who differed in f{entiment
from him. His laft work is addrefled to'Dr.
Randolph;, who had undertaken to thicld Mr.

(a) ¢ A feriptural Confutation of Mr. Lindfey’s ar-
gument againft the one Godhead of the Father, Son;
and Holy Ghoft, &c.

¢ An enquiry into the Belief of the three fir(t cen-
turies refpecting the one Godhead of the Father, Son,
and Holy Ghoft, &c.” By William Burgh, Efq.

(2) ¢ Letters to the Rev. T. Randolph, D. D. &c.
By A. Temple, M. A. with an appendix, in‘which the
tendency and merits of Dr. Burgh's publications are more
particularly confidered.” :

(¢) Remarks on A Scriptural Confutation, &c. Printed
for Bell, Strand, Londong 1775,

Burgh




The INTRODUCTION. it

Burgh from the force of his remarks. = But
vain was the attempt. ' For if truth and ar-
gument are of any avail, Mr. Temple has
now ‘put:an- end to the controverfy. At
the conclufion of thefe ¢ Letters” are fome
brief ftrictures on Mr. Burgh's fecond vo-
lame; which is written againft a remark
I had made, that the chriftian writers and
people in general, were unitarians, before the
council of Nice. And therein Mr. Temple
has given folid and importantevidence of fa&,
that <¢ the univerfal church for a good part of
“ the two firft certuries was decidedly uni-
¢ tarian ;”° and farther he has not there exa<
mined. Concerning this fecond volume of
Mr. Burgh’s 1 would only obferve, that he
has exhibited a fpecimen at his firft fetting
out, how far his judgment is found and to
be relied upon, by introducing quotations (a)
from the acknowledged interpolated epiftles
of Ignatius, and making formal inferences
from them, as if they had been genuine, p.
47. Thus, according to the Italian proverb,
tutts\ fa la galeria. w

- I had therefore refolved to have left my ar-

(@) Somé of thefe are the following. ¢ e bhavea
phyfician the Lord our God fofus the Chrifty” ** poff/fing
the fpirit of God, who is FefusChrifl*’—*¢ arhere infeparably
to our God Fefus Chrifi’—** joy in our Lord God ‘fefus
Corifl”— the love of Fefus Chril our Ged and Saviour,”
which laft he fays is exaétly fimilar to 2 Pet: i. 1. Ano-
ther perfon, lefs under the influence of ‘prejudice than
Mr. Burgh, would ‘wonder how Ignatius fhould talk of
Chrift being God in fo very diffcrent a manner from

. Chrift himfelf and his apoftles ; and be apt to fufpect that

he talked of himfclf, and theretote give him little credit.
' B 2 guments



iv: 9% INTRODUCTION.

guments to take their fate as I had firft put’
them down in the Apology and Sequel. ' But’
the friend who had confuted Mr. Burgh and

Dr. Randolph, had alfo with the fame difin<
terefted regards to trath, pablithed his diffatis-’
faction (@) with the interpretation I had given

of the prologue of 3t. John's gofpel, the right

underitanding whereof feems of great impor-

tance towards fettling the true charatter of
Jetus Chrift : and objections from fuch a pen

demand refpect. And a few months paft, an
anonymous perfon, in ‘A Letter to Dr. Jebb,

¢ with relation to his declared fentiments

«¢ about the unlawfulnefs of all religious ad-

< drefles to ' Jefus Chrift,” (4) has laboured
much to fhew that I had not fufficiently

proved that point. How he came to'infcribe

his letter to Dr  Jebb; is not eafy to divine,

who has never referred his readers to any of
my publications for a proof of 'his affertions

refpeting the wrongfulne(s of praying to
Jelus Chrift. :

I have then judged it proper, and hope it may
be of fome ufe, to review and add farther fup=
port to what I had advanced on both thefe
fubjects, with an eye as I went along ‘to fuch
objections as 1 had mét with, but without
entering into a dire® controverfy with any
one, to which I am much averfe.

(a) ¢ Objetions to Mr. Lindfey’s interpretation of
the firft fourteen verfes of St. John's golpel, &c. Lon-
don printed for Johnfon, No. 72, St. Paul’s Church-
yard, 1776.

(¢) London, printed by Galabin and Baker, No. 1.
Ingram Court, Fenchurch-ftreet, 1778. '
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Conccrmng the Preface of St. John’s Gz‘fpcl
Johni, 1=—14. In t/Je beginning awas the Word,
T awd the Werd was with Ged, amid the Word
apas God. The fane was in the beginning with

God Y things were maz/e by bim, &c. &e.

HIS pa Gagc in our Apoftlc was foon laid

“held of by the learned heathens that
€ame over to chriftianity, full of the notions
they had been taught in their fchools, of a
fecgnd . God, callcd the logos, the creator of
all things under the fupreme God; and by
them applied to Jefus Chrift. And from that
time, it has principally contributed to fix
the gencrallty of chriftians in the belief of
Jefus being God, and creator of all things.
For'none of the citations from the {criptures,
which -are commonly produced for the fup-
port of this doctrine, contain any thmg that
approaches to fo explicit and formal an'affer-
tion of it. Nay, in ,reality it is doubtful
whether Chrift be ever called God in any
other part of the New Teftament. To me
it appears certain that he never is fo called,
which 1 have endeavoured to thew in anothcr
place; (a) and moft affuredly it is a name’
which he never aflumes to hxmfelf

(a) A chuel to the Apology on refigning the vicarage
Qf Lattcncl > p 198-—237 nete,

B3 But




6 The Word, Logos, John i. 1,

But here, in fo confpicuous a place, in the
very front of the favourite difciple’s account
of his divine Mafter, when the young and
the unlearned are taught by authority they
refpe&, that the term /ogos, the Word, ftands
for Jefus Chrift, there is an end with them
of all farther inquiry about the matter. = The
folemnity with which, in their “apprehen-
fions, he is: pronounced to be God, fo power-~
fully impofes on their underftandings, and
gains fuch an afcendant over ‘them, as too
often prevents their feeing that glaring evi-
dence to the contrary, which is: to be met
with throughout the gofpel hiftory.

I have known fome perfons indeed, upon
whom the plain narrative:of the birth of
Chrift, of his_helplefs infancy, his growing
improyvements like thofe of other imen, his
being hungry, thirfty, faint, fuffering, dying,
continually calling himfelf a man, and the
like; made fuch early. firong impreffions, :that
altho’ they were inftructed, to confider him
as God, they could never bring themfelves
to look upon him as any other than a human
being, extraordinarily favoured of God; and
have been pleafed in their maturer years, to
find thefe juft and well-founded preconcep-
tions confirmed, upon a further inquiry for
themfelves. But fuch inftances of ufing their
own judgments in the things of religion, are
not very common at any age. The moft part
take every thing for granted and right, for or
againft, as the accident of their education
has thrown it in their way., N. B.

O ey  BECCORE o Pw - AN waa e
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ot Fefus Clrif, but God-bimfelf. 7

+N. B. It (hould be attended: to, that - this
preface of St. John's gofpel does not contain
tl d-wcj]:lc{s,of:_(}hriﬁ,. but only the fentiments
.q_ﬁgé',qﬁ.h'is apoftles, with which he judged it
proper to begin h_is'f.li&or'y of his great Mafter.
.Lhe following arguments, many of them
feparately taken, “are of great weight, all to-
gether they feem to afford full and fatisfactory
evidence, that the #ord, in the beginning of
this gofpel, the logos, as it is in the Greek,
does not denote Chrift, or any other perfon,
_\.)ut.t;}',?: Y‘{Qrd, or, powerful energy- of God,
9}’;:‘31&:\_’}7 ifdom, which by 2 phrafeology not
upcommon amongft the Hebrews, .nor uns
ufual with us, is the fame as God himfelf,

)

.. Proofs that Jefus Chrift is not the #ord,
which. St. John calls God, by which all things
were, -+ S ;

,'ngﬁt?{f_ngpf, Jefus never ftiles himfelf God,
_31}.‘ [?y..o.f his {ayings and difcourfes that are re-
cor _c;ﬁ_ by the four hiftorians of his life ; nor
does, he ever drop the leaft intimation that

L |

‘he was the perfop by wham all things were

created. -
Now it is moft ftrange, and utterly unac-
countable, that he fhould never directly in-

_culcate, nor at any time allude.to fuch im-

portant points as thefe, had they been true.
1t ;xsi‘,",_alﬁrong prefumption that they are not
true, and that they miftake the facred writer in

this place, who apply this language to Chrift.

- B 4 2d Proof.



8 The Word, Logo:,. John i. 1,

2d Proof. The fcriptures of the Old Tef-
tament throughout fpeak of but one perfon,
one Jehovah, as God by himfelf alone, and
creator of all things. It is not therefore
credible that our apoftle, a pious hebrew,
thould introduce all at once, another creator,
a new God, without any notice whence he
drew this ftrange doctrine, or by what au-
thority he delivered it ; efpecially when we
confider, that by the law of Mofes, whofe
divine authonty he acknowleged, it was the
crime of idolatry and blafphemy to have or
to worfhip any other God but Jehovah. - His
lord and ‘mafter Jefus made mention of no
other God but Jehovah, and never took upon
him' (Joh. xii. 49.) fo fpeak any thing of
bimfelf, but as the Father, whofc meflenger
he was, gave bim commandment what ke fhould
Jay, and what be fhould [peak. Much”'lefs
would the dxfctplp have prefumed to fpeak
any thing of his own accord, but only what
he had authority for, whxch moft aﬂ‘uredly
he would have produced, and ought to have
roduced for fo fingular and dangerous an in-
novation, and conithadiBion” tathe’ 15% of
God fpokcn by Mofes, had that been hxs in-
tcnt in the words in qucf’cxon

3d Proof. The writers of the gofpcl-
hlf’cory, and the holy Jefus, whofe fayings
they record, uniformly fpeak of but one Di-
vine Perfon, the Father, (Joh. xvii: 3. &c.
&ec.) as the only true God, whom our Sa-
vioug



not Fefus Chrifty, but God bimfelf. 9
viour alfo, even after his refurreCtion, calls
bis Fatber and bis God in common with the
reft of mankind. Joh. xx. 17.

St. Luke likewife, the writer of the book of
the acts, which is a continuation of his hiftory
of Chrift, and an account of the firft planting
of his religion’in the world, has-given us a fo-
lemn aét of devotion, in 'which all the apoftles
joined ; where they ftile Yefus, the child, ot
rather the frvant, of the Lord, the God who
bad made beaven and earth, and the fra and all
that in them is. A&s iv. 24, 27, 30. The
apoftles therefore knew no other God or Crea-
tor, but him, whofe fervant Jefus was,

It was after this period that St. Paul was
‘called to be an Apoftle of Chrift. ' The fame
writer, St. Luke, records his famous fpeech
in the Areopagus at Athens, wherein he tells
them that God that made the world, and all
things therein—bath appointed a day in the
',wbub be will judge the world in righteoufnefs,
6] the MAN whom be bath ordained ; whbereof

bath given affurance unto all men sn that be
batb ratfed ‘bim from the dead.

. We are perfuaded that this apoftle was a
pecfon of the firitet veracity, who would
‘not difguife the truth at any time, or deceive
“his audxcnce We ‘may conclude without
all doubt, that he believed Jefus to be a
“man,’ when he fo defcribed him to the Athe-
nians; a2 man who had been dead, and was
“raifed to life again, and who had been a
Pomtcd to a molt important office under Goz'
wba




1o The Word, Loges, Johm iv 1, .

who made the world and all things therein.. So
that 8t, Paul is.in intire agreement with the
other apoﬁles in not holding any other God
or Crcato; but him who raifed © Jefus “from
the dead.

-N. B. Thofe. paﬂ'agcs in St. Paul’s cpr&les,
Eph. iii. 9. Colofl. 1. 15, 19. which, fpecak-
ing of Chrit, fay that by, bim all things awere
created that are (rz beaveny and that are in
earth, vifible and ruivgfible, &c. have been for-
merly examined, (Sequel, &c. p- 474 to the
end) when it was proved, that the apoftle
did not thereia treat of the firft creation of
all things, bat: of the new; moral: creation
and reformation of mankind, by the preach-
ing of Chri. :

At the fame time,; p. 172, 173 _fome no-
tice was, taken of .that. fcholaftic unintclligi-
ble dewcc of two natures in Chrift;; the one
human, the other divine, makmg one per-
fon'; according to which he is fuppofed fome-
umes to fpeak .of himfelf as man, fometimes
as- God. - This was a curious invention .to
evade the plaineft declarations. . ‘Forif Chrift
«called himfelf aman, or his apoftles at any
time fo called him ; immediately it was re-
plied ; this was {poken of his human na-
ture only ; and fo on for ever. But that holy
Saviour and his apoftles were utter ftrangers
to all fuch cquivocal language, and always
fpoke. the ithing they meant.  If Jefus called
himfelf ' man, as he does exprefsly in one
place,’ Joh. viil, 40. and intimates it directly

in




naty JefusiChrify ut God Limflf. 11

in numberlefs others, he'would bave himfelf
to be looked upon as a.man.;. If Paul at any
time callcd him a man, as he does feveral
times, it was becaufe he was pcrfmd‘ed that
bhe was a huinan creature.

4t;h Proof It isthe optuion of many learn
cd and judicious ' perfons,  fupported by very!
pﬁobablc arguments,: that Matthew,; Mark
and Luke, | the three former hiftorians of the
life: of . Chicifk; - wrote | without each other’s
pnvm)d, ‘and that éach of them gave {uch an,
account of Jefus as he judged: fufficient ‘to
fupply all neceflary information concerning
him.:«But thefe three firft revangelifts never
threw! oyt the moft diftant hint of his being
God, orithemaker of the world nbut; on the
contrary} deféribe him<from. his birth: and
infaneyyothrough the differest ftages of life
to his rzzcﬁth, merely as one of the human
race :xfavesonly that St. Mark  takes up the
hiftory: at his entrance on his public miniftry
as the promifed great prophet and Saviour of
the world. &

Nowsitiis not to be belicved or imagined,
that thefe men, who were the chofen wit-
neffes:of «Chrift toall ages, if they had known.
him to b#God and creator of the world, that
thcy fthould aever have told it in their writ-
ings, 1 but: Jeave: fuch'a dame imperfe@ ac-
count of him:behind them. It may therefore
be prefumed; that the evangelift 5t. John is
mifunderflood in this place, when reprefented

and



12 The Werd, Leogos, John i, 1,°
and interpreted as- differing from thc othcr
cvangcllﬂ:s in thefe poxnts
sth Proof. It is'a gcnera] allowed tradi-
tion, that St. John compofed bis narrative
of Chrift to fupply the deficiencies of the
three other ievangelifts, whofe hiftories he
had perufed. And.fome of the early chrif-
tians, who have had many followers, af-
firmed that his principal defign in writing,
was to treat of Chrift’s Deity, which he found
omitted, or not fufficiently declared. by the
other evangelilts.

But this is faid without proof. Confider-
ing that the plan of our apo(’flc’s:Work.led.
him to-Jeave out ‘of his narrative the pedlgrce,
bxrth infaney, growing improvements, &c.’
of Chrift, he may be faid as much as the other
evangelifts, to ‘exhibit him as a dependcnt.
creature of God, truly and properly'a man.
Joh.i:30.vi. 57.vii. 16, 17. viil. 40.xx.17.
- Neverthelefs it ‘muft-be allowed that St.
John fpeaks in a'very fingular manner of
Chrift’s divine dxgmty, that is, of the wifdom
and mighty powers which be received from
God ; which he mentions more particularly
~ and frequcntly than' the other evangelifis.
However this fuppolition of St. Joh#s defign
in writing, is exprefsly confuted by himfelf.
For he declaresthat he wrote not-to prove
Jefus ‘to be the fupreme God ; or an inferior
God, the under creator of the world ; but
to thew that hc was the Chrift, the: fon dof

Co




not. :}'qﬁz:Cbr:/i, but God bimfelf. 13
God. ‘And the Chrift, according to the fcrip-
tures of ‘the Old Teftament, and the general
expectation of the jews from them, was to be
a prophet, out of the midff- of ‘them, of their
bretbren, (Deut. xviii-) {ike unto Mofes ; that’
is '@ human creature, not God.  Many other
Jigns truly did Fefus in the prefence of bis dif=
ciples, which are not written in 1his book. But
thefe are written that ye might believe that Fefus
1s the Chrifl, the fon of God, and tbat believing
ye might bave life ‘through his name. - Joh.
XX. 30, 3T. - -

6th Proof. St. John, who is here fuppofed
to give this name or title, the #ord, logos,
to Jefus Chrift, and thereby to teach that he
was God and the Maker of all things, is
never found once afterwards throughout his
whole hiftory of Chrift, to afcribe this name
to him, or in any fhape to refer to this name
and character, as belonging te him.

It is quite unaccountable, that he fhould
think it of fuch importance, as to fet out
with it in fo folemn a manner, and after fo
pompous a beginning to drop it intirely, and
never to recur to it.

‘This remark and objection has been made
by others. But I have never {een any attempt
to anfwer it.  Nor do | fee any fatisfattory
folution that can be given of it, but by con-
fefling, that our evangelift did not intend by
the term logos, the Word, to denote Chrift,
or to affign that name to him,

kL 7th Proof.
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. 7th Proof. But aithough the apoftle Johm,
in the following parts- of his hiftory, never
gives. this title the Word, logas, to Chrift, as
he really did not defign - thereby to charac-~
terize him but Jehovah, the God of their fa-
thers, and fole Maker.of all things. to whoms
alone it could belong : yet has he often had
a retrofpeé to this preface of his gofpel, and
to the term logos, -the /Werd, made ufe of by

him in it, in that true fenfe in which we are:

explaining it, as fignifying the Word, Wif-
dom or Power of God, the creator of all
things, which was communicated to Jefus,
and by which he was enabled to do his mira-
culous works, and fpeak with a divine wif-
dom, and knowlege. of the hearts of men
and of things to come ; fo that it might be

truly faid, Joh. xiv. 9, 10, ¥i. 2dat be wbho .

bad feen bim, bad feen the Fatber 5 that be was
wn-the Fathery and the Fatber in bim i and that
the Father that dwelled in bim did the (mira-
culous) works. Seezllo Joh. i ¥4. iii. 34.
V. 19, 20, &c. vii, 16, 17, viii. 16, 38, g0:
X. 25, 30, 37, 38 Xi. 41. Xik. 44, 455 49, 505
Xiii 3, 20. XV, L. XVii. 8, 9, To, 11, 12,21,
22, 23.

The foregoing argumsnts are equally op-
pofed toall who from this preface of St. John's
gofpel, would prove Chrift to be God, and
creator of all things; whether they be thofe
who thereby underftand the fupreme Being
himfelf, or a God inferior to him, and his
under-agent in the creation of the world.

This



not. Yefus Chrift; -but God himfelf, 1§
‘This:latter. opinion, which is entertained
by thofe chriftians called Arians, is thus de«
duced from the firft verfe of this firlt chapter
of /5t John's gofpel.  For there, the article
which is put before the word; God, in the fe-
cond c%aufe, woos 7oy Qioy, awih Gad bcmg left
out in the laft claufe before the word, Gad,
®©:os it is .thence concluded that the firft is
the fapreme God, the article being put by
way of diftinction to mark it ; and the other,
not the fupreme, but another God made and
deputed by him.

The articles in our own language do not
exaétly coreefpend: with thofe in the greek ;
but the‘englith reader: may thus eafily com~

rehend what is here intended.: With us;
‘God, abfolutely taken, without an article be-
fore it, fignifies the one fupreme God; and
a God, “with the article (a) before-it, figaifies
one that is 1ot properly God, but lefs pro~
perly, ‘in'a figurative and inferior fonfe.i Ac=
cording to thefe perfons then, if St. John had
written his gofpel in englith, he would have
thus exprefled himf(elf.

In the:beginning was the Word, and the Word
was with God, and th: Word was a God.

I reply to this, [ wonld obferve, that with-
‘out all doubt the articles in the greck are of
‘tentimes ‘émphatical, have not only a beauty
but great' fignificancy in them. Butat the
‘fame time ‘no one can be ignorant, that they
are often ufed merely for ornament, euphonia
gratia, ‘and left out for the fame reafon 5 that
i } they
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they are alfo fometimes omitted, becaufe they
have been inferted before, and no particulat
ftrefs laid upon them one way or the other.
We fhall therefore be liable to be led into
great miftakes if we feek myfteries in them,
and build important docrines upon fuch un-
certainties. .

But it feems a fallacious rule, which is
here fought to' be eftablifhed, which would
require us always to underftand the true God
whenever the article is put before @«:, and a
falfe or fubordinate God, when it is found
without the article. For our evangelift him-
felf, no lefs than four times, in this chapter,
verfe 6, 12, 13, 18. and thrice in this very
preface to it, ufes the word ©ews without the
article, where evidently he intends the fu-
preme God, but where, aceording to this in-
terpretation, we fthall read, there was a man
Jent of a God, fons of a God, &c.

It is not fufficient here to fay, that it was
cultomary with thofe heathen nations, whofe
vernacular language was the greek, and who
held a plurality of Gods, to ufe the word @
collectively for the fpecies, meaning by it all
the feveral powers, which they fuppofed to
exercife any authority or dominion over the
world, and the affairs of mankind ; and that
the facred writers adopted this language in
general without the leaft danger of being mif-
underftood. For it is more probable that
the heathens in ufing the word @« in the
fingular number, without the article, migfht

refer
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wot Fefus Chrft, but God himfelf. 17
fefer 'to one fupreme deity prefiding over ‘the
teft, which was the gereral perfuafion in the
midft of their polytheifm ; of it mighit be a
lahgdage they retained from early tradition,
from their fir@t patents after the flood.

But farther, < itis fo far from truth, fays
the learned Bifhop Pearfon, () that the ferip-
tures obferve fo much the articles, as to ufe

‘0 @eos dlways for the true fupreme God, and

®tos fot the falfe or inferiour ; that where the
true is profefledly oppofed to the falfe, even
there he is ftiled ﬁmply, Oeoss AS, Axra vore uev

‘wx aidores tov, tdanedrare fois pn Pure e Olag.  Nuy
Oe rovres Orov; parnov Je puoahares umo 0x—Gal.
‘iv. 8; 9. And whete the fupreme is diftin-

guifhed from him whom they make the infe-

‘riour'God, he is called likewife @w¢ without

an drticle ; as Jduxos Inox XQis8y aPUpIoiuEves tis
wayyehioy Oz, Rom. 1. 1. See 1 Cor. 1. 1.
8 Cot. i. 11 Eph. i. 1. Col. i 1. And if
this “diftinCtion were good, our Saviour’s at=-
gument to the Pharifees were not fo: Ei¢
YW & YT (OT3N znﬁa}d\w Te Jat(aowa, apa e¢9z¢tv
9 pas'n Barirne T2 @ Matt, xn. 28, For
it does not follow that if by the power of an
inferiour or falfe God he caft out devils, that
therefore the kingdom of the true or fupreme
God is come upon them,”

The hebrews, his countrymen, for whofe
ufe, firft of all, St. Jobn compofed his gofpel,
could not poffibly underftand him here, to
{peak of any but the one true God, Jchovah.

(¢) Bifhop Pearfon on the Creed, Page 121.

C of
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Of any mfenour,ﬁrbordmafe Ged and creator,
they could never entertain the leaft idea, their
prophetsand facred writers having been wholly
filent about any fuch bein; his was t'he
comment and refinement o? thofe early chrif-
tian writers, Juflin Martyr, and others, who
_marted the fimplicity of the gofpel, by im-~
porting into it their philofophy of s /fecond
God and_ ¢reator, and thercby lid a' foun-
dation’ for that idolatry amongﬁ chru'hans,
which foon followed; and-whiclr has conn-
nued'for many ages, and {till alas! continues.
And thofe learned and excellent penfons,
Origen and Eufebius afterwards, unwittingly’
contributed -to carry on the delufion, whmir
had fueh an unhappy iffuc.

Thefe jews who were accuftomed, in their
facred writings, to hear the Word, i.-e. the
Power, or Wiidom of God,,fpoken of as God-
himfelf, would inftantly fee, that our evan-
gelift by this: circumlocution intended to'cha~
racterife Jehovah, the only living and true God ;
and would underftand that he himfelf declared:
it in fo many words, by 'afferting that zbe
Word was God, xai ®tos woneyos. Thislatter
claufe fome learned men contend, ought to
be rendered Gvd wwas the Wordy 1. e. God
was that Word or Wifdom, of which he had
been fpeaking.  So that our evangeliftis moft
explicit and full in’ defining what he intended
by this Word or Wifdom, of which he fpeaks
fuch great things, that it was God himfelf.

An

B e . ™™
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- . An objeltion.
. Fromthe apoftle’s faying that the Word was
WI,IbGQ‘d, x ‘5: Tov _._@toﬁ!, as one pcr,fon, we fay,
imc'r s and immediately repeating i€

| |

‘again—*' the [ome was in the beginning with

ds’ it has been alleged, that this kind of
expreffion_can only be ufed of one who is
companion to anothet, and therefore that the

“Word here ftands for a Divine Perfon.

~ Bat this difficulty is foon removed by con-

:ﬁdckiné the like expreflions in the fcriptures,

Wflcre'no'thirig properly perfonal can be meant.

"Thus our apoftle himfelf in the beginning
~of his firft epiftle, .introduces eternal life as
living with God ; we fhew unto you that

eternal life, nvis w mgos vy watsa, which was with
the ‘Father. Joh. i. 2. ,th no one will hence
CO.X‘leLIde'that eternal life was a 'perfon and

‘the companion of God.

" And Prov. yiii. §0. #ifdom fays of herfelf,

“Then was' 1 wag 'avrw, by him, (i. . the Lord,

Jehovah,) as one brought up with bim : 1 was

"Jai/j' ‘bis delight, rejoicing always before bim.”
“But we do not for this maintain that Wifdom
‘was' properly a perfon and companion of Je-
hovah ' from the beginning.  And therefore

in_the prefent inftance, where the apoftle def-
cribes the almighty Father in the like high
figurative language, he might fay, that the

“Word was ever with him ; that mighty power

and wifdom by which all things were con-

“trived and produced.

C2 A
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A [econd objeltion confidered. .

A general view of this preface of St. John's
golpel, will fliew the infufficiency of another
argument; which from Chrift being fpoken
of as the Jight of the world, would prove
that-he is the /ogos, the word. 2

In the firlt five verfes, our_apo[ife declares
that the Divine Word or Wifdom which firit
made_the world, did. alfo form the plan of
men’s recovery, out of that fin and mifery into
which they had brought themfelves. And
this latter he exprefles thus—In bim, (orit)
_was life, and the life was the light of men, and
the light fhineth in darkne[s, and the. darkne(s
comprebended it not. All this is language highly
figurative, and denotes that the revelation
-o? eternal Iifé, which the wifdom: of God

made to mankind by the gofpel, was fuflicient
to have conducted them to it : but that this
.favour had not been received by them fo well
as might have been expeéted.

In the next four verfes, 6, 7, 8, 9. the fa-

cred writer makes a thort digreffion to fpeak
~of the Baptift’s divine miffion and teftimony
to Chrift, as Jobn was a- perfon particularly
acceptable to his jewi(h readers.

Ver. 6, 7, &c. There was a man_ fent from
God, whofe name was fobn. The fame came for
a witnifsyto bear witnefs of the light, that allmen
through bim might believe. He was not that light,
but was [ent to bear witnefs of that light. That
was the true light whith lighteth every man that

« cometh into the worldy i. e, John's office and

province .
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pfovmcc was to bear tefhmony to Chnﬁ that
he was thc Mefliah and Saviour not of the
jews only, but of all the world. Light was
a familiar emblem by Wthh Chrift, the
Meffiah, was defcribed by the prophcts, and
by which he was well known to the jews:
fo that they would readily underft4nd him to
bc intended by this languaoc of the aPoﬁ]c
But thcy ‘would not thereby in any degree
imagine that he was the logps, or ‘word ‘be-
fore-mentioned. For St. John does not fay
that the 7/ord was the light ; but that 77 1
wag /z,’e, and the life was the light a/ men: i e,
the knowledge of eternal life was 1mpartcd
to ‘mankind by the Word or Wifdom of Ged
of which Chrift, who was foretold to be thc
light of the world, was the highly favoured
and honoured inftrument.

Aftcr this, the apoftle returns to the fub.
Je& with ‘which he had fet out at firft, to
finifh what he had to fay of the Word or
Wifdom, which has been proved to be none
other than God himfelf, ver. 10. Heor it
was in the world, and the world was made by
bim, &c &ec. F or this I would bcg leavc to
refer to a former work (a).

Thc leges then, the Word, in this preface
of St. John’s gofpel, 'is not Chrift, but the
Word Wx!dom, Power of God, communi-

{2) Sequel to the Apology, &c. Page 134.
o Cgons! catzd
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ated to hxm and manifefted by him. This
was formerly treated of more at large. But'
I cannot better cxprcfs the general intent
of this preface, than in the words of Dr.
Lardner. He firft proves, by a long in-
duction of cxrcumﬁanccs, that one main de-
ﬁgn of St. John in writing his gofpel, was'
to thew the unreafonablenefs and aggravated
guilt of the jews, who did not belicve in Je-
{us, but rejected him. He then proceeds to
fpcak to the point before us : (a) ¢ What

* St. John fays in the introduction, appears
¢¢_to me agreeable to this main defign of his
«¢ gofpel. He therein fhews that Jefus came,
« and adted by the authonty of God, the
«¢_creator of the world, thc God and fupreme
¢ lawgiver of the jewifh people. The cter-
¢ nal word, reafon, wifdom, power of God,
«s_which is God himfclf, by which the world.
¢ had -been A made, by which he dwelled
* among the jews in the tabernacle and the
“ temple, dwelled and refided in Jefus in the
¢ fulleft manner: fo that we his difciples,
¢ and others who believed in him, faw and
¢ clearly difcovered him to be the promifed
‘¢ Meffiah, the great prophet that thould
‘“ come into the world:” i.e. In the be-
ginming was the Word, &c. &c. &c. .And
the word was flefb, (or became man) and
dwelt among us, full of grace and truth, and
we faw bis glory, the glory as of the well-be-
loved of the Fatber,

(¢) Lardner—Supplement to Credibility. v. 1. p. 437.
This
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“This-phrafe, the Word, or (Wifdom) was
sian ' and dwell among us, founds harth to
our‘eaFs, -but }'Voix_ld not fo appear to thofe to
whom‘the apoftles fpoke; who were accaftom-
ed'to the'expreflions of God being with, vifit-
in'g,{-.cffé&l;i-n‘g- with them.—John" iii. ‘2. xiv,
23 ‘Luke vii. 16." ! : '
‘3 s it might have been faid of Solomon, on
aceourit'of bis fingular endowments of Wif-
doay ‘from''Ged, that in' him Wifdom was

flefbier’ man,’ il e, an extraordinary divine

Wifdom, 6 a certain degree, was manifeft~
ed in him: fo in an infinitely higher fenfe,
ot aceount of the vaft powers which the holy
Jefus regeived from God, was it faid that in
him #be Word (or Wifdom) swas man ; i. e,
the divine Word, Wifdom, Power, was mani-
fefted in him in a2 mofY extraordinary manner.

" The generality of chriftian writers, ()
however differing in their application of this
preface of St. John's gofpel, have agreed ia
fuppofing him to have had in his eye that
paflage in Proverhs, viii. concerning Wifdom:
~="The' Lard poffeffed me in the beginning of

“(a) Quartis veram hujus nominis interpretationem,
de qua vaiia exf{tant eruditorym virorum fententiz? Non
yindico mihi ejus rei arbitrium ; tantum, quod hic
fentio, modefte, falva diffentientium exiftimatione et ami-
citia, profero. Vertendum efle’ hoc nomen Ratio vel
Sapientia: Dei—Conftat cuique prologum evangelii legenti,
alludere Joannem in toto illo prologo~ad caput otavum
Proverbiorum Solomonis,—ut proinde talem eligere opor-
feat ‘interpretationem, quz affinis fit voci Sapientiz—
Yitringa—quoted by Lardner—as above.—Page 439.

C4 bis
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Lis way—1 was fét up from everlafling—when
be prepared the beavens, I was there—when be
appointed the foundations of the earsh, then was
1 by bim,. as one brought up with bim, &c.

As this of Solomon is a lofty and animated
reprefentation of Jehqvah’s creating and go-
verning all things by his fovereign all-rul-
ing wifdom; this introduction of our apaftle’s
is a beautiful defcription of the fame all-
dire¢ting wifdom in the natgtal and moral
world, employing itfelf for the reftoration of
the loft human race to virtue and to a never-
ending life. And though the word qopias wif-
dom was in the Ixx verfion ready for our
anthor to have copied, there might be weighty
reafons why he fhould prefer the term aoyes,
(@) which amounts to the fame.

If any think the term #ord (hould be re-
tained in our tranflatian of this preface of St.
John’s gofpel, and not #ifdem {ubituted for
it, as was formerly propofed, it will make no
difference, if care onl)’r be taken, that thereby
be not underftood a perfon diftin& from God,
hut an attribute of God, bis almighty energy,
by which, as by a word fpoken, all things
were at firft made, and by which the blefled
Jefus was divinely dire¢ted and impowered,
But T am inclined to prefer its being ren-
dered Wifdom, as mare expreffive in englifh
of the apoftle’s idea, and alfo becaufe with

{a) See Dr. Lardper’s fupplement, &c. Vol. i, Page
441—445:
u§
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ps the term Word is fo familiarifed as a
name of Chrift, that many will go on ftill to
conne& them together, - that. Chrift is the
Word, and God; however you demonftrate
to the contrary, that Chrift is not intended
by it. But this difficulty is at once removed
by adopting Wifdom in our verfion.

And it was furely a very f{uitable introduc-
tion at a time when all the world but his
countrymen were idolaters; when the moft
enlightened philofophers fhut out the fu-
preme being from all connection with his
creatures, and gave the creation and govern-
ment of all things to inferiour beings; it was
a very fuitable introduction of our apoftle’s
work for him to affert, that there was a fu-
perintending wifdom and intelligence, one
eternal, almighty, fovereign mind, by which
all things were made and governed, who took
care of his children of mankind, and had
plan'd a benevolent {cheme of things to bring
them to himfelf and their true happinefs.

S kE C-
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| SECTIONII(a)

j’eﬁ:: Chrife-badno exiftence before bé was born

of bis motker Mary.

T belongs to our fubje to take fome no~’
tice of thofe parts of St. John's gofpel,
which have beer fuprofcd‘to intimate that Je<

fus had a2 being before he was born of his mo-
ther Mary, as they have beed held to fall'in
with the common notion of his bcmg the

(4) In this fe&tion arc cenfidered the paflages in our
evangelift, which, are held to be moft concluiive in fa-

vour of Chrift’s preexiftence, which is the reafon of the’
ritle prefixed toit. =~ But the full proof of this point; that’

our Saviour had no beng before be was born of bis mother
Mary,, is giveny if I may be permitted fo to {peak, in
a former * work, under the fo)lowmg heads, fhewing tha;
Jefus was truly and properly a'man, and nothing more':

1. From the prophecies that went before eonccrmngu

himy ‘which' uniformly fpeak of him as-a man. -

2. From the univer(al expe@ation of his countrymen,
at the time of his appearance, grounded on their ancient
prophecies, that he was to be a great proghet, one of their.
own kindred, like themfelves.

3. From the narrative of his birth, childhood, and
progreflive improvements,. refembling thofe of other men.

4. From his continually (peaking of himfelf as a man.

5. From John the Baptift's teftimony and direct decla-

ration concerning him, that he was a man,
' 6. From the rcport and teftimony of his apcftles, and
particularly of the four hiftorians of his life and of the firft
preaching of his religion in the world ; who never appear
to have taken him for any other, nor ever taught jews or
heathens to look upon him as any other, than 2 human
creature, highly favoured of God, and endowed with
divine powers from him.

* A Sequtl to the apology on refigning the vicarage of
Catterick, chap. viii, p. 585, &c,

word,
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word, bgos, God and ¢réator of all things, fpo-
ken of in this Kis préface; and thatthey fupport
a'ﬁa?;orﬁ*ﬁ'tgi it. And although all thofe paffsges
of our evangelift’ which are alleged for the
p?é@x’_fhé‘ﬁtef df(CH“riﬁ, have been formerly
examined at full length, and been (hewn not
to fignify any thingof the kind, but only to
be expreflive in the well- known hebrew idiom
of bis divine Meffiah-charalter ; it may ne-
verthelefs be expedient, as briefly as may be,
to give the reader an idea of that method of
interpretation, referring him Lowever always -
for fuller fatisfaction to thit largér work.

But I would previoufly beg leave to ob-
férve, that one of thofe proofs which have
been above brought to thew that our cvan-

elift could not intend in thé preface of his .
gofpel fo ftile Chrift, God and creator of all..
things, is alfo applicable here. For the three
former evangelifts, Matthew, Mark, and
Luke, being generally allowed to have writ-
ten their hiftories of Chrift with' a view to .
acquaint their chriftian. brethren with every
thing they thoughtof confequence to bé known

“concerning their divine Mafter; can any one
imagine that they would have made no men-
tion of his having lived before he was born
of Mary in the higheft dignity with God for
indebBinite ages, if-they had believed it? To
have been. filent upon a circumftance of fuch
fingular import, would have argued either
blameable ignorance or unfaithfulne(s and
negligence, of any of which their apparent
moral charaCters forbid us to accule them.

But
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But on perufing the hiftories of thefe . three
former evangelifts, no one would conclude
that Jefus was any other than a man, in this
refpe only differing from the reft of man-
kind, in being a prophet of God of the high-
eft order, and invefted by him with moft ex-
traordinary divine powers. St. Luke’s hif=_
tory in this view demands a Pamcular at-
tention.

Luke ii1. 2 3—38. The Evangelift proves
Jefus to be the fon of God by deducing his
pcdngrcc from Adam.

— 1. 26—56.1i. He gives a particular ac-
count of the place and manner of Chrift'sbirth,
his infancy, his moft promifing carly parts
in refpet “of pxcty and virtue—his graoual
improvements in both, and in 81l other things,
fimilar to the reft of mankind.

C—iv. 24. Xiii. Jefus acknowleges
himfelf to be 4 prop/get of God.

— vii. 16. xxiv. 19. Jefus is called
propbet.

— Son of man, Jefus's ordmary ftile in
fpeaking of himfelf.

— vii. 36.%i. 37.%xii. 39—46. xxiii. 46,
Jefus lives and converfes, fuffers pain and
dies, like other men.

The fame evangelift, St. Luke, in another
work, treating of the things that happened
after Chru"t’s refurrcéhon j—

Aclts
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As i. 14. fpeaks of certain perfons as ftill
-related, to Jefus, ftiling them bis siother. and
_brn‘brerl after he was taken up t6 heaven.
=il 13, 26. 1y, 27. 30. Peter and the
othér apotties call Jefus the firvant of God.
— X. 38. Peter inftructing Cornelius in
the chriftian faith, defcribes Jefus as the man
of Nazareth, who had extraordinary powers
and a dnvmc commiffion from God.
- == Xlii. 23. Paul, reprcfems Jefus as a man

.0£Dmd ‘s family. ..
4= XVii. 24, 30. calls him cxprefs]ya
+ _man, appointed to an important office under

_God that made the world, .

.= xxii. 8.. Chrift in_his_higheft exalta-
tnon calls himfelf Fefus of Nazaretb l..e. the
,man of Nazaréth :

F som .all thefe partlcuiars, whlch are un-
Contradx&cd by any thing elfe faid by him, it
s demonftrable, that St.Luke looked upon
 Jéfus to be oné of the human race, the great
-prophet of God, and nothmg more, both in
his. hfctlme on earth, and after his reftoration

. to llfc and afccnﬁon .into. thc nearer prefence
of God

.....

\formec evangelets ignorant of,. or carelefs in
-not mentioning Chrift's preexiftence, if it
had been true ; we.have reafon to infer from
thcxr intire filence.that we miftake the words
. of St. John.where we think I® differs from
- them, and afferts that he bad a being before
« his birth from his mother Mary.

S E C-
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SEICTTON IIL A
A 6rze/' account of cortain forms of éxpreffion-#t
8t. Sobi's_gofpel,- which have been thought to
fawur 1h Juppofition’ of ~Chrift-beéing tbe
ord; Iogo:, n'ntwnﬂd John i. b AR

H E blefled jc(us feldomin drrcé’f words
. declared’ himfelf to be ‘the -Mefiiah.
Thxs he purpofely. avotded ; often out of mo-

defty, at other times ont of pfudence ‘that he:

might not irritate his enemies, “or ‘invite any
‘of “his.indifcreet followers to raife a‘tumult
“about him. ‘He thefefore tfed certain phrafes
and circumlocutions; which “fufficiéntly ex-
prefied the fame thing, withotit hazarding any
-of the con(cquenccs whlch might have enfued,
if he had fpoken more dire&ly : Such, as for
" inftange==his coming dowon ﬁ'om heaven;-coming
forth from the F. ather, coming . into_ the world,
coming out from God, proceea’mg Sorth from God,
coming forth from God.

‘To' an ‘hafty inattentive reader, this lan—
guage will feeny quite conclufive that he muft
have lived in a prior" flate with God before
his birth here below. But a little examina-
‘tion will’ fhew that it means'no fuch thing ;
that it only relates to his power and authority
which he had received from God as the Mef-
fiah ; and that, though‘inan inferiour dcgree,
it is nothmg more than might be ufed' con-
cerning John the 'Baptift, or any of. the an-
cient prophets, or his faithful apoftles. 5

_ ut
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%ut let us hﬁen to the holy chus, teachmg
il's ow to undertand thls\’languagc, whlch he
u es-cdncermn himfelf.

n np of %oﬁz anfwcrs to” hls infi dgpus
‘Sﬂverﬁag&q, winclb ‘we may prefume made. the
Jate_ rgg_c ions and worthy Rouffeau cry out,
_“ w%m rcfcnee of mind, what acutcncfs,

“tru h in his replies g we are told Matt.
u 23. &e, that Wbm the cb:gf pricfts andth:
el ers of the people camé unto bim as ke was
" m the temple, and /azd by abat au-
g g ff thou thefe things? and who gave
authority? Jefus anfwered and faid
kwgfo bgm; 1 alfo will afk you one thing, whick
¢ tell me, 1 m like wife will tell you by what
,a‘ytiwfgty Ido t‘bqfi’ things. The baptilm of f]’o[m,
‘avhence was it ¢ from heaven, or of men ? And
2hey reafoncd with themfilves, faying, if we Sill
ay, ﬁ'oriz becven 5 be will [ay unto us, why did
ye qoj t’bezz be.’ze'z.r bim? But if we [hall [ay, of
m&z 3 we %jear 2he people : for all hold fobn to
J;g 7 fop et
Tt was indificrent whether he had afked,
a‘& Jo11n come down from heaven? or, was
;‘s Bai)ﬁf"m from heaven? And it is plain
y their anfwer, that all that the chief priefts
“!ind,e’r obd him to intend by 1t, was, to afk
“whether John was a prophet, i. e. whether
Jﬁe(‘?mtf authority from God to baptife and to
makq,(ﬁfmples
Be'it noted then, that in Jefus’s account,
2 man “comes from heaven, ‘when he a&s by a
commiffion from God, as John did.  And a
doQrine 75 from heaven, when preached by a
prophet,
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prophet, by one divinely authorifed, as the
Baptift was.

_ At another time, in his dialogtie with a
different fet of cavillers, fuiting his difcourfe,
as his difcourfes_ were. always {uited, to the
men and the occalion, by one of his wonted
beautiful allufions, Jefuscallshis dotrine meat
that was to nourith thofe that received it,
bread from beaven, and alfo fpeaks of himfelf
as coming down from beaven. Joh. ¥i. 32, 33,
38. Mofes gave you not thdt bread from bea-
wven ; but my Father giveth you the true bread
Jrom beaven. For the bread of God is that
(not ke) which cometh down from beaven, and
giveth light unto the world.—1 éame down from
beaven, not to do mine own will, but the will
of bim that fent me,

Here He calls his do&rine bread from hea-
ven, bread that cometh down from heaven, be=
caufe delivered by him whio had a commif-
fion from God to teach it.  And he fays that
he himfelf came down from keaven, becaufe
he had authority from God, was a prophet
as John was, though vaitly {uperiour to him in
dignity and excellence of charaler and ex-
tent of commiffion. To take away ever
thadow of doubt, if any can remain, that this
coming down from beaven is not literally to be
underftood, but merely expretlive of our Sa-
viour’s prophetic .character, .he himfelf con-
firms it in the very place before us, when he
fays, I came down from beaven not to.do mine
own will, but the will of bim that fent me; fgr
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he obvioufly makes ufe of the phrafe his leing
Jfemt from God as fynonymous with and expla=
natory of his coming down from beaven. But
all' will allow that our Saviout’s being fent
Jfrom God, does not imply that he had exifted
before he came into this world. For if fo,
they muft admit the fame to be true of John
the Baptift, that he alfo had a being before
he was born of Zachariah and Elizabeth,
For he isexprefsly declared by our evangelift
to have been @ man fent from God. Joh. 1. 6.
' John the Baptift therefore might have faid

of himfelf ; I came down jrom heaven; as he
was a prophet, fent from God! -He might
alfo have faid, I am the brcad that cometh down
Jrom beaven 5 as his doGrine and authority
were from God. But he could not have add-
ed=—1 am the bread; &c. that giveth life unto
the world.. Becaufe John did not teach the
doétrine of ecternal life.  That was referved
for his great Mafter and Principal, our Sas
viour: Jefus Chrift, (2 Tim. i. 10.) who abo+
lifbed death, and brought life and immortality to
light through the gojpel. ,
In like' manner, in another place, Jefus

fays of himfelf, Joh. viii. 2. I zroceeded forth
and came from God ; neither came I of myfelf,
but be fent me. And in his laft prayer for
the progrefs and fuecefs of the truth he had
taught, made in the hearing of his difciples ;
he fays, Joh. xvii. 8. they kave known furcly
that L came out from tbeey and they have be-
Jiswed that thou d dff fend me, In thefe feve-
D ral
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ral inftances, the proceeding forth and coming
from God, and coming out from him, are, as
juft now obferved, equivalent to the being
fent by bim. ‘But John the'Baptift was, as be-
fore noted, a man (Johi . '6.) fent from God.
Therefore it might have been faid, though
i a very inferior fenfe, concerning Johnj
that be proceeded forth andcame fram God and
came out from bim. .

In the fame divine praycp, jour Savmmr,
with ‘humble 'confidence, recounting before
bis heavenly Father, that he had fauthfully
difcharged the truft repofed in: him; fays
concerning his di(ciples 3 (Joh. xvii. - 18
As thow baft- fint me into the world, eves fo
bave Talfo fent them into the worid. ~Here it
evidently ‘appears, that Chrift’s' being -fent
from the Father into the world, does notim-
port that he had lived with' God in'a former
ftate, or that he had a being before he was
born of his mother Mary. For then it mlght,
from the {imilar language ufed concerning his
apoftles, be equally ‘afferted, that thcy his
apoﬁlcs had preexifted-in anothcr ftate, be-
fore they were born of their refpective parents.
But he fpeaks only of his divine commifiion
and appointment to preach the gofpel, which
he calls being fent from' the Fatber into the
world ; which commiffion his difciples thared
in common ‘with him; with this difference
only, that he had his appointment immedi-

ately from God they from hlm, but all un-
der
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der the fovereign controul and direction of the
heavenly Father of all.

Johnxvi. 28. Icame forth from the Fatber,
ond am come inta the world : again, I leave the
world, -4nd go to the Fatber, ‘
| Thefe very folemn words fell from our Sa-
viour the very evening before he was put to
death. From having always attached to them
the fublime idea of his having lived from all
eternity with the Father, it will feem to fome
well nigh impious to give them another turn.
But we are to regard what the bleffed Jefus
himfelf thought and intended, and not what
we.or others through inconfiderate prejudice
have aftixed to his words. The former claufe
of this fentence, I came forth from the Fatber,
and am:come intp the world, might, as we have
dhewn, -in. an equally proper but inferior
{enfe, have been applied to John the Baptift
and Chriftls.apoftles. ;, But the expreflions in
thelatter elaufe, againy lileave the world, and
go tothe Fatker, haying a reference to Chrift’s
dpeedy reftoration to- life, would not fuit his
apoftles, who, with the reft of the human race,
were to remain uader the power of death, till
the general refurrection of all the faithful fer-
vants, ef God. Such language however might
hhave been, properly and juitly adopted by the
prophg'g-‘E]gj'aﬂu,,.who, was, tranflated (2 Kings

M. b1.)inge heaven without feeing death, as
Chrift was tranflated,, without remaining un=
der;the power of it; and Elijah might have
faid to his. difciples Elifha, at parting from
1o {1 D 2 him,
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him, as oor Lord to his dl(cxplcs s I came forth
Jrom the Fatber, and am come into the world :

arain I leave the world, and go to the Fatber.
Not that-the great prophet of the law is to be
compared to the bleffed Jefus, who in moral
worth, and drgmty of office far furpaflfed all
others ; and in tire degree of the divine comi=
munications made to him, was favoured avove
zH that ever appeered i this werld of our’s.

Johiit. 13.  And no man bath afcended up
to beaven, but he that came down from beaver,
even the'fon of man which is in beaven,

This ts certainly not'true, if taken in the
literal fenfe of the words. - For Enoch and
Elijah had both been taken up into heaven
Tong before. In' the beginning of this dra-
ogue, the learned jewifth ruler bad told Jefus,
that he was penuaded that he was @ teacher
come from God, t. €. a divine prophet ; by his
miraculous works. OurSaviour would prove
himfelf from here, not‘only to be a prophet
But the great prophet that was to come into
the world, the Meffiah ; by 'alleging that he
was favoured with the knowlege of the divine
will and councils above all other prophets that
had gone before him; which: he fignifies in
high figurative language, ‘the meaning of
which was well underitodd. by Nicodemus,
and had been long in ufe with their holy men
and prophets.” It would never enter into his

’ thoughts
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thoughts that it was to be underftood in any
other way. For Jefus to have faid, that be bad
afcended into heavven, bad come dowon from heaven,
and was then 'ubz/ft be was prefent and [peaking
fo bim, actually in beaven, in the literal medn<
ing of the words, would have feemed only to
perplex and confound him. But to affert
that he was 'favoured and entrufted with the
final revelation of the word and will of God
to his creatures of mankind was an intelligible
do&rine, and much to his purpo{'e

There is a fimilar paffage, Joh. i. 18. where
the evangch& expreffes ‘the very fame thing,
but by different figurative linguage: No
man bath feen Gol at any time. 'The belyv-
ed fen, which is in the bofom of the Faiker,
be bhath declared bims.—— Which is in the bo-
jom qf the Fatber, Q Wy 53 TOY XOAMOY TY WERTI0E,
‘exactly anf{wers to awbich is in beaven, o wv & 7w
wgavs, and corroborates the interpretation here
gwen.

~ John vi. 62.  Wilat and if ye frall foe the
Jon'of inan afcend up where be was befere 7
A little attention will convince us, howe-
ver it may ftrike us at firft to the contrary, that
cur Saviour did not intend here: to teach thag
bhe hzd been in heaven, properly {peaking,
and had lived there before he was born of hxs
gnothér Mary. Through the whole of his
{ regeing difcourfe, to which this paffage be-
D 3 longs,
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longs, he is fpeaking defignedly in a highly
figurative obfcure ftile, to get tid of fome
worthlefs men, who followed him out of mean
worldly views. And though he perceived
their murmuring at his harth and dark way
of fpeech, he did not judge it fitting to ex-
plain himfelf any farther than by telling them,
that his words were not to be taken in the
grofs literal fenfe. It is morcover apparent,
that this that he here {peaks of himfelf, can-
not be underftood literally. For the fon of
man, Jefus, the fon of Mary, had never been
in heaven, at the time that he thus fpeaks of
himfelf ; nor did he go thither till he was
taken up after his death. We are therefore

to fearch for fome other probable meaning of

his words. And, in a former work, (Sequel
p. 221.) this that follows was pointed out,
«« When you fhall fee me go up ta beaven, to
God (alluding to his future afcenfion) where
I was before, 1. e. from whom I have received
my inftru&ions and authority ; you will then
underftand this language that I now hold to
you, and believe me to be the Mefiiah. -

' Some perhaps may be more pleafed with
the following illuftration. Jefus does not here
refer his difciples to his afcenfion, ftri¢tly fo
called, which was in itfelf a point of {mall
confequence ; but to his exaltation with God
afterwards, what he himfelf calls, fizzing at the
right hand of power. Matth. xxvi. 64. bereafter
jhall ye fee the for of man fting on the right

band of power, and coming in the clouds of

beaven ;
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bm ;. whcrc this lofty language denotes the
pun mcnt of the jews for their cruel unre-
l.entmg .oppoﬁtlon to the gofpel. And, in ge-
neral, it means: the evidences of bis miffion
difplayed after his death, by the gift of the
{pi rxt, the converfion of thc gentiles, 8c. So
ﬁat thus both parts of the fentence, his a/-
cmdtr;g up, and being where be was before, will
be underitood like the reft of his difcourfe, in
the Aigurative fenfe. As if he had faid; ¢ You
“ Wb“ not now believe my miffion from God.

#¢ What will you fay when you behold the
¢ future difplay of God’s power in favour of
 _my gofpel. This will not fail to convince
“ you of my being highly favoured of God,

“ 1.e.of my baving afcended into heaven; and
¢ that I am now fent from Gad, i.e. was
£ farmr{y with bim.”

. This interpretation receives light from Joh.
ili. 13. above explained. To the fame fenfe
alfo St. Paul fays of Chrift, Eph. iv. 10. tbat
he afcended up far abowve al} heavens, that be
might fill all things ; 1. e. he received power
and gifts from God to be beftowed upon. his
followers, in atteftation of the du(me truth of
the gofpel,

John viit. 48,
Verily, werily, I fay unto you; before Abras
bam was, 1 am,
It was made to appear in another place,
that all that our Saviour did aflert, or meant

D4 to
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to affert; in thefe words, to his countrymen,
was, that he was, what they denied him to bé,
the Meffiah ; the great -Pcr(_onagc, whofe day
Abraham' faw and rejorced;' 1. €. was madé
happy in the predition of fo greata blefling,
that at fome future time was to be beftowed
upon his polterity. : ‘
" And it was proved alfo, that our englith
tranflators, to have been confiftent with them-
felves, thould have tranflated 'here; Before
Abrabam was, I am he, or I am the Chrift.
For fo they have rendered the phrafe, eyw aipiy
Iam he, ver. 24, 28. of this very chapter,
and alfo Joh. xiii. 19. Seeand compare Mark
xiti. 6. Luke xxi. 8. Matth. xxiv. 5. And
at'the fame time was pointed out what led
our tranflators into' this error.

Jefus therefore affirms nothing of himfelf
having had a being before Abraham ; but that
God’s defign, that he thould in fome future
time defcend from one of Abraham’s family,
was formed before Abraham had a being.
Chrift, though he had no aftual exiftence,
might yet be faid to have preexifted in the
divine mind ; becaufe, as one of his apoftles
fpeaks, (1 Pet.i.20.) ke verily was foreordain=
ed before the foundation of the world, but was
wmanifefted iii thefe laft times. And chriftians,
his followers, in the fame phrale of {cripture,
may be faid to have been before Abraham,
as God is faid (2 Tim. 1. 9.) ¢o have given us
bis grace in Chrift Jefus before the World began.

John
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3 ohn xvii. 6.
 And now, o Fatber, glorify thou me with
thine ownfelf, with the gfory which I had with
dlee, before the world was !

To the reader, who judges of the fenfe of
tbe feriptures from detached fcraps and fen-
tences, without attending to the drift of the
writer or {peaker, and the connexion of his
difcourfe, this petition of Chrift’s to the Fa-
ther will appear a direct affertion, that he had
a being with him before the world was.

But the full proof that we have to the con-

from what he himfelf fays in this very
gaycr that he does not here afk God for any
that he had poflefled in a former ftate,

fhould teach us the neceffity of ftudying the
gcuhar phrafeolo gy of the fcriptures; ;2
- uﬂnm 10 needful then for our Lord’s im-
te hearers to whom it was. familiar;

et pot difficult for the moft ordinary capa-

to fucceed in now, with a little attention.

For Jefus himfelf acquaints us, that this

lory" which he prayed for, was to be confe-
quent upon his finifhing the work, which God
had given him to do ; i. e. the reward of his
labours and obedlencc unto death in the caufe
of the gofpel: and therefore it could not
have been any thing he had ever enjoyed be-
fore, ver. 4, 5. T tave finifhed the work which
thou ga'ur/t meto do.  And A0 ¢ F atber, glo-
“rify thou me, &c.
It was an honour and felicity alfo, what-
ever it was, in which his firft dlf\.lP‘CS, nay
all
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all his faithful followers to the end of time,
were to fhare with him. ver. 22. Aud the
glory which thou baft given me I bave given
them, that they may be one, even as we are one.

Therefore it could not have been any thing

peculiar to himf(elf, or any dignity that he had
pofleffed with God before the world was.
Moreover it was what he moft ardently de-
fired and made the fubje&t of his requeft to
thc heavenly Father, the evening before he
was to fuffer dcath, of which he had an exact
foreknowlege ; in a folemn prayer, uttered in

the hearing of bis difciples, for himfelf, for,

thcm, and for all his dlfc:lples every where,
inall time to come. And what could there
be at fuch a junéure, that this holy and be=
nevolent Saviour may be fuppofed to havc had
moft at heart? It could not be any dignity
or honour merely regarding himfclf, that he
was {o dceply concerned for, at fuch a. fea-
fon, and in fo carneft a manner. It furely
could be nothing (as was fhewn at large in
another place) (a) but the fuccefs of that di-
vine truth which he had preached, and which
was calculated to promote the virtue and ever=
lafting happinefs of mankind.

. Of this he was the firft great Teacher ;
and his apoftles and others were deftined to
carry on the work after him. In this he
was fo much intercfted (which fhewed the
godlike excellent mind that was in him) as

"“i(a) Sequel to the Ap-logy, p. 243—246.
fa,
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to eftedm it his higheft honour and reward.
from God, his glory, to be made the prime
inftrument in fo glorious a work, -

And his (aying, that he bad had tiis glory

with the Father before the world was; was only
a hebrew way of {peaking, that God in his
allwife eternal councils had defigned it for
him: as in one place, (Rev. xiii. 8.) he is
filed zhe lamb flain from tbe foundation of the
world 3 becaufe it was fore-ordained, that he
fhould be the righteous innocent fufferer, for
the truth of the gofpel, and for the good of
mankind.
- It therefore might truly be faid, that Jus
apoftles alfo bad glory with the Fatber before
the world was, though an inferior glory ; as
they were defigned of God, to fhare in the
honour: and felicity of contributing to the
fuccefs of the gofpel, in which their divine
Matfter had firit laboured, and for which he
bad voluntarily facrificed his life.

s Philip. i, 6, 7, & 9..

(o a=MWlo being in the form of God, 1. €. (en-
dowed with divine powers ) was not eagerly
defirous to be lke unto God, (i.e. to difplay
thofe divinc -powers;) but demeaned bimfelf,
taking upin bim the form of a forvant, being
n the likenefs of common men. And being in
the condition of a common man, be Lumbled hirr=
FUf (i. e. ftill lower,) and lecame cbedient un-
Lo
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to death, even the (infamous, flavith) death of
the crofs. Wherefore God bath bighly exalted
bim, and gracioufly beflowed upon bim a name
which is above every name
- Such was the verfion and interpretation of
this famous paflage, formerly given, and con-
firmed by fundry arguments, againft which
nothing folid hath been produced; and it was
made to appear that the apoitle did not in the
leaft allude to any being which our Saviour
had, before his birth from his mother Mary.
The chief difficulty lies in the expreffion, Ais
being in the form of God.  About which there
would not have been fo many difputes, if it
had been duly confidered, that the apofiles of
Chrift never {peak of his nature ; (it being all
along taken for granted by them that he was
a man;) but of his office and powers from
God, and condu@& and demeanour under
them, The form of God therefore was fome-
thing that he appeared with in his life-time
upon earth. Now in his outward form and
perfon he was a plain common man, havin
therein nothing peculiar, or different from
others. But under this humble outfide garb,
he poffefled a divine power of doing good, of
healing the fick by a word's fpeaking, raifing
the dead, foretelling things to come. This
was that form of God, with which the holy
Jefus was invefted And what could more tru=
ly deferve the name? For therein he appear-
¢d’as a god unto men. But thefe divine gifts
and powers, this form of God with which he
was
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awvas decked, he often laid afide, he was ne=
ver vain of thewing, he never ufed it for his
own eafe or benefit, but devoted himfelf there+
with asa {lave, to ferve mankind in their moft
important interefts, inafuture world; and in
the mean while, and for the fame great end,

fubmitted to the want of many things, to the
infults of men, and the mott cruel unjuft fuf-
ferings and to death, becaufe fuch was the
will of God ; as if he had been a real criminal,

and unpoffeﬂ'ed of thefe divine powers. W here-
fare God bath bighly exalted bim, &c.

To confirm this method of interpretation,
and fill farther to evince, that St. Paul does
not here tefer to any being or powers, which
Chrift had in a prlor ftate, I fhall ‘prefent the
reader with the curious remark of a learned
friend, who, I hope, will one day have lei-
. {ure to.enrich the chriftian world with thofe
many important. illoftrations of the facred
writings of the New Teftament; of which he
is pofleffed; and whereof this may well ferve
for a fample.

Fromrtlie many directions given by St. Paul
{1 Cor.xii.) tothe chriftiansat Corinth, con-
cerning the ufe and intent of the different
siraculous gifts, with which in the infancy
of, the! church they were indulged by divine
providence, we find that they were as liable
‘to fall iato great diforder in the management
of them, as'in the ufe of their different natural
abilities from God, and were fometimestempt-
ed to convert them into inftruments of vain-

glery,
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glory, inftead of employing thém for the edi~
fication‘and benefit of others, for which alone
they were beftowed. .

Now inthe four firft verfes of the fecond
chapter, our apoftle, 'with uncommon:earneft-
nefs, exhorts his-much loved Philippian con-
verts, to humility, kind condefcenfion and
unity with one another.” He does net indeed
direétly mention, from-what quarter it was,
that be apprehended the danger. of divifions
and difunion: amongft them ; but we: may
reafonably-prefume 1t to havc been, from the
:mi{management  of ‘their - different: {pmtual
gifts, becaufe of his conjuring’ them by the
fellowfhipror communion of the fpiritsto lzﬁcn to
him, and from his {pecifying fo particularly
v, 3y°4. Letnothing be'dane through firife or
vdin glory ; but in! lowlinefs' of mind it each
¢fleem: another better than themfelves.: - Looknot
every man on bis own things, but every manalfo
on the! things of ‘others. - Immediately upon
which he fubjoins the example of Chrift, v.
$s 6, 8c. Let the fame mind be in you; whick
was alfoin Chrift: Jefis.- Who being sn:the form
of God, was) not eagerly defirous #aibe like to
God, 8c.&c.

.4¢ It hence appears to’be the apoftle’s deﬁgn,
to defcribe thé humble demeanourof Jefus, in
the full pofleflion of thofe fpiritual gifts, the
-partial donation of ‘which to others, was fo
frequently wont to ‘elate his followers with
pride :-and to recommend a ﬁmxlar depart-

ment
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ment to the members of the chriftian church.
As if he had faid ; .

* Be you of the fame mind with the autho:
of your falvation : who betrayed not any felf-
ith complacency in the divine powers which
he enjoyed, butacted asone defhitute of them,
and condefcended with 'the utmof felf-abafe<
ment, as a fervant attending on his Lord, to
the fpiritual neceflities of others. . (See John
xiii. 13,14, 15, which is a/ {ymbolical re-

fentation of his practice.) ' | |

8o likewife, ‘ye Philippians, notwithftand-
ing your thigh . advantages, and' dignity fnom
ybur (pmaxal gx&s, 8ee. oel |

'.i srtl S
8§ ECTION: W,

Of Socintanifm, and Socinus.

YN the:year 1750, Dr. Lardner publithed
' his famous treatife on 'the Logos. The
chief delign of it is to prove:that Jefus Chrift
awas a man; endowed with extraordinary divine
powers, but-whohad noexiftence before he was
born in Judea.  Butin a lirge Poftlcript to i,
he has demonitrated alfo from the fcriptures,
that the Spirit or. Holy Spirit, fpoken of m
the New Teftament, does not (ignify any Di-
vine ‘Perfon called by that name, but the
Diyine Power, the miraculous’ gifts, imparted

hify
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God, j?bo'va/:, one fingle Perfon; and !Ze Jfole
ab_/eé? qf religious worbip and prayrr o

I T ic a confideration which has afforded

"pecnlrar fatisfaction, in being called upon
toilluftrate the fubjeéts of thefe Liffertations ;
that they have a tri@ and immediate cons
nexion with our true happine(s, and the duty
Wc owe to the gracious Power that made us,
3pd gives us all things liberally to enjoy. Fot
it is furely of great importance to-the quiet
and repofe of our minds, to knew, whether
thcrc be-any. firft authof of -allithings, any
God or. creator,. but one ; and alfo whethcr
weare to worfhip or - prey o more. Perfons
than one.  Becaufe-if. there be more Perfons
than one, who are Gods, equal to each other,
gna who have equal ' cleims uponius;.we
g{ght be at a lofs how to duftributeour affec-
tion to eacly of them, efpec: ﬁlly when coms-
manded to love one (Decut. vi. 4, . Mark
X, 1294 30.) with all our beart and foul, and
mind and Sirength 3 which would neceflarily
exclude: all equal regards to any other but
that one,  Unealy fears alfo might often arife,
left we fhould not pay the due proportion of
s refpeck to each of thele fuppofed Divine Per-
fons. [ And if religious addrefics are to be
F made
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made to two or three Divine Perfons, the
thoughtful, ferious mind, would oftentimes
be involved in inextricable darknefs and: per-
plexity, when to pray to the one, and when
to the other; whether the different objets of
worfhip were reprefented of equal or uncqual
dignity : g O

*¢ and find no end, in wand’ring mazes loft.”

The.do&rine of the Divine Unity is mani-
feftly the doctrine of the Old and New Tel-
tament. And in thefe enlightened times; to
the ferious inquirer into the vifible frame of
nature, every thing appears clearly ‘to ‘be the
workmanthip of one fupreme, intelligent,
benevolent caufe. It is therefore to be hoped,
that the chriftian nations will ¢’sr long awake’
out of the polytheifim, into which their ido--
latrous prejudices, and falfe philofophy; led
them at their firft embracing of the gofpel of
Jefus ;- which has cleaved to them, from that
time to the prefent hour, with exception of
fome few leffer focieties of chriftians, or pri=-
vate individuals, that {prung up from time 'to
time, and bore their teftimony againft the
reigning defection from this firft doétrine of
all true religion.

But'whilft we endeavour, as is our duty,
1o impart the light of divine truth, which is
given us, to others, that they may be bene«
uted by it, we fhould be careful not to cen=
fure or condemn any.for their different appre-
henfions and judgments of things, however
impo: tant- they may feem- in our own eyes.

And.
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' “And on' the other hand, whoever worfhips
the one fupreme caufe and Father of all, and
believes in ‘the divine miffion of Jefus, as he
would have been owned () by him, our great
Mafter, when on earth, as his difciple ; fo
thould he be received by all, as a fellow-dif-
ciple and brother.

Among 'the Ifraclites, who had the benefit
of a divine revelation, there was no difference
or difpute concerning the object of religious
worfhip, except when at any time they fell
into the idolatry of the nations around them.
All agreed, that they were to worfhip the
one God, and that it was He, whofe name
was Jehovah, who was God alone, and no
other befides him.

And that this Jehovah, whom they adored,
was one fingle Perfon, and not more than
one, is demonttrated beyond the poffibility of
a confutation, by the manner in which he is
«introduced fpeaking of himfelf, and in which
others are found to fpeak of and to addrefs him.

Thus, Maiah xlv. 5. I am the LORD
(Jehovah), and there is none clfe, there is no
God befides me. "Plalm ¢. 3, 4. Know ye that
the LOR D (Jehovah) ‘mE 75 God 5 it is uE
that ‘hath made us, and not we ourfelves : we
-are W18 ‘people, and the fbeep of H1s paflure.
Enter into us gatss with thankfyiving, and
mte M1s courts with praife, be thankful unto
HIM; and fpeak good of mis name. 1 Kings

(2) See pag. 49, 50, &c. of the foregoing Differtation.
F2 viti, 28.
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viits 28, Yet have THOU refpect untotheiprayer
of THY [ervant, and to.wm1S Jfupplication, o
L OR D (Jehovah) my God, to bearken unto
the prayer which TRY fervant prayeth before
THEE this daye 11 1 : “i5d
Thefe; pronouns, I, zhou,: thy ; me, thee 5 be;
bim, bis; can no way be tortured to,fignify
more pe:fons than one. 7 If this;be not cer-
taia, we can be certain of nothing. ;

8§ E:C-T1'O'N 11s
j‘qﬁ)s Chriff was a man, ‘not' God.

I T is matter of melancholy refletion, that
I the religious worfhip of more perfons than
one, the worlbip. of any other but Jehovah
alone, {o-f{everely condemned by the diving
law given to Mofes, thould have taken root fo
foon, and fpread to that prodigious: extent
which it has done, among the followers of
Chrift ; who was bhimfelf one of .the hebrew
people, a pious wotfhiper of Jehovah, a pro-
phet like unto Mofes; and who taught the
tame doCtrine in this behalf that Mofes tanght.

It will appéar the more extraordinary, that
the meek and humble Jefus, whofe greateft
glory-and felicity was to be the faithful fer<
vant of God, fhould have been fet up as the
fopreme God over all, and worfhiped ‘equally

with
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with h‘_lm, the Father of himfelf and of all ;
if we 8oqhder the reprefentations. which the
facrea wrmngs make of him, and the account
whtch he uniformly gave'of himfelf,

As he was defigned to fill a moft important
fation 'in the moral creation of God,’ it was
held ﬁt(tmg in the councils of the divine pro-
vxdcnc‘c, to give notice of him, and of the
great part which he was to a&, Tong before
Re was born. Bat in all the prophccnes that
went before concerning him, he 1s conﬁantly
defcribed as one of thc human race.
~ Thus Gen. iii. 15." It was intimated to our
firlt progenitors, foon after their tranfgre(iion,
that the feed of the woman [lould bruife the fer=
pent s bead. In which words, highly figura-
tive, fuited to the ignorance and prejudices of
thofe times in which the facred hiftorian
wrote, he teaches, that the Alrmghty creator
gave hope from the firlt, that one born of
woman, fhould be inftrumental in removmg
the fatal ruin brought on his creatures of man-
kind by fin, and in reftoring them fo inno-
cence and the divine favour. To this paflage
donCermng the fall, St. Paul refers, where
he' obfcrves, 1.Cor. xv. 21, 22.  For fince by
MAN came death, by MAN came alfo the refur-
retion of the dead.” For as in Adam alf die
even fo in Chrift fhall all be made alive. Note
hcrc reader ! that in St. Paul’s account; as
funcly as Adam was a man, (,hnﬁ was a man

a]fo
F3 In
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In procefs of time, this future reftorer of
the human race, was more particularly defined
and diftinguithed ; that he was to be of the
family of Abrzham ; of the tribe of Judah.
Gen. xxii. 18. xlix. 10.

But much to be remarked is the language;
in which God himfelf {peaks of Chrift before-
hand, and in which Mofes the fervant of God,
is at the fame time found to fpeak of him ;
fuch language as could belong only toa human
creature, and to no other. Deut. xviil. 15,
18. I (the Lord Jehovah) will rasfe them up a
prophet, from among thisr bretbren, like unto
thee. And—The L OR D thy God will rasfe up
Lo thee a propbet, from the midft of thee, of thy
bretbren, like unto me. And what muft ftrike
every one that has any attention in him, the

very words of this prophecy are quoted and-: _

applied to Chrift after his refurrettion, by the
apoftle Peter, Ads iii. 22, Fer Mofes truly

Jaid unto the fatkers ; A prophet fhall the Lord
your God raife up unto you, of your bretbhren, like.

unto me ; and by St. Stephen, vii. 37. This is
thut Mofes which [aid untq the children of Ifiael ;.
A prophet [bali the Lord your Gaod raife: up unto
you of your brethren : and moft probably al-
luded to by our Saviour himfelf, Jokn v. 4.
For bad ye believed Mofes, ye would bave beltev-
ed me: for he wrote of me.

The promifed blefling was again confined
to David’s family, 2 Sam. vii. 16. Ifaiah xi.
I, 2. comp. Ats xiii. 27.

Says
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Fefws Clrif sias, a mony not Gade .
,gm.lfuah. prediQing the,birth and king-

dom of Chaifl ;. ix. 5. Unto. us 4 CRILD is
boru, unto,us & Jom, 4 given : and, the Zovertiy
r;zqq Jé!?( 6e.upon bis fhaulders, and. bis name. fhall

be cazzeﬂ#;wapdcrﬁzl counfelior, THE MIGHTY
iTHE EVERLASTING FATHER,—
s,obmous that it is one abom of woman,
1an. creature, that is here ,ch:x*a&cnzcd
b)’i-t afe magmﬁccut titles.  Bp. Lowth, in
his. JSAI AH, a late very valuable work, has re-
m,oveg‘ out of his new trmﬂatxon, the glaring
contradx&xon of our old one, which had been
often noted by others,. in callmg a child born
tbe gug;]q/'z, :g Fatber, by r»ndcrmg it ¢be Fa=
ther of the everlafiing age. 1 find that Luther,
ng ago, in his german verfion, inftead of
fZ’q m&btry God, put the mighty Hero. And cera,
tmﬂ}y it ought to be tranflated differently than
;t is.in our bible ; either zbe mighty potentate,
ince, Of fomethmg to that fenfe; to convey
tﬁ true intent and meaning of the prophet to
| :,nghﬁ; reader, ~ Otherwife, language fo
' t_;__ biguous, or rather fo.clearly appropriated
to the m;mxghty eternal being,. as the phrafe

the Great God is with us, will unavoidably
confound, pcrplex and. miflead.

Ha ag  Lifi. In this chapter Chrift is delines
ated gman creature,  of high moral ex-

cellence; dpfhncd to fufferings, which would
be brought upon him,_not by any demerits of
his own, but to which he fhould voluntarily
e himfelf, in the caui,c of righteoufnefs

nd for the good of others,
?E % o F 4 There

[}
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* There is a part of this defcription, which,
without any juft grounds, has been wont tq
be brought to prove what is termed, the eter-
nal generation "of Chrift; yiz. ver. 's. Who
Shall declare bis generation 2 But it has beeq
‘thewn by many, that the word, in the ongmal
which we tranflate’ gmeratzon, cannot relate
to any thmg of ‘the kind. The abovcnamed
learned writer has moft probably given us the
right verfion, viz; For, bis manner of life who
would declare?  See Bp. Lowth’s Ifaiah, liii.
8. in the notes.

At the time appeinted of God, this great
prophet, faviour, and deliverer came; raxfed up
by the extraordinary power of God of the
feed of Abraham, the tribe of Judah and
farmly of David, as was foretold of him ; Je-
fus, the fon of Mary the wife of Jofeph ; born
in the feeble ftate of all other human beings;
and, "like thcm, acquiring knowlege, and
making improvements, by degrees. His coun-
trymen looked for their Meffiah, from their
ancient prophecxes, to'be ‘a man; and found
Jefus, who'took upon him that chara&er, to
be one, like themfelves. He perpctually
fpoke of himfelf as'a man. His apoftles uni-
formly and mvanably fo fpeak of him; and
neither in his lifetime, nar after his death,
and refurreftion to an immortal life’ by thc
power of God, do they confider him as'any
other; yet a man, foreordained, ‘chofen of
God, born to aét the nobleft and moft godhke
part, to bring the ratignal creatures of God

ta
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Fefus néver taught men to pray to himfelf. 73
to virtue and true hanmcfs, and devoting
himfelf without any felf-regards wholly tq
this fervice ; welcoming dnfgracc, poverty,
fufferings, and death, thatlay in his way toit.

Gratitude, reverence, efteem, adrmratlon
as of fupenour excellence, that worsurp,
which confifts in thefe and the like regards,
will ever be due to this holy and benevolent
Saviour.  But prayer, religious worthip, be=
longed, before he was born, to the one fupreme
God to Jehovah alone, according to his own
moft exprefs appointment; nor may it, with-
out the like exprefs appointment, from him,
bc transferred to another,

" "SECTIOQN I

?qus never taought men to worfbip or pray fe
binfilf.

T E are therefore to inquire, whether
the holy Jefus made any change, by
authority from God, in this refpect ; whether
he propofed any other object of worhip to his
followers ; whether he in any fhape, diretly
or 1nd1re€tly, by himfelf or his apoftles, gave
intimation, that religious worthip and prayer
were to be offered to himfelf.
‘As believers in the one only true God, the
greator of all'things, we feem not juftifiable in
ntro=




4 Fefus never taught men topray to binfelf.

introducing a different object of worfhip, 2
new Divine Perfon, a new God, to whom
our, prayers and praifes are to be addrefled,
without an exprefs.command for it, from the
Being that made us, or one authorifed: by
him. It is not a flight matter ; to be left
to be gathered from doubtful ambiguous ex-
reffions, or by way of inference only : but
&Qluld be explicitly and directly laid down,
{o that none can mifapprehend or miftake it.
. But n:ver upon any occafion, or in any one
inftance, did the blefled Jefus direct or.coms,
mand men, to _pray to him. ,
If fuch worthip had been due to him, if
it had been fitting to pay it to him, if he had
had any claim to it, he furely would have told
his difciples plainly of it. He that faid (Joh.
xv. 1§) Al things that I bave beard of my
Father, I bave made known unto you; would
moft certainly have made known this to them
amongft other things, if he had received any
commandment from God concerning it. He
who, upon a much lefs important occalion,
affeCtionately faid to.them ; (Joh. xiv. 2.} #f
i were not fo, 1 would bave to.d you, 1. e, you
may depend upon my veracity and affection
for you, that I would not deceive or miflead
you : He would not furely hive omitted to
inform them, that men were to worthip and
pray_to himfelf.
- The improbability of our divine Mafter’s
omitting. this circumflance conceining him-
felf, if he had received any commifiion from
' God
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God forit, rifes ftill higher, when we confi-
der, that thereby he would not on}y miflead
his difciples ; (who never indeed did pray to
him at all, and only to God,) but would
alfo have mifled his followers to the end of
time ; who would not have been juftified in
worfhiping and praying to him, without his
exprefs authority for it.

Nor let any allege that Chrit might de-
cline fpeaking fuch great things of himfelf,
as would have been the commanding men to
worthip him, out of modefty, being here in
a flate of humiliation ; and that othcrwifc he
would have mentioned it.

I anfwer ; it was a point of too great mo-
ment to be waved on any fuch pretence.
There would have been no pride or vanity in
his laying claim to what was due to him, if
he were to' be wor(hiped and prayed to ; and
declaring it. It would have made men re-
verence him the more. Befides, humility
belongs only to a creature, If therefore he
had been the fupreme God, as fome fay, po-
tbmg could or would, or ought to have pre-
vented his requiring divine homage and wor-
thip to be paid to himfelf,

- But if it be allowed, that, for fome un-
known reaion, Chrift did not chufe himfelf to
enjoin men to worlhip and pray to him ; yet
had he not thought it a thing fitting to be men-
tiened by himfelf, he might have given it in
charge to his apoftles, the appointed witnefles
of,  and inftructors in 2ll things relating to
him .



26 - Prayer'to Chriff," not deducible
him&*and “they might have taught it to ths
world.” "We find however nothihg of this
kind in their wntmgs They never tell us
that their Mafter Jefiis ‘'ordered himfelf to be
prayed to; or’that they’ had“thémfelves re-
ceived any divine revelation concerning it
and without one ‘or ‘other  of thé(e, thhout
authority from God, or ‘from Cllrlﬁ: how
chriftians could bcgm fuch a practice, of how
it can be warranted, s hard to fiy.

SECTION 1V.

The religious worfbip ‘of Chrift, in the'offering
up of prayer to him, is not deducible from

bis charaéier, office, or any bzg/J dwme power
afcribed to bim.

§ Chrift never gave any command to wor=
thip himfelf ; {o can’it not be colletted,
that he is the object of worthip, from his cha-
racter, or from any thing recorded of him, in
the writings of the New Teftament. For
he never affumed the. title of God; he never
claimed divine honours; but for of man,
was his ufual appellation when'he fpoxc of
himfelf ; and he fet others an example of wor-
thiping the Father alone.
Nor can the fitnefs of praying to Chrift, be
inferred from any thing fuid by him, of his

great;




Sfoom bis cheralier, power, &&. 4y

greit power ; or from any of his promifes to

his difciples; implying a.divine prefence, in

refpect of his being always with them, to hedr
and to: help: them. +For-upon: examination,

it will be found, that he fays no more on fuch
occafions, than Mofes had done, who was a

prophet.and ‘divine lawgiver as he was, tho’

ia wifdom: and moral excellency, and divine
powers:far inferiour to' him.

- “Thus,: for inftance, if Jefus fays to his dif=
ciplesr;«(Matth. xviii. 20.) Where two or three
are gathered togetber in my namey there am I
in themidft of them : Mofes makes a promife
of the like fort to his difciple Jothua ; (Deut.

xkxid23.)y And Le gave jo biia. the fon of Nun
acharge; and faid 3 be [irong and of good cous
rage < \forithou fbalt -bring.tle cbildren of Ifrael
untd" 1be'land which I fware unto them : and I
will be with thee.

« If Jefos fays, | Joh. xiv.-13, 14.) W/Jatﬁa
ever. ye fhall afk:in my name, that will I do;
that ithe Fatber may be glorificd in’ the fon. If

ye fhall-afk any:thing i my name, I wwitl-do 1t.
Mofcs, even more emphatically, fays the
famevof himfelf ; (Deur. xiy 13,145 15.)
«And it\ foall come 1o pafs; if you fhall bearken
ibhgvnt/y unto my commandments, which I com-
mand you this a’a), to love the Lord ycur God—
/ﬁdt Twill Zive you the rain of your land in bis
due feafon—and I will find grafs in thy fields,
&e. (xxix. 5, 6.) 1 bave led you. jorty years
in the wz/a’erngﬁ‘ ‘your-clothés “are not waxed
o/d upon you, and thy Jhoe, s not, waxen old uf ;zz
SR iy
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thy foot. Xe have not eaten bread, neither bave
ye drant firong drink 5 that ye might know tbat
1 am the Lord your God: .

- The truth is, the holy Jefus, aftcr the ex-
ample of other prophets of God, of Mofes
efpecially, to whom it was foretold he thould
Be like, ‘does not-always preface what he de-
hivers from God, with faying, that he fpoke
mn the name of the Father; but fornetimes
atters:the do&rine or promife, as if the Fa-
ther fpake in his own perfon. () In which
cafes 1t is obvious to fee that it is not Jefus or
the prophet that fpeaks, but God in him, or
by him.

This throws light on that paflage, ( Matth.
xxviit. 18, 19, 20.) Fefus came and fpake
unto them, Jaying ;. all power is given unto me
in beaven and in earth. \Go ye therefore, and
make difciples of all nations, baptifing them into
the name of the Father, and of the Som, and of
the ‘boly Spirit ; teacbing them, to obferve alf
things whatfoever I bave commanded you ; and
loy I ain with you alway,. even unto the. end rf
tbe age.

This power given, (or rather (4) promifed)
to Chrift, was not a mighty power to con-

troul

(2) See another inftance of this kind, Matth. xxxiii,
344 qu'oted and explained in the Sequel to the Apology, Eic.
page 371

) Our Saviour here by this expreflion given_to him,
would have his Apoftles to. underftand, that he had an
affured promife of fuch power from God, to be exerted in
fuppert of the truth he had taught thcm, and which they

were




)

from bis ebaracter; power, 8ce. %9
troul men and angels, and over all naturé §
but-a power, beftowed merely for the purpofé
of making difciples of all nations : wlich are
the exprefs words by which Chrift-himfelf
here explains and ‘confines it ; a” promife of
all needful affiftance to enable his apofties, to
preach the gofpel efectually; not to jews éns
ly, but to all the world.  And he encourages
them with' the affurance, ‘that {uch an éxiras
erdinary divine aid would be afforded them ;
by adtﬁng, lo, F am with you alway; even un<
- fo the end of the ‘age ; 1. e. (&) *“ the age durs
| % ing which the jewith church and ftate were
% to laft. And this feems to limit the pro<
“ mife of fuch affiftunce to that period ‘of
Bt 5 bai 56 10Wa
* Not that Chrift in perfon would be with
his difeiples in thatinterval. © For he had-be-
fore told them; that he fhould be withidrawn
from them ; but in this fenfe he fhould come

were to teach to others. So, (John xvii. 22.) in his
prayer to God for his faithful diiciples then, and to all
future time, he fays; And the glory which thou haft givein
me, £ have given them ; that they may be oney as we are one.
ive, 5.1 have promifed thcm that-they fhall (hare in the
% honour and felicity of contributing to the virtue and
% falvation of mankind by the gofpel, and thereby be-
$¢ ‘camie united with me and Thyifelt, in carrying on the
$¢ fame glorious and benevolent defign.” This was a thing
not a&ually given to Chrift, or to hisdifciples; but only
afured to them by the divine promife. And fo it is to
be taken in both inftances.

(@) Thisis the juft interpretation of that truly honeft
man, and learned critic, the late Bp. Pearce, in his note
on the place.

o
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to them again, and be with them, (2) as the
extraordinary power and protection of God,
which he had promifed, would ftill accom-
pany them. This promife was fulfilled, a few
weeks after, by the pouring out of the gifts
of the holy fpirit upon the apofiles, and by
the miraculous powers which: continued af-
terwards to be conferred on believers, durin
that period and infant- ftate of the church.

Since that time, Chrift’s power has .con-
fifted in the efficacy of his-written gofpel, and
the powerful motives therein contained, to
bring men to eternal life by the knowlege of
the Father, the only true God. Baut from
thefé declarations of Chrift concerning his
power and prefence with thofe his firft fol-
Jowers, they could have no more plea or pre-
tence for praying to him, after he had left
the world, than  Jofhua or the Ifraelites had
for praying to Mofes, from the like expreflions
concerning him.

(a) John xiv. 16. &ci - 1 will pray the Fathery and be
Jhall give you another Comforter, (advocate, affiftant) that
ke may abide with you for ever: even the fpirit of truths
whom the world cannof receive, becaufe it feeth bim not, neid
ther knoweth bim : but ye know him 5 for he dwelleth with
you, and fball be in you. I will not leave you. comfortlefs.
T will come to you, Yet a little while the world feeth me nd
more : but ye fee me. xiv. 7. Neverthelefs I tell you'the
truthy it is expedient for you that I go'away. For if 1 go
not away the comforter (advocate, affiftant,) will ‘not come
unto you : but when (not if) I depart, I will fend him
smo you.

S E Cs
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SECTION V.
Tefus excludes bimfelf from being the objeld of
S prayer.

B Y always praying to the heavenly Father
himfelf, and uniformly directing others
to pray to him alone, Jefus Chrift put an in-
tire bar to the offering of religious worfhip to
himfelf, or to any otlgmcr petlon whatfoever.

He never indeed taught ¢ jews, or his
difciples, exprefsly, and in fo many words,
the worthip even of Jehovah himfelf, the
heavenly Father of all. For it would have
been fuperfluous. They wanted no inftruc-
tions from him on that head. Neverthelefs,
when it came in his way, asit frequently did,
to treat of prayer, he always mentioned it in
fuch 2 manner, as to leavé no room for the
leaft thadow of furmife or doubt, that any
other perfon than his heavenly Father, was to
be prayed to and worfhiped.

Thus, ‘in his dialogue with the woman of
Samaria, when (Joh. iv. 21, » 3.) he faith unto
her ; woman, beljeve me, the bour cometh, when
ye fball meitber in this mountain, nor yet at Fea
rifalem, worfbip the Father.—But” the four
comethy and now is, when the true worfbipcrs
Jeall worfbip the Father in Jpirst and in truth :
Jor the Father fecketh Juch to worfbip bim,
Would this woman fuppofe, could it “ever
enter into the imagination of any one that
seads thefe words, to fuppofe, thatin the efti-

_ G
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82  _ Yefus excludes. bimfelf froms:

mate of this heavenly Teacher, there was any
other obje& of religious adoration, but the
“Father alone ?

But in one place, the blefled Jefus is fo de~
cifive upon this point; that prayer ought to
be miade to the heavenly Father alone; that
did ,we not know ithe force of prejudice to
blind the underitanding, 'we might wonder
that any one, after reading-it, could' think of
praying to biny who delivered fuch do&rine ;
or to any other fuppofed Divine Perfon. ‘It is
in Luke xi. 1, 2. where the facred hiftorian
relates ; that <€ st ‘came to pafs that as' fefus
was praying in_a, certain \place, when be ceaf~
ed, one of his dif¢iples faid unto bim ' Lordy
deach us to pray, as [fobn alfo taught bis difei-
ples. . And be faid unto them y when ye pray,
Jay s Our Fathery whichart in bheaven, &c.”

Upon f{o folemn a requeft as this of his dif-
ciples ; teach us to pray: he would certainly
‘have thought it incumbent on him, to ftate
the objects of worfhip, if more than one,
‘with precifion and accuracy; as an omifflion
in {uch a cafe, would prevent them and their
converts, to the end of time, from difcharging
a neceffary part of their duty. For this is the
only formal direGtion | they receive from him

upon the fubjeé ; and their queftion was a

general one; Lord, teach us to pray: not,
teach us, how to pray to God the Father. And
he anfwers them by giving them 2 form, or
general model for their devotions, wherein

prayer is addrefled to the Father, and to him
B alone.

P B e —————E
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one. In which alfo his particulat enjoinin
of them ; i?en}}’; pray, fa;?inr fat!e}, wbx%
art in beaven; applies itfelf to the fubjet of
our prefent enquiry, as if he had faid ; * Our
heavenly Father is the only obje of prayer.
Ye can go to o other but him.” y

. It may farther be remarked, that, in this
formulary, Chrift has comprehended every
thing that we can want and afk of God ; fo
as'to leave us nothing to afk of any other Be-
ing. Why then go to any other ? why mul-
tiply objeéts of worfhip without need, as well
as without caufe or fufficient warrant 7. What
'lq_vewc'to alk of Chrift;” which we are not
by 'him: commanded to atk of God!? and
therefore ought to afk of him, unlets Chrift
has enjoined us to pray to himfelf, to the ex-
‘cluGon: of the Father ; or drawn the line, and
given ' fpecific direCtions, what requefts we
“are to prefer to the Father, what to himf¢lf.
But we have thewn, that he has done no fuch
thing ; that he bas made no partition of di-
wine; worthip, betwixt humnfelf and the Fa-
ther ;! but’ as he uniformly and invariably
adoredthe Fathcr himfelf, he has by this his
example, and: in. .many other ways, direted
#5810 adose the Fatherialone, and no other,

t PP
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SECTION VL

Tle apoftles never teach that prayer.' was 10 be
offered to Chrift. :

HE apoftles of Chrift, who were in-

trufted by a divine defignation from him, -

to teach his do&rine to the world, in thetr
difcourfes and letters to various people of dif-
ferent nations, which they have left behind
them, never once deliver any precept cone
cerning the worfhip of him, or the offering of
prayer to him.

We have feen above, that this was never
taught, in any fhape or degree, by Chrift
himfelf. But we may go farther, and from
the filence of his apoftles, fully conclude,
that it made no part of his private inftructions
to them at any time. For they would never
have been fo negligent and unfaithful in what
fo immediately concerned his honour, whom
they fo much loved and reverenced; as to
omit a matter of fo much moment; and
therefore we may be fure that they had no
commiffion concerning it, that they knew
not of any duty or obligation to worfhip and
pray to their divine Mafter, and had nothing
of the kind to teach the world.

We may particularly infer this from his
laft farewel direion to his apoftles; (Matt.
xxviil. 19, 20.) Go ye, and make difciples of all
nations; teaching them to obferve all things what-

Joever I bave commanded you. For as we ne-
. ver
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ver find that they gave it in command from
Chrift, that he was to be wor(hiped or pray-
ed to ; we may abfolutely conclude. that they
never received any fuch command. 8o that
whoever prays to Chrift, does it without any
authority from him or his apottles.

But although his apoftles have not directly
taught, that their heavenly Mafter was to be
prayed to and worthiped ; it has been prefum-
ed that they have given examples of it in their
own practice, or fpoken of it indirectly in
fuch terms, as fufficiently to afcertain it to be
a chriftian duty.,

Some might doubt, whether evidence of
this kind alone would be fatisfactory, and fuf-
ficient to bear a man out, in bringingina new
Deity, or at leaft a new object of divine wor-
fhip, unfupported by any precept, or difection,
_Tr“gm Chrift himfelf. « For furely his apofiles
ought to have made known the one or the

other to us, to authorife fuch a pratice. The
example and authority of the Mafer, in fuch
a cafe, would be:above that of the difciple.
We thould be apt'to fay; Chrift never taught
that himfelf was to be worthiped ; nor do
his apoftles fay, that he ever did fo teach : it
is therefore fafelt for us to be guided by him,
But'in truth® we “thall find, that thereis no
clathing between them, in this refpe@. Both
Chrift and his apoftles agree in the fulleft
harmony with each other, that the Fathet
alone is God, and to be worfhiped. Others
only bavc"mifapprehéndea‘ and ‘mifconftrued
~ their words, S E Ce

. . G 3
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SECTION VI
There is no. [ufficient precedent or. example of

pra)mg 2o Fefus Chrift, recorded in. the fwrzt-
ings aj tbe New Ie]iament

Ertain fuppcf-d snflances of rc ltgww warﬂzp
offered to Cbrifl,. .or implied.in the language
ﬁd concerning bimy, in.the baok of the Alts.

A&s i. 24, 25. And they prayed and ﬁzzd
Thou, Lord, which knoweft tl;e bearts.of-afl men,
frew, whether of thefe two thou baft. chofen, that
be may take part of thisminiftry.and apoftleflip.

To thofe, who, from their infangy, have
been accuftomed to hear, and to offer, prayers
equally to Jefus. Chrift, as to God himfelf ;
it is eafy to imagine, that he. is the perfon
intended to be addrefled, whenever. the ame
biguous ufe of a word, as in the prefent in-
ftance, gives a handle to it; and 'they will be
the more apt to catch at fuch inftances, to
countenance.them in their worthip of Chrift,
if they be rarely to be met with., .

The word Lord, Kups, here ufed, in the
language in which St. Luke wrote, is put in-
differently for Chrift, and for other men, as
well as for almighty God himfelf.. Thus
Joh. xx. 13. Mary Magdalene, after Chrift's
death, looking into the fepulchre for his bedy,
fays to fome that afked her what the was feek-

ing,

I T e p——
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G Hmiene; of prajer 10 Clrift. " 8y
dtigo el By Bawe taken away my Lord, <o
wigio i and’ prefently” after, the addrefles a
perfon whom' fhe took to be the gardener ;
Lord, Rope but which we have well tran(-
ated, Sir, if thou bave borne bim bence, 8c.”
“ Ruar, Lord, was indeed the ordinary term
of falatation and refpe@ amongit them, as Sir
1 with'us. Tt was alfo a common honorar
appellation of Jefus Chrift; which God had
dignified him' with, and confirmed to him,
Luke'si, 11, A ii. 36." It was moreover
on'fome occafions, affumed by Chrift him/elf,
89 defioting hiis ‘dignity and authority from
God] ‘_’I@l" xifi. 13. " Apd it was on' the fame
account, the ufiial ftile' of addrefs of his apof-
e to Him, implying their acKnowlegement
,_“d.}k"-ﬂ‘i‘v'irk’ chiraéter and “office. So the
e four, in’the {cripehires, i fimilarly

applied to men, to Chrift, and to God; but
% in the New Teftament it is peculiarly ap-

riated to Chrift.

" But to judge of the apoftles’ application of

the ‘Word™ Lsr, ih tHe inftance béfore us,
whether it be to CHrift orto God; we thould
e ourfelves in their place, and recolle& that
th e itter frangers 'to ‘that’ polytheifm
which now prévails among chtittiins.” They
had'no notton ‘of two or-three diviné perfons,
who were'each'of ‘them God. S6 far ‘from
})cing{iﬁ the habit of praying to divers objects
of 'worfhip, they ‘would” entertain' a harror
of praying to'any but Jehovah, the heivenly
G 4 They
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They knew no other God, befides Jehovah,

who was the fearcher of hearts, whatever high

degree of this knowledge he might have com-

municated to their mafter Jefus; no other
that heard, or could hear, the prayers of his i
creatures  Jefus had given them no open or n
fecret orders to pray to himfelf. If he had z:
done this, they would have been moft care- [
lefs men, and ungrateful to him, not to have "
told it to us.  We may therefore afluredly 5
conclude, that it is not to Chrift, that the .
apoftles addrefs their prayer at this time, be< X
caufe they had no authority for it; and we [
cannot fuppofe them to have done fuch a thin i
of themfelves : and alfo, becaufe the language .
they ufe, thou who knoweft the bearts of all; 2
xag&wyyw;aa mavraov 1S app]icablc to God Oﬂly. %
Is there any being, but one, who knows the 2
hearts of all ? L
Y|

A folemn a& of worthip, in which the PN
apoftles were engaged foon after, will give }
farther confirmation to this reafoning, if any
can be needed ; that Chrift was not zbe Lord,
to whom prayer was now offered. - - :

Alsiv. 24, &c.  And they lifted up their:
voice to God with one accord, and faid; Lord,
thou art God, which haft made beaven and earth,)
and the fea, and all that in them is: who by the,
mouth of thy fervant David baft fard; why did.
the heatben rage, and the people imagine. vair

things ?
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zbmg:s? The kings of the earth flozd up, and
the rulers were gathered togetler, agatnft the
Lordy end againfi bis Chrift.  For of a trath
againft thy boly {ervant Fefus, whom thou haft
anointedy “both Herod ana Pontius leate, with
the gentiles and the people of Ifrael, were gather-
ed'together, for to do whatever thy land and
thy counfel determincd before to be done.  And
now, Lord, bebo'd their threatenings s and grant
untoithy fervants, that with all boldnefs they
may fpeak thy word ; by [tretching forth tbme
band to bealy and that frgns and wonders may be
done by the name of tby woly fervant Fefus !

- The word c¢bild, in our prefent verfion, (a
very improper term furely for the apo&lcs to
have' ufed upon fuch an oceafion) is here’
changed into fervant, which is the true tran~
ﬂatxon for the following reafons ;

- Servant is the fignification of the word
g hcre ufed. univerfally, with very few ex-
ceptions, in the numerous places in the which
it'1s found in the lxx verfion of the old Tef-
tament

‘2. The fame word, i, is tranflated fer-’
vant in the New Teftament, in the following
places, Matth.wiii.! 6. xiv. 2. Lukei. 54,
xii. 45, xv. 26, and vii. 7. where it is ex-
p]amtd by: duxer, ver. 3.

*3:11 do not find the word waic put for child
in the New Teftament, unlefs where the age
is fpecified, or there be fome other circum-
ftances to mark, ‘that it is'a young perfon that
is: fpokcn of; ‘as” Matth, il. 16." Luke ti.
43. viil.
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43. Viil. 51, §4. But Als xx. 9, 12, 14
fhould be tranflated, fervarzt e
. 4. But what puts the point paft all doubt,
ls, that.in this very prayer, the fame word
is  ufed, in: {peaking of David, verfe 2.
o da goparos Aaid 14 waidos o amwy, Who by the
wmouth of David thy {ervant baft Jaid ; as is
ufcd Of Chrnﬂ: hlmfclf s Toy il moidn T8tk
ays masdos and furely it ought to have been
tranflated, in\ the latter m&ances“ as“in - the
former ;. viz. againft thy holy-fervant JJefus, in
the. name of thy hely fervant Fefus. . For the
fame rreafons, .our englithtranflation fhouldbe
amended in- A&s iik. 135i26. and run thus—
Tt be. Gad of Abrabamy Hfaac and Facob;, the God
of our Fathers, bath glorified bis fervant Fefus!
And unto you firfty, God having raifecd up lm
fervant 7rfw, jent bzm to-blefs you.- ¢

i .Here then, in this prayer; the apof’cles ad-
drcfs God, Xugis, (veri 29.) as in the forego=
ing,and thcy calli Jelus-twice his holy fervants

Now what I would infer' hence, is; the
utter improbability that the fame men fhould
a few weeks before have offered up prayer to
him, whom they now declare to-be God's
fervant, as David was; yet moft juftly-dif«
tmguxfhmg him, as his &o/y fervant; in morak
excellency, in dignity and authority from Gody
highly furpaffing David: and, all othcrs of
mankind.

JAnd méreover, what {hould alter them

minds in fo fhort a. fpace, that they thould:
not continue to pray to Jefus, if they hadgone:
it

e r——
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it before? For what they now afked, as much
concerned his religion, and it equally belong~
ed to his department to have interpofed in it,
as that which was before requefted, if he had
had any thing to do with their prayers, if he
had been the perfon to whom they were to
make their fupplications for any thing.

T

- 2G5 5 A&s wvii. 59.
. And they ftoned Stepben, calling upon and fay-
sng, Lord [fcfus, recerve my fpirst !

I fee nothing that can be added, or that
needeth to be added, to what I have faid of
this addrefs of Stephen’s, in a former work.
Sequel, &c. p. 69, &c.

His fingle example, moreover, however it be
underftood, can be no precedent for others to
follow, unfupported by any precept or direc-
tion of Chrift, or the practice of his apoitles.
Not long recovered out of a trance, in which
1 had fecn, the beavens opened, and the fon of
man, ftanding ot the right band of God.: in
fuch a fituation, my imagination heated with
the animating vifionary fcene, and ruffled and
agitated by the ill ufage of the murdering ruf-
fians in whofe hands I was ; I might perhaps
have done, as Stephen did.  But waking, and
with cool reflection, my New Teftament
opened before me, where I'beheld Jefus ever
praying himfelf to the Father, invariably di-
recting thofe -about him fo to do, and never

m
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in the moft diftant manner intimating, that
himfelf was the obje¢t of prayer; where too
] obferved his apoftles, who were commif-
fioned to teach his religion to the world, con-
ftantly praying to God, and not to their Maf-
ter Jefus, and never inftructing men to pray
to any but God ; I'could {urely never haveany
inducement to pray to any but the common
God and Father, of Jefus, and of all mankind.
I know that Luther, and many other wife and
good men, have adopted thofe words of Ste~
phcn, in their lat moments ; ' Lord Jefus,
receive my [pirit!  And Socinus, that chrifs
tian Reformer, in many re(pects more enligh-~

tened than Luther himfelf, might and pro-:

bably did thus recommend his {pirit to Chrift,
at leaving the world, confonantly with his
firm perfuafion, that Jefus, though a' mere
man, might be prayed to: For ic is-related
of his pious daughter, that f(he expired, com~
mending her fpirit to the Saviour (2).  But
the authority of Jefus and his apoftles is to be
preferred.  Thefe excellent perfons, in pray-
ing to Jefus, prayed to one, who never told
them to pray to him, or that he could hear
their prayers. They thould have prayed ac-
cording to his direction, to God, who could
both hear, and help them. And his own ex-
ample is fafeft to be followed in that dark
hour, and at all-hours ; Father, intothy bands
I commend my fpirit ! Luke xxiii. 46,

: SRR R - {2

h(a) Toulmin’s:Meamoirs, page’s 5.
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" A&six. 14. 21.. Aud bere be bath autho-
rity from the chief priefls to bind all that call
on thy name. | - . :

- Is not this be which defiroyed them that called
¢n this name in Jerufalem ?
< In the firft of thefe paffages, a certain dif-
ciple called Ananias, is introduced fpeaking
to Chrift ; who had appeared in a vifion to
him.. The latter, contains a queition afked by
{fome jewith chriftians. Thedefign of both,
is evidently to point out Saul, (who after-
wards took the name of Paul,) as a perfecutor
of the followers of Jelus. The only difficulty
is in the language, whereby St. Luke defines
thefe followers of Jefus ; namely, perfons who
called s upon bis- name; as it is in our englith
tranflation. ' From which, thofe who examine
no farther, take it for granted, that praying
to Chrift was common in the apoftles’ days;
becaufe that is the ufual fignification of the
phrafe calling upon bis name, with us.

_ There are two circumftances which afford
a ftrong prefumption, that this cannot be the
true meaning of the phrafe.

1. For, firft, it is not a true defcription of
chriftians at that time, that they were men,
whoin this fenfe called upon the name of Chrift;
or prayed to him. Becaufe, as we have thewn
above, Chrift never enjoined himfelf to- be
prayed to; but prayed himfelf to the heavenly
Father, and direed his difciples to pray to
him; and therefore, if any did it, it muft
*have been of themfelves, without any leave

or
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or authority from him.- And his apoftles, in
agreement with him, never taught that men
were to offer prayer to their divine Mafter Je-
fus 3 nor ever prayed to him themfelves, St.
Luke therefore, upon this face of things, can-
not be fuppofed to reprefent chriftians under
the denomination of worfhipers of Chrift ;
men who prayed to him. For this would fix
a degree of negligence, and ignorance of the
gofpel upon him, which is not to be itnputed
to {o accurate and well-informed a writer.

2. Calling upon the name of Chrift in prayer,
was not the crime for which thefe men
were perfecuted ; was not that which excited
againft them, the chief priefts, and fuch warm
zealots for the law, as Saul was at that time.
Let them have worthiped Chrift, or prayed
to him ever fo much, it would not have raifed
their fpleen; they would never have been
offended with them, or have difturbed themr
for it. But it was their fpeaking boldly in the
name of the Lord fefus, (as it is exprefled in
this chapter a little lower, ver. 29.) with a
view to convert their countrymen to acknow-
Yege his name, or authority from Geod ; that
gave offence. In fhort, it was openly ac-
knowleging and publithing that Jefus was the
Mefliah; and profefling themfelves to be the
followers of this crucified Saviour ; that foin=-
cenfed the rulers of their country againft them,
as men that intended fo bring his iliod upon
them 5 (A&sv. 38.) which is the very. alle-
gation of thefe rulers againft them.  So that

they
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they did not forbid the apottles, to pray, but
to fpeak or teach in the name of Fefus; (A&s
iv. 17, 18. v. 28, 40, 41.) i.’e. to endeavour
tomake men his difciples.

“Thus it is feen to be a thing quite impro-
bable, that St. Luke fhould in this place, ot
at any other time, denominate chriftians' by
the title of worfhipers of * Chrift, 'or offerers
up of prayer to him. Since he never informs
bs any where, that Chrift enjoined it; nor

ives us caufe to conclude, that he ever prayed
to him himfelf, or knew of any that did pray

1o him,* ©

Moy 4 " -
=i}

“'Our next inquiry will’ be itito! the meaning
rfﬂg ph‘;-a'fe,'- EmIKAALOL I TO .oto,u..'a in the origi..
al ; ‘as' St. Lioke here defines chriftians to be

mbn,"' L;ﬂxa)\a(d.sw; TO VO CE—T0 'ov‘o‘u.d TBTe, '

- It is without all doubt f6metimes to be ren=

dered altively, calling ‘upon the name, &c.

‘and then it is ufed in the' middle voice :
as for example, Als xxii. 16.—arife, and be

[ [ .

baptifed, and wafb away thy fins, calling on the

izame;oj the LOdd—smxa.)\:o'ap.evo; TO OVOp T8 Kuew.

1. & (&) offering up thy prayer to Almighty

1 .(p)‘GrotiusJ upon thjs paflage, having mentioned

that fome M.SS.and the Syriac verfion, read here, calling
bon bis name-—obferves farther upon it; Id alii ad Fefum

erunt : ego rectius ad Deum Patrem. Szpe-enim de-
ativa et relativa refpiciunt aliquid remotius,  Cur

ita cenfeam, caufam vide in iis, qua diximus at Matth.
‘Xxviil. 19. ubi agimus de precibus in baptifmo,
God,
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God, which was the practice in the carlieft
ages, when any were baptifed.

Butin the two inftances before us, ETINEAEO MU
is ufed in the paffive fignification ; and the
right tranflation will be—bere be bath au-
thority from the chicf priefts to bind all that are
called by thy name. Is not this he which de-
Sfroyed them who are called by this name i Ye-
rufalem. :

The language is elliptical ; and probably
to be fupplied by the prepofition xara. Of
which we have continual inftances in profane
authors. Nor are they wanting in the New
Teftament. Thus Matth, xvi. 26. n Juym
avry Enpusal @ and Luke xii. 47. Jagneeros morAmsg,

A ?:arned friend and good critic, has ob-
ferved in fupport of this conftruction and in-
terpretation (2) ; ‘¢ He would give no forced
intcﬂnrctztion to the expreflion, who fhould
tranflate rs emixarspuass 1o ovopa ou, ACLS 1X. i4..
and TOIS EMINAUABAEYOIS FO OVOLAM T Kuew wuwy Inos XPisEy
1 Cor. 1. 2. thofe who are called or furnamed
after thy name; thofe who are called after
the name ¢f our Lord Tfefus Chrifi. This is
no uncommon conftrution of greek pafiive
verbs, and is. to the full as grammatical, as
(Ix&'mol) emiseubnoar Ta Aoyia T fez. Rom. ut. 23
Or oaixovopiay wemiseupmas, 1 Cor. 1x. 17.”

It may be remarked, in farther fupport of
this conftrution, that Patrick, Le Clerc,
Calmet, with many other commentators of

(a) Objections to Mr. Lindfey’s interpretation of the
four firft verfes of St. John's gofpel, p. 60.
note,

i i .+ o i Tl
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note, prefer that tranflation of Genefis iv. 26.
hich makes it ; then began men to Le called by
the name of the Lord and not, as we render
it, then began men to call upon the name of the
Lord. The marginal tranflation of ‘our eng>
lith bibles, which is generally to be preferred,
gives us, 7hcn began men to call themfelves by the
wame of the Lord. The Ixx reads, ros nAmiaty

mm)\ew&az? To ovop.a 73 Kupig,
R
! L]

: ~T-bs interpretation, and manner of charac-
‘the followers of Chrift, as perfons
aniludn% bis name, is countenanced' and con-
firmed by fimilar cxamples, which we meet
with in she apoftles’ writings, conveyed indeed
in different words, but exactly of the fame
import ; which thewtth, that it was a mode.
d‘def’crlptxon very' familiar to them:

“Thus, 2 Tim. ii. 19. amornre 'aro adinize was
¢ ovopeelwy 7o ouopa ypisa® let every one that nameth
the name of Chriff, which anfwess to let every
one that s called by the name of Chrift, d part
SJrom iniquity.  And Rom. xv. 20! gireripspevor

* twapyeilea oy ux oms ovoraaeSn o Xpisost Ibzwe/}rrved
10 preaeh 't be gofpel, not where Chrifd was named ;
ive, not where there were any called by the
name of Chrift, ‘where there were “chrifttans
ﬁlf‘CadV And ]ames T Te ux zToi Bravonmeas To
Xehov Gyopa o' cmiuAndiy e0’ vias 3| do mot they b/a/—
phbeme that bououra&/e name by which ye are
called 2

H 1 Cor.




98  No fufficient example; in the New

1.C08: 1. 55 8

Paul, called to be an apoftle of FefusChrijt,
through the will of God, and Softbenes our bro-
ther ; unto the church of God, which is at Corinth,
to them that are Janctified in Chrift fefus, called
to be fuints, with all that in every place call
upon the name of Yefus Chrift, our Lord; both
thety’s and our’s.

In the original, the laft claufe ftands thus =

TUV AT Tois EminaAspevois To ovope 78 Kugis nuwy Incs
X8 £V WEVTS TOWW, GUTWY TE XL NUwWY. The lane
guage is, the fame with that which we have
juft now been difcuffing, (in Aéfs ix. 14. 21.)
and is to be alike tranflated here, viz.—with
all that in every place are called by the name of

Fefus Chrift our Lord, both their's and our’s; .

or, our common Lord. For the apoftle ma-
nifeftly ufes it as a periphrafis for chriftians,
fynonymous with feveral others, at the fame
time introduced by him.

And moreover, for many of the reafons
above afligned with refpect to St. Luke, our
apoftle cannot be fuppofed here to define
chriftians, as a fe who offered up prayer to
Jefus Chrift ; becaufe he has no where made
this their diftinguithing characeriftic; but
quite the reverfe. For he has no where taught
that prayer was to be offered to Chrift by his
followers. He has given noinftance of him~
{elf or others praying to him, except one on
two very ambiguous ones at beft. I fthould

rather

.
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rather have faid, fuch as are either in truth
no addrefles at all to Chrift, but to God ; or,
ST Chrift, fuch as by no means argue him

to be the object of prayer, or are precedents
- for others to follow.

The apoftles’ falutations at the beginning
and ending of their epiftles, have been ina~
gined by fome perfons to favour the dotrine
of praying to Chrift. I fhall produce the dif-
ferent famples of each, from which we fhall
beft be able to judge of theintent of the writers,

- Greetings at the beginning of the epittles,

Rom. i. 7.°1 Cor. i. 3. &c. &ec. &c. Grace
be to you, and peace, from God our Fatber, and
the Lord TFefus Chrift.

1 Tim. 1. 2. Grace, mercy, and peace, from
God our Father, and Chrif# Fefus eur Lord.

2 Pet. i. 2.  Grace and peace be multiplicd
unto you, through the knowlege of God, and of
Fefus Chrege our Lovd.

2 Johiwer. 3. Grace be cith you, mercy and

eace from God the Fatber, and from the Lord
Fefus Chrifty the fon of the' Fatber, in truth
and love.

Jude, ver. 2. Mercy unto you, and pecce, ard
lovey ‘be multiplied.

Revelat. i. 4. Grace be unito you, and peace,
Sram bim who is, and who was, and who is to

H 2 come 3
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come s and from the feven [pirits whick are be+

Sfare bis throne, and from Jfefus Chrift the faith~
JSul witnefi. '

~

Farewel-falutations at the end of the epiltles.

Rom. xv. 35. The God of peace be with you all,

— xvi. 24. The grace of our Lord Tfefus
Chrift be with you all.

1 Cor. xvi. 23, 24. The grace of our Lord
Fefus Chrift be with you, My love be with you
all in Chrift Fefus. e

2 Cor. xill. 14. The grace of the Lord Tfefus
Chrift, and the love of God, and the communion
of the holy Spirit, be with you all.

Gal. vi. 18, Brethren, the grace of our Lard
Sefus Chrift be with your fpirit.

Eph. vi. 23, 24, Peaee be to the brethren,
and love with faith from God the Father, and
the Lord Yfefus Chrift.

Colofl. iv. 18. Grace be with you.

1 Tim. vi. 21. Grace be with thee.

2 Tim. iv, 22. The Lard fefus Chrif} be
with thy fpirit. . Grace be with you.

Titus 1ii. 1§.  Grace be with you all.

Philem. ver. 25. The grace of our Lord
Sfefus Chrift be with your fpirit.

1 Pet. v. 14. Peace be with you all that are
in Chrift Fefus.

3 Joh. ver. 14. Peace be to thee.

If men had not been difpofed beforehand,
through the force and tinge of former preju-
dices, to multiply to themfelves objects of

worthip,
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Worthip, they never would have efpied any
thing 4n " thete forms of falutations, in which
Chuft is named, to countenance their offer-
ing up prayer to him. For they are not
withes for any thing directly to be recciv-
¢d from him; but each of them contains a
general with of all the bleflings of the gof-
pel, couched in the moft concife 'manner, as
is the ufual method of epiftolary writings.
In fhort, they are imperfet kinds of prayer,
which require in fome fuch way as this, to be
made out and compleated. Thus, Grace be
t0 you, and peace, from God the Fatber, and
Jrom our Lord Ffefus Cbrift, would have been,

if written more at length ; ¢ I pray God to
grant, that ye may be partakers of that grace,
- {favour) and peace, (perfet happinefs) which
he, the Father of all, has beftowed on us by Je=
fus Chrift.” In the fame way, that valedictory
falutation, 2 Cor. xiii. 14. is to be fupplied.
The grace of the Lord “fcfus Chrift, and the love
of Gody and the communion of the boly [pirit; be
with you all: i.e. ¢ Ipray God that ye may
be all partakers of the favour, which his love
has beftowed upon us by Jefus Chrift, and that
ye may fhare in the extraordinary gifts, and
2ll needful affiftance of his holy fpirit. In like
manner, 2 Tim. iv..22." The Eaord fefus
Chrift be with thy [pirit. Grace be with you ;
if written more fully, would hdve been; ¢ I
pray God, that the gracious motives,of the
gofpel may be thy guide and fupport, and that
the divine favour made known to us by Chrift
may belong to you all.”

: -2 The
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The Lord Fefus Chrift, in this laft inftance,
is put for his gofpel; the do&rine which he
delivered from God to men, which is capable
of affording the higheft comfort here, and
qualifies them for a virtuous happinefs with
God forever. It is a frequent way of {peak-
ing with our apoftle. Eph. iii. 17. He tells
the perfons to whom he writes, that he prays
for them, that Chbrsft may dwell in thesr bearts
by faith: every one muft perceive that he
means his holy doétrine, not Chrift himfelf.
The fame is fignified, in like manner, a little
lower, in the fame epiftle, where he fays, iv.
20. Ye have not fo learned Chrift. So alfo,
Philip. iv. 13. I can do all things thro’ Chrift
wbich ftrengtheneth me : not Chrift himfelf
acting upon him, but the powerful motives
.of the gofpel. See alfo, Hebr. xiii. 8. It is
likewife language countenanced and ufed
by our Saviour himfelf. Joh xii. 32. 3 lit=
tle before his death, alluding to the happy
confequences of it to the world, he fays, 4nd
I, (a) when I fhall be lifted up, (i. e. on the
crofs) will draw all men unto me.  He {peaks
here not of any agency of hisown, but of the
effets of his gofpel ; by which many would be
induced to become his difciples. Bp. Pearce
paraphrafes this latter claufe— ¢ 1 will by the

(@) Not if 1 be lifted up, asour tranflation has it, as
though it were a doubtful event, xayw eav vwlw ex Tng
st but eay here is when, as is tranflated, 1 *ohn iii, 2,
oidapey d¢ ors sav pavegulng we know that when be fhall
appear,

gofpel
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! gofpel convert multxtudes, -and bring them
“ﬁﬂmto my kingdom.”

Perhaps by putting a fimilar cxamplc, it
will ftill more eafily be feen, that thefe forms
of wrmng, can by no means be confidered

in the light of addrefles by prayer to Chrift.
It has been the opinion of fome learned men
amongphnihans, as it had been of fome jewith
writers, that Mofes, like Enoch, was tranf-
lated to heaven without feeing death. Let
us then only fuppofe this to be true, which
Y do not affirm ; and that Jofhua, Mofes’s
fucceﬂ'or, inftead of that fine exhortation to
his. countrymen before his death, (Jofh. xxiii.)
fhould have written an epiftle to the Ifraclites,
and prefaced it thus ; ¢ Mercy and peace be
(o auy from. Febovab. gur. Gody and.Mofes our
Dzlz-verer. Would any have thence. con-
cluded, that the man Mofes was to be. raycd
to and Worfhxpcd as God ? I fuppo(g not.
They would have taken it only as a pious
wifh, or prayer of the good old man for them,
to God,, that they might enjoy the. bleffings
he had promifed them by Mofes, Why then
conclude any thmg more intended here ?

of. the doxologies applied to FJefus Chrift in
tbe New Teftament.

It was natural for the apoftles and firft
preachers of the gofpel, who had feen and
known their lord and mafter Jefus, and been

H 4 fo
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fo highly'preferred, and dxﬁmgux(hed by hlm,
to be continually making mention ‘of “him;
and firiving to bring all perfons equally with
themfelves, to love and revererice him, aé
above all others, and’ next to the heavcnly
Father, ‘deferving the gratitude, veneration
and'eftéerh of the whole human race, " They
gould feldom fpeak, or think 6f God, but the
loved and honoured name of Jefus would oc-
cur, and became aflociated with it, as the in-
ftrument under him of the greateft bleflings
tomankind ; by his voluntary labotrs and fuf-
ferings,’ to recover them to virtue and theif
true happinefs. But altho’ they knew, that he
was not {uffered to remain among the dead,
like the teft of mankind, but was fpeedily
teftoréd to life, ahd advanced in the nearer
Jprefence and favour of God; they did not
think this intitled him, or put him in a capa-
city to hear their prayers. For we never meet
with any prayer or addrefs made by them to
him, after he had left this lower world, un-
lefs when he was reprefented in a' vifion as
prefent, which' was the cafe of Paul and Anz-
nias. A&s ix. 4, 5, 6, 10, 15. XXii. 17, 21.
And fomcthmg of the fame kind may well be
prcfumcd as has been fhewn, in refpe&t of
Stephen. Acs vii. 59. The like may be faid
of that emblematic defcnptnon of the homage
due to this glorlous and innocent fuﬁ'crer, %n
the caufe of truth, and of God ; Revel. iv. 8,
9, 10, &c.* The four living creatures, and tbe
Jour and twenty elders; fell down before tig’
Lam
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“ Lamb, baving every one of them barps; and
golden vials, full of odours, which are the prayers
of the faints. And they Jung a new fong, fay=
ing ; Thon art worthy totake the book, and fo
open ‘the feals thereof : for thou waft flain, and
baft redeemed us to God by thy blead, vut of every
kindred, and tonguc, and people, and nation'y
and baft made us wnto our God, Rings and

priefts, &c.

His difciples indeed, and others oftentimes
worbiped him their lord and mafter, when he
was alive and with them upon earth ; yet it
was not with a divine religious wbrﬂnp, but
fuch as was ufually paid to perfons of high
ftation and faperiour wotth 5 as the fervant,
(Matth. xviii. 26.) fe/l down wid worﬂuped bis
Jord, and king Nebuchadnezzar (Dan. ii. 48.)
N upon bis face, and worfbiped Daniel.

But it muft be owing to a very confufe
and indiftin& way of thinking, when from
the wor(hxp paid to Chrift on fuch occafions,
and in fuch circumftances, as thofe above-
mentioned, it is inferred, that heis to be wor-
fhiped and prayed to at all times. It'is the
like abfurch?, as it would have been for an
Ifraelite to have maintained that they were [
gay religious worﬂnp to David their king,

ccaufe in one place it was written ; And all
the congregation bleff'd the L O R D (Jehovah)
the God of their fatbers, and bowed down their
heads, and worfbiped the L O R D (Jehovah)
and the kmg (Davxd) 1 Chron, xxix. 20.

Th_e
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The true conclufion to be drawn from the
condut of the apoftles in this matter, is, that
they had no conception of the blefled Jefus,
knowing their thoughts, or hearing their pray~
ets, unlefs when upon fome extraordinary oc-
caftons it was given to him, and he was per-
mitted tomanifefthimfelf as prefent with them.

If the prefent be the reading of that per-
plexed paflage, Revel.i, 4, 5, 6; whoever
has that love and veneration, which will ever
be due to the blefled Jefus, cannot hefitate in
admitting the latter claufe in it, as a doxology
to him, viz. Unto bim tbhat hath loved us, and
awafbed us from our fins in bis ewn lbiood, and
bath made us kings. and priefts unto God and bis
Fatber 5 to bim be glory and domimion for ever
and ever.

But this, and that other, 2 Peter iii. 18.
To bim be glory both now and for ever ; are the
only doxologies applied to Chrift in the New
Teftament. And they are to be interpreted
in the fame way with the falutations from
Chrift, treated of in the foregoing chapter ;
as a brief and fummary form of prayer, in
which God is undetftood to be addrefled, fo
to direct and overrule the affairs of the world,
to do honour ta Jefus, that all men may re-
ceive his gofpel, and be made virtuous, and
happy for ever, by it. '

2 Cor. xii. 8, 9. For this king I befought
the Lord thrice, that it might depart from me.
And




Teftament, of prayer to Chrif. oy

And be faid unto me 5 My grace is fufficient for
thee : for my firength is made perfelt in weaks
wnefs. Moft gladly thercfore will I rather glory
in.my infirmities, that the power of Chrift may
reft upon me. '

" To know whom our apoftle here addreffes
bimfelf to, we muft confider the whole of
the hiftory with which it is connected.

It was St. Paul’s fate, as of his great maf-
ter before him, to be ill ufed and oppofed by
many of thofe whom he fought to ferve and
to fave. Io the church, or chriftian focicty
at Corinth, which he himfelf had firft plant<
ed, there fprung up a party adverfe to him ;
confifting moftly of jewi(h members, who
were difpleafed that he did not require. the
heathen converts to conform to the law of
Mofcs.' “They therefore endeavoured to de-
preciate his charagter, as ignorant of the chrif-
tian docrine, and as one who had thruft him-
felf uncalled, into the office of an apottle,
And to them were joined fome of the heathen
converts themfelves; who were diffatisfied with
our apoftle, for his want of that eloquence,
which they had been ufed to ; and for fetting
no value on their falfe philofophy, which they
had already begun to mix with the do&rines
of ‘the gofpel. This conftrained him unwil«
lingly to make mention of himfelf, of his
difinterefted labours, and fufferings for the
truth, and of the extraordinary marks of the
divine approbation, which he had received,
in the wonderful revelations that had been

! vouch-
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vouchfafed to him. And yet he modeftly
thecks himfelf, as if he had gone too far, in
barely hinting at fuch thingsin his own com-
mendation ; and therefore tells them; that
though fome of them” might defpife him for
it, he was not lefs thankful for a vifitation of
ariother kind, a bodily infirmity, which he
calls a thorn in the flefb, a meffinger of Satan,
with which he had been afflited by divine
providence ; and which he looked upon as not
more than fieceffary, to keep him humble, in
the midft of fuch extraordinary favours from
heaven. And it is ingenioufly conjetured (a),
that this infirmity was fome paralytic diforder,
and the natural confequence of the fplendour
of thofe divine vifions, with which he had
been favoured, too great for the mortal frame
to fliftain unhurt; which had affe@ted ‘his
tountenance and organs of {peech. (Sce and
tompare Gal. iv." 13, 14. 1 Cor. 1. 3. 2
Cor. x. 10. : ‘ \

This could not but be a gttat afflition to
him ; but chiefly as he ‘might apprehend it
would hinder 'his fuccefs in preaching, and
fpreading the gofpel of divine truth: for which
only he defired to live. ~ He therefore natu=
rally turned himfelf for rélief, to the almighty
being, to the L O R D, Jehovah, the God of
his fathers, the Maker and Governour of the
world." “He had been accuftomed to pray to
no other from his youth, His divine Mafter

(a) Farmer, on the Demoniacs of the New Telta-
ment, page 18, 19. ' '

Jefus
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Jefus had not taught, or commanded to pr.
mawoma,mmhk&u)wqwhmﬁg
And in befeeching the Lord thrice, he feems to
have had in his eye the example of the holy
Jefus, in his'diftrefs of fpirit, the night be-
fore he fuffered ; when he is recorded, three
feveral times, with deep earneftnefs, - to have
prayed to the heavenly Father, and was beard,
(Heb: v. 7.) for bis piety, an angel from bea-
wen being fent to firengthen him. Luke xxii.
43. His faithful apoftle alfo was affured of the
favourable acceptance of his prayers, in- the
like miraculous fort, by a voice from heaven ;
or.in what ever way foever were conveyed to
}um, thofe words, which he here repeats ;
viz. My grace is fuficient for thee. q. d. < It
is fufficient for you, that you are affured of
my favour and protection. Qaly do your duty,
and leave the relt to me. For my ftrength,
Sovapisy (85 made perfelt in weaknefs.” (a) 1. e.
the extraordinary divine powers which will be
occafionally continued to you, for the confir-
mation of the truth, will be more confpicu-
.ous during your prefent bodily indifpofition.
For whilft you are able to heal others, but
not to heal yourfelf ; it will be more evident
that you act by a power not your own, nor
under your own direction; but from God only,
- L have explained this prayer, as being offered
to God alone : that he is zbe Lord, to whom the
pious 2poftle had recourfe. But fome are in-

“{a) The term, duvapic, in the New Teftament, is com-
monly ufed to fignify miraculous works and powers.

duced



v1o No fuficient example, in the New

duced by an expreflion that follows, to ima-
gine that he prayed to Chrift ; becaufe he
calls the dffiftance now promifed to him, zbe
power of Chrift.

But there appears to me no fufficient ground
for this interpretation. For the power of Chrift
may, very properly, and agreeably with the
ufual ftile of the New Teftament, fignify the
power of God, difplayed in fupport of thegof-

el of Chrift; and not the aét of Chrift himfelf,

Thus he fays to his difciples ; Luke xxi,
¥4y 1§. - Settle it therefore in your bearts, not
to meditate before, what ye fhall anfwer. For
T will give you a mouth, or wifdom, which all
your aduerfaries fhall not be able to gainfay, or
refy/?. But he thus expreffes the fame promife 3
Matth. x. 19, 20. When they deliver you up,
ke not anxious bow, or what ye fball [peak. For
32 is not ye that [peak 3 but -the fpirit of your
Fatber, that [peaketh in you. And Mark xiii,
Y. it 15 not ye that [peak 5 but the boly fpirits

Hence we learn that Chrift does any thing 3
it may be faid to be effe@ted by his power 3
when it is done by the fpirit, or power of
God,. in fulfilment of Chrift’s promife.

So he tells them, Joh. xiv. 13, 14, What«
Jaever ye fhall ofk in my name, that will I do.~=
If ye fball afk cny thing in my name, I will do
s¢. But a little after in the fame farewel-con=-
verfation with his difciples, he adds ; xvi. 23,
In that day ye [ball af me nathing. Verily
verdly, 1 fay unto you; whatfoever ye foall a/i'
the Fatber in my name, be will give it yous

Obferve

- TN S — —




Teftament, of prayer. to Chrift. e
Obferve here alfo ; that when Chrift faid,
that at his difciples’ requeft, he would caufe’
miraculous works to be done in confirmation
of the gofpel ; (for thefe are the things which
he here fpeaks of, which they were to afk in
his name) he explains himfelf, that he did'
net thereby mean that he himfelf thould do
the works, but his heavenly Father: who
would realize this his promife to them.

“In like manner, in his laft difcourfe withr
his difciples, which principally turns upon
the miraculous power for the propagation and
fupport of the gofpel, which would be be~
flowed wpon them ; which power he diftin-
guithes, by the names of the Comforter, (or
rather, the Advocate), the Spirit of truth, the
Holy Spirit ; and fpeaks of it as a Divine Per-
fon ; hefays, John xvi. 8. I will fend bim
unto you : xvi. 264 wbom I will fend unto you
Jrom the Fatber. And Peter, with the other
apoitles; preaching to the jews, concerning
this holy fpirit, or miraculous power, on the
very day of Pentecoft, when it was firft given
to the apoftles, tells them ; AGs ii. 33. that
Yefus, baving recesved of the Father, tbe pro-
mife of the boly [pirit, hath fhed forth this (di-
vine power of fpeaking divers languages),
which ye now fee and bear.

Bat Chrift himfelf alfo fays, John xiv: 16.
I will pray the Father, and we will give you
another comforter.. Andver. 26 ; the comfor=
ter,which'is the boly fpirit, whom THE FATHER.

will fend in my name,
So
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So then, according to this -his own moft
expre(s interpretation, when Chrift {poke of
his fending this divine power to his followers,
be did not thereby intend to fignify any act
of his own : but it was fpoken by him, in the
name of God, as his prophet, and fent by him
to ﬁgmfy, that God himfelf would furely ac-
complifh that which he had promifed in his
name. And this we fhewed above, was a
very ufual form of fpeech with God's former
meflengers, the ancient prophets.

From all thefe inftances, we are led to con-
clude, that the power of Chriff, in the paffage
under confideration, » dueuis 7s xprse the pow=
er of doing miraculous works in confirmation

- of the gofpel ; which was here promifed to

the apoftle Paul, in anfwer to his prayer;
was not any thmg to be dire@ly and imme=
diately derived from Chrift ; but from God,
in fulfilment of his gracious promifes by
Chrift, and for the fupport of his do&rine s
and therefore no conclufion can hence be
formed, that Chrift was the Lord, whom
Paul befought or prayed to, at this time,

The like interpretation is to be made of that
power of our Lord Fefus Chrifi, which St. Paul
fpeaks of 1 Cor. v. 4, 5. In the name of our
Lord Fefus Chrif}, when ye are gathered toge=
ther, and my fpirit, with the power of our Lord
Jefus Chraft ; to deliver fuch an one unto Satan,

Jor
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Jor the defiruction of the flofb, that the [pirit
may be faved in the day of the Lora fefus.

We have here an example of the difcipline
and practice of chriftian focieties or churches,
in the apoftolic times, founded on that in-
jun&ion and promife made by Chrift to his
apoftles, in the name of Almighty God;
(Matth. xviii. 19, 20) Again I fay unto you ;
that if two of you [ball agree on carth, as
toucbing any thing that they (ball afk, it [ball
be done _for them of my Father, which is in
beatien. * For where two or three are gathered
together in iny name; tbhere am I in the midft
of them. e
‘Amidft that variety of miraculous works,
by which the truth of the gofpel was at firft
_confirmed, it pleafed the divine providence
fometimes to interpofe for the immediate pu-
nithmentt of fcandalous offenders amongft it's
profeffors. This feems to have been wifely
ordered ; to deter bad men fromi adjoining
themfelves to the followers of Chrift; and to
g-revent any immoral praétices among them-
elves, which might have brought undeferved
difcredit on the truth of God in thofe early
times, and hindered its reception in the world.
But this power of infliting punithment on
fuch perfons, was not a thing to be exercifed
at the diferetion of private chriftians ; no not
even the apoftles themfelves. Nor indeed
were any miraculous powers at their abfolute
command, to be ufed as they pleafed; but
only when they had an extraordinary direc-

' I tion
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tion for it.. And this feems to have been ges
nerally fignified to thém, by fome impulfe
made in their minds, in their prayers to God ;
by which it was made known to themy -that
fuch a power in a particular inftance,. would
be given them. .This, the apoftle, James,
{peaking of the atual exetcife of it,. calls 5
(v. 15.) the prayer of faith. And our Saviour
himfelf refers to it, in his exhortationto ‘his
difciples, Mark xi. 22, 23, 24. .
This extraordinary power, in the prefent
inftance, to be ufed for the purpofe of chrif=
tian difcipline; is that which St. Paul is here.
treating of, and directing the procefs, (4) how
it
(a) The procels, according to the apoftles’ dire&ion,
was as follows. - When the fociety was affembled for

chriftian worfhip, they were to offer up prayer, ina fo-"

lemn manner, to Almighty God ; and befeech himy that;
if the perfon, openly and fcandaloufly offending, could
not otherwife be prevailed upon to quit his evil pradtices ;'
that it would pleafe him, the merciful Father of his crea-

tures, to vifit him with fuch feverer difpenfations, as he'

fhould fee to be effeétual, to bring him to a.penitent fenfe
of his crime, and to forfake it ; that he might pot finally

perith----T6 deliver fuck an one unto Satan, for the deflruc-
tion of the flefb, that the [pirit may be [aved in the day of ‘the’

Lord Fefus. :
This prefent punifhment of wicked chriftians, by the
extraordinary power of God, was of courfe confined to that

firft period of the gofpel, when alone fuch extraordinary
divine interpofition took place, It is here ttiled, the deli~
wering a-man unto Satan, for the punifpment of the flefb s,

according to the popular language, (So Satan is faid to
have entered into Judas, Luke xxii. 3.) and the vulgar no-

tion, that a good God could not be the author of pain and”
fuffering : but that it proceeded from a Being wholly evil,

and
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it was to be exercifed upon one of the fociety,
who had been guilty of a great (a) enormity,
4 e N T X7 r
nﬁlf‘ : " to and delighting in nothing but evil ; who
h: o draw inpocent creatures to fin, and to in=
i@ difeales and mifery on them. But a founder philofoe
phy and more exat inquiry into falts, and into the fyf-
tem to which we belong, has difcovered to unprejudiced
minds, that there are no traces or appearances of any fuch
evil being in the world of nature around us; but that
there is a general benevolent defign, manifeft throughout
all things, even in thofe that at firft fight appear evil and
g‘ﬁ ievous 3 and the whole univerfe is not unworthy of
a Being perfe@tly pood. And it might be fhewn, thag
ﬂ"ﬂjﬂ writings, which reveal to us the mind and will
of God, and the methods of his government, fall in with
this amiable charater of the great creator, and of his vifi~
ble works : and moreover, that they give no juft counte-
nance to the belicf of any fuch evil being really exifting,
whom we' call tbe Devil or Satan : but that when fucha
being is named, as he fometimes is named; the facred
writers ufc the term, in conformity to the ignorance and
prejudices of the times in which they refpeétively lived,
T‘,u'sifoi' inftance, Chrift and his apoftles, ufe the com-
mon language of the times, in fpeaking of fome particu-
lar difeafes, as if they were owing to devils, or demons,
asit fhould be tranflated, i, e. the fpirits of the dead, pof-
fefling men’s bodies, and tormenting them, although there
_mever was any fuch thing as thefe poflefions. But the
whole took its rife from the idolatry and fuperftition of
the heathens, who believed their deities, which had been
formerly men, Jupiter, Apollo, &c. to be invefted with
fuch powers, after death. -
(@) Tewas a man’s living in inceftuous commerce wit
his father’s.wife ; not while fhe was his father’s wife, for
then the -g' flle would have called it adultery, and not
fornication 5 but after the had divorced herfclf from him.
This St, Paul fays, was a crime that was not even among
the gentiles ; i. e. thole of Corinth, the grecian gentiles ;
to whom he writes. But it was but too common, and
far from having any ftain of infamy upon it, among the
Petfians and Egyptians.

$ I2 and
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and was abetted in it by fome amongft them?
. And he calls it, 2be power of our Lord Fefus
Chrift; not as implying any immediate act of
Chrift, but as it was the power of God exert-
ed in fupport of his gofpel. I find Bp. Pearce,
on the place, paraphrafes it; ““the power which
our Lord Jefus Chrift left to his church.” ©

That I may omit nothing, which may tend
to illuftrate thefe parts of feripture, which:
have been thought to*favour the"do&rine of
praying to Chnft; I would add, that fome
learned men, very converfant in the feriptures.
of the New Teftament, have thought, that
‘there was good caufe to believe, that during
the continuance of miraculous powers to chrif-
tians, there was fome kind of immediate agen~
cy and dire&ion, committed to Chrift for
their benefit : as we find, in fa& that he did
particularly manifeft himfelf, and interfere in
the direction of the apoftles, in fome inftances.
And that therefore, under this particular pre=
fumption and perfuafion, St. Paul, to whom
he had often {o manifefted himfelf, might
fometimes be led to pray to him, on-efpecial
occafions : himfelf and others {0 praying to
Chrift, if ever they did it, being prompted
to it by fome fecret impreflion made upon
their minds: but that ordinarily, and atall
other times, they made their fupplications
only to God. ,

If any thould prefer this way of interpreta~
tion, as affording a jufter and more fatisfac~
tory folution of the language of the New Tef«

tament,




?Wmm, of prayer to Cbrift. miy
tament,“in fome places, concerning Chrift
it {carce needs to be obferved, that it holds
forth/no precedent for praying to him now.
For " thofe miraculous powers, and Chrift’s
immediate interpofition and agency, whatever
it'was, were to laft only during that firft age
of our religion, being fixed and limited (a)
to it exprefsly by himfelf, in that parting de-
claration to his difciples ; (Matth. xxviii. 20.)
fo, T am with you alway, even unto the end of
the age.’” And in fa&, from that period, for
thvéfa Taft 1700 years, we know of no miracles,

or'any of any appearance of Chrift, which we
émui&ptnd upon, So that to pray to Chrift
now; is to pray to one, whom we have no
warrant {o to addrefs, either from himfelf, or
llit'npdﬁlcs s nor ‘any caufe whatever to be-

, -l‘}wﬂt'rthat he hears uys.

0 L TTED
IS "' . i
S0 % o
sy Theﬁ' Wi. 11, Now God bimfelf, even
: our Fathier; and our Lotd Ffofus Chbrift, direét
our way unto you.

.1+ This pious defire of the apoftle, feems not
k1_;nhlu:: his general falutat:on, at the begin-
ningof his epiftles; viz. Grace be to you, and
peacefrom God, our Father, and from tke Lord
Fefus Giril.

A little before, (u 18.) he had mentxom;d

his intention, of going to thefe Theflalonians,
gnce and. again 5 but Satan ({ays he) hindered

{2) Sce-above, ‘pag. 79.
13 uss
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us ¢ i. e. the perfecuting jews, or fome othef
enemy ; whom he calls by the name of Satan.
In this paffage, he devoutly withes, or prays,
for the remova) of every obftacle to his defign
of vifiting them in perfon, and preaching the
gofpel, as he hoped, with fuccefs, among
them. And it is to be confidered, as a brief
unfinithed prayer, adapted to the ftile of epif-
tles, or familiar converfation. Had he ut-
tered it in a2 more formal manner, it might
have been ; ¢ I pray God, our heavenly Fa-
ther, to favour me with a profperous journey
to you ; and that it may turn out to.the ad-
vancement of the gofpel of our Lord: Jefus
Chrift.” :

God dire@ed the apoftle’s way, when by
his all-ruling providence, he difpofed allthings
for his fafe arrival amongft them. Jefus Chrift
is oftentimes put for that divine truth of the
gofpel, which he taught to men. (See above,
pag. 102.) And therefore Chrift might be
faid to dire¢t the apoltle’s way, when the
belief of the gofpel was promoted by his
coming, and preaching to them.

So, as it feems, would the chriftian peo-
ple, to whom St. Paul writes. underftand him,
when he talked of Chrift dire@ing his way
to them. As he had never taught them that
Chrift was to be prayed unto, they would be
far from thinking that he himfelf would atk
any thing of him in prayer. ' And fo would
chrifiians of later times have underftood him,

if they had not unfortunately been nurfed in
the

1!

el B R came i
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md‘ praying to other Pcrfons, be--

almighty Father; and therefore eager:
to lay hold. of every twig, however weak and
flender,. that' might f&cm to fupport fuch a

Mhit T

‘wedg vl oo ]

- The fame i mte.rpre:atnon is to be given of 2’
Thefl. ii. 16, 17..-Now our Lord Fefus Chrift
bimfelfy, and God, . evenour Fatber, which bath
levedusyand bath given us everlafling confolation:
and.gaed bape through bis favour, comAt your
bearts, ,Gnd eﬂab/ /b ;ou, n e'vexy goad word
swdorke .

(a2 (4 30 0900

g bae o '; 7 baw | 8%
,f_-hgThﬁﬁ] Wi.12, 28, And the Lord make
Jouto ingreafe, and abound, in love one towards
anotbery .and towards all men s even'as we do
tawards you : - To the end that be may " eflablifb
your bearts tmblammble in bolincfs; before God,
even, our "Father, at the coming of our Lerd
Fefus. G&n/}, fwztb all bis faints.
l "I’hcﬁ' ity 6. ..idnd the Lord dired your
bﬂa(,z}; into the /ove af God, and into the patzeﬂt
waitug for-Chrifl,

Iﬁ‘h thefe.and the like paflages, in the writ=
mgs,of the New Teftament, where the word
Kugyoss Laard, occurs, promifcuoufly applied to
God and te Chrifly there can be no difficulty
in determining to which of them it belongs ;
where any are careful to diftinguith betwixt
the ereator and the creature, betwixt Jehovah,
T v I4 the
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the fovereign Lord of all, and fole objeét of
religious adoration and prayer, and Jefus whom
he cxalted (A&s ii 33, 16, ver. 31.) and made
#0 be Lord. " If we do not carry this neceflary
diftintion along with us, we fhall often be
in a wood and confufion, in perufing the writ-
ings of the apoftles; more efpecially their
epiftles, which are written in 2 loofer and more
carelefs way. They never.-imagined -there
could be any ground far caution, or:referve,
in the promifcuous application of the fame
word, Lord, already in ufe, to the fupreme
Father of all, to Chrift, and to other men ;
as it never entered into their conceptions, that
any of their brethren, then, or in after-times,
thould make a God of, and worfhip and pray
to their honoured Mafter, Jefus; fo' lately
born, living and dying amongft them; tho"
foon raifed to life, and to higheft honour be-
fore God. ’Tis to be hoped, that the time is
not far off, whem all chriftians, will open their
eyes to fee ; that there is not the leaft founda-
tion, in the precepts of Chrift, or the prac-
tice of his apoftles, for the religious worfhip
of him; and when the proteftant world efpe=~
cially, will look upon praying to Jefus, in
the fame light of an unfcriptural, unwarrant-
able will-worthip, as the praying to his mo-
ther Mary ; now practifed by the Papifts, and
once equally praiifed by themfelves,

1 Tim.
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jaindig 1 Tim. i, 12,

<X thank fefus Chriff our Lord, who bath
enabled me, for that be counted me faithful ; put-
2ing me snto the miniftry.

-~ One worders to fee repeated ftrefs laid on
fuch a paffage as this, to prove that Chrift is
the object o%rcligious worfhip. It was furely
moft becoming, and natural, for ope of fo
-warm a difpofition and feelings, as our apof=
tle, fometimes to break forth into fuch grate-
ful recollection of the Lord Jefus, and expref-
fions of his obligations to him, from whom
he had received fuch extraordinary perfonal
favours ; without being fuppofed thereby to
deify him, or to make him the object of wor-
fhip and prayer ; without even fuppofing him
to have any knowlege of what he faid and
thought. A

“'But the little foundation that there is for
fach conclufions, will perhaps more eafily be
feen, by putting a fimilar cafe. If, on the
Sappofition formerly made concerning Mofes';
that he was tranflated, like Enoch, into hea-
ven, without feeing death’; his difciple, and
fucceflor, Jofhua, had faid, after the removal
of that divine lawgiver into the other world ;
I thank Mofes, my lord and mafier, who bath
zmpowered me, for that be counted me faithful,
20 be the leader and judge of Ifrael. Could this
have beeninterpreted as any religious worthi
of Mofes in his fervant Jofhua, or as authori£
ing it to the Ifraslites? affuredly it would
haye been looked on as no more tian a mark

of
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of high regard, and .grateful refpect for his
memory ; more efpecxally when there appear-
ed no evidence of any injunctions from Mofes,
to worhip himfelf ; but moft exprefs ones,
to worthip Jehovah alone, and no other. But
fuch language is undoubtedly to be coniltued
in a different manner, when ufed with re<
{peét to God.. For then it implies a fenfe of
hls awful prefence and infpection of the heart,
which belongs to him alone and 1s.a propoq
aét of divine worﬂnp b SR o

" Thofe who are. fg dllxgent o notc “thefe l1t~
tle femblances of prayer to Chrift, would,da
well to-obferve. the very: different language
uled by ourapoftle,  when he fpeaks of prayeg
to God. Philip. i. 3. 4. I thank my. God fan;
al] Jyour, (kmd) rememémme of me; a/qu;s, n
every prayer of mine for you all, making requeft
with joy = Colofl. i, 3. We give thanks.ta
God, even the Father o} our Lord Fefus Chrift,
praying always for_you. ; Eph. i. 15, &c.
cez_z/é not to give thanks for you, .making mens
gion of you in my. prayers; that the Gop oF oUR
Lorp Jesus CuRrIST, the Father of glorys
may girve unto you the [pirit of wifdom, 8c. i,
13. . For this caufe I bow my knees unto the
Father of our Lord fefus Chriji—tbat be would
grant you, according to the riches. of bis g/ary,
20 be Jirengthened with might by bus fpirit snthe
inner man ; that Chrift may dwellin your bearts
6y faztb &e. &,

No

- — et ity -
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No language fimilar, or approaching to
this, is.ever applied-to Chrift. But furely,
the offering up of prayer to him, if a chrif=
tian duty, fhould ‘have been marked out in
terms equally pointed and ftrong;; as it was
quite ‘a novelty in the world ; a thing to
which ‘the jews were. unufed ;- pay, which
they would otherwife look upon as idalatrous
and the heathen converts would ftand in need
of information concerning it, to guide them
in their devotions. 1 would add, that our
fervent and fincere. apoftle, would not have
been wanting to fpecify it in the plaineft
terms, without any ambiguity, if he bad be~
lieved Chrift to be the object of prayer: he
that in his farewel addrefs'to one of his con-
gregations, ‘was bold to fay; (Ads xx. 26,
27.) d take you to record. this day, that Iam
pure from the blood of all men. . For I bave nat
founned to declare unto you all the counfel of God,

\ 3

THE
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" THE CONCLUSION. +

T. Luke, in his hiftory of the firft plant.
ing of ‘the gofpel, after the recital of a
miraculous cure wrought by Paul and Barna-
bas, at Lyftra, upon a man who had been a
cripple from his birth ; proceeds thus in his
parrative ; (A&s xiv. 11, 12, &c.) And when
the people faw what Paul bad done, they lifted
up their woices, faying in'the fpeechof Lycaonia:
<< the gods .are gome down to us in tbe likenefs. of
men.”  And they called - Barnabas, fupiter;
and Paul, Mercurius, becaufe be awas the chief
Jpeaker. ~Then the pricft of Fupiter, who (i..e.
whofe temple or ftatue) was defore thesr city,
brought oxen and garlands unto the gates; and
would have done facrifice with the peaple. Which
whben the apoftles Barnabas and Paul heard of,
they rent their clotbes, and ran in among the
people 5 crying out, and [aying, Sirs, why do ye
thefe things? (not we alfo are men of like paf-
Joons (a) with you : but) we alfo are men like
yourfelves 5 (or, of like mortal nature with
your~

(2) The words, ouoieradeis vuiv, fignify, being poffefled
of the fame frail mortal nature as yourfelves ; or, liable to
the fame wants, ficknefs and death, Thefe idolaters
faid, that Paul and Barnabas were gods. St. Paul replied ;
no: we are mortal men like yourfelves. In the common
meaning of the word paffisns, it would have been very
ftrange, and have il] anfwered the apoftle’s purpale, to
have {aid ; we are men of like paffions with you.

The term here ufed is the fame by which Elias is def-
cribed omoiomalns, James v. 17, concerning which I had

~ rematke
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youtfelves) and preach unto you, that ye fhould
tarn from thefe wvanities unto the living God,
awbich made heaven; and earth, and tbe fea; and
all things that are therein.

From what has been delivered in the pre-
ceding pages from the fcriptures concerning
Jefus - Chrift; we cannot entertain a_doubt,
but that if he had been in the fame fituation
with thefe two apoftles, he would have aGed
the part they did, and with the fame fervent
zeal,  have forbidden the prieft and’ people of -
feringincenfe to himfelf ; and would have told

remarked in another place, that it ought to have been
tranflated, Elias was @ man of like nature to us, and not
Jubjeét ta like paffions, as weare ;' which, as we commonly
underftand the word. paffisns, was contrary; to_the apof=
tie’s delign to have mentioned, contrary to fact, as well
as contrary to the true fenfe of the word, This propofed
amendment of our englith tranflation is thus criticifed by
Mze. Burgh, in his ¢ Inquiry into the belief of the three
firft centuries, refpeting.. (what he calls) the one God-
head of the Father, Son,and Holy Ghott,” p. 217. ¢ The
greek word, in the original (fays this. gentleman) is
omosomaldns v, The terms of which this is compound-
ed, I need not fet before the greek reader, 'and the mere
englith one can receive no benefit from having them ftat-
ed.  Suffice it then to fay, that it is impoffible to turn
this word into literal enghth, otherwife than our verfion
has done it.”’ But does not Mr. Burgh either knowingly
tmpofeon his englifh readers, or betray great unfkilfulnels

' in the greek language, to leave with them his literal eng-
lifh, asthe true englith and meaning of the apoftle’s
words? On numberlefs occalions, this gentleman fhews
that apergiay Tns wvfodxns towards his opponents, right
or wrong, which the late Dr. Jortin would have chrif-
tened, the being poffeffed with a cavilling demon.  Several
saftances of this unfortunate fpirit immediately follow
that juft quoted from him,

L themg
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them, that be was a man like themfebves, who
claimed no divine honours from them: but;
that there was one living and true God, ‘the
creator and author of all things, whom they
were to worfhip alone, and whom he came
to make known to them.
- It has' moft ftrangely fallen out, that the
two things, againft which this heavenly teach=
er would feem to have ufed particular and
fufficient precaution to guard his followers, I
mean (&) the deifying and worfhip of himfelf
and his mother Mary ; fhould have been the
grand errors and corruptions, which fprung
vp carly, and infected all his followers, ex-
¢ept the jewith chriftians and their defcens
dants; and which have been now for many
ages, and ftill continue to be the charalterif-
' tic

(a) Whoever attends to the words of Chrift, will pera *
ceive him continually declaring with great piety, his de«
pendance upon God for every thing; and ftudious upon
all occafions to guard men againft undue thoughts of him=
felf ; againft looking up to him, as having, or being any
thing, of himfelf, butthat all he had and was, came from
God. Joh. v. 19, 30, twice, in the fame breath as it were,
he confefles, that he had no powers, that ke could do no-
thing of himfelf. vii. 16. that his doétrine was not his own,
but God's, whofe meflenger he was. vi. 57. that he was
the meflenger of the living God, and had his being from
him, and was fupported in life by him. Butl muft pro-
duce at length the firlt meflage he fent to his difciples
after his refurrection, when he would affuredly ufe no
referves in telling them who he was, and where with great
picty he declares, and in the plaineft and ftrongeft terms, |

that he was a creature of God, and one of the human
race.
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tic'diftin&ion of moft of the great and flou-
rithing churches ‘of the chriftian world.

- That fuch defection from the worfhip of
the one living ‘and true God, when once fet
on foot and eftablithed, fthould remain for
ages, is not at’ all to be wondered at. For
the bulk of mankind have always been prone
to'embrace a fenfible obje&t of worthip, efpe-
cially to worthip men like themfelves ; as'1t
has fomething familiar in it, ‘requires lefs at-
tention of mind, and creates 1¢{s diftrirbance
within, than the idea of an awful navifible

race. Joh. xx. 17, Fefus faith ;—goto MY BRICTHREN,
and [ay unto them 5 I afcend unto MY Fathery aisd XOUR
Father, and to MY God, and YOUR God.

\As to his ‘mother Mary, fhe is pafled by, one would
almoft fay, with a ftudied indifference and neigle®t, n
the gofpel-hiftory. So that one would hardly' think it
poffible that chriftians thould ever.have icome t» worthip
and pray to her. But tho’ the {criptures give n o counte=
nanceto'it, it was a very natural tranfition, vyhen 'men
oace began to call her fon Jefus, God, 'and to worthip
and pray to him ; to deify and worfhip his mcither alfo,:
The learned know what violent difputes there have for-
merly been about the propriety of that fhockin g phrafe,
the mother of God 5 whether it thould be given to Mury or
not. When once you leave the doltrine of thie Divine
Unity, laid down in the Scriptures, you know r 1ot where
you fhall ftop. The progrefs of idolatry and pi ofanenefs
in this refpe&, cannot be more ftrongly marked , thanin
a treatife publithed in the middle of the laft c entury in

France, anddedicated to the Queen-Regent, wit b the ap-

probation of the Doctors of the Sorbonne, w.hich was
tranflated by that eminent Divine, Dr. Clagget, 1688,
The title of the book, ¢¢ Anabridgment of the prer ozatives
of ‘St. Ann, Mother of the Mother of God—that s Gad’s
Brandmother, as 1 find written in my copy of the t ook,

=1 being
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being ever prefent with them. And where
the civil power is called in to give its fanétion
to any religious fyftem whatfoever, and re<
wards annexed to the profefiors of it, witle
fines and difcouragements to thofe who diffent;
truth ftands but an ill chance to get an hear-
ing, fthould fhe be haply on the other fide ;
and what is thus once wrong, is likely fo to
continue. : ;

_But the point of difficulty is, to account
for the introdu¢tion of the worfhip of other
perfons as Gods, into an inftitution from hea<
ven, purpofely given, as here exprefled, zo
turn men _from thefe vanities to tbe living Gody
awho made beaven, and earth, and the fea, and
all things that are therein. For fome may
hence be irclined to think unfavourably of its
firft founder, and his apoftles, as if in their
teachings, and the records they left behind
them, they had not been fufhiciently clear
and explicit, upon that which was the pri-
mary obje& of their miffion. And it muft’
be own:d, that this is a very patural furmife,
to any one who furveys the diflenfions and dif-
putes of chriftians, from the days of Athanafius
and beyond, to the prefent hour, about thefe
capital points; viz; whether Jefus was God
or man ; and whether he was to be prayed to
and worfhiped, or not: each difputant alleg-
ing the words of fcripture for himfelf, and
contending that it makes for him. ,

But it is a fatisfaction to find, that thereis
no juft caufe or handle given for fuch difputes,
in
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in the words of Chrift, or the declarations
P - and fentiments of his apoftles. There is no

diverfity, or contradiction there. For Jefus
alwaYs appears, and declares himfelf, and
‘was declared by his apoftles, and taken by all
that converfed with him, to be one of the hu-
" 'man race; a devout worﬂ’npcr of ]ehovah,
the heavenly Father;"and an inftruter of
others how beft fo worthip him.  This idéa
of Chrift preferits itfelf every where. I fhall
‘make no apology for producing the apoftle Pe-
ter’s firft Sermon 5 becaufe it 1s fo full to the
point, and aﬂ"ords a kind of evidence very dc-
cifive, but not commonly attended to.

“T'he occafion was fuch as would have drawn
out our apof’de to {peak without referve, if he
bad had any thing new or important to re-
veal on thefe fubjeds. It was but a few
‘weeks after the death” and refurrection of Je-
fus ;- at their great feftival ; at a time, when
the facred hiftorian tells us, (A&s ii, 3. )
there were dwelling at Jerufalem, devout men,
out of every nation under bhéaven.

What does the apoftle fet himfelf to teach
thefe men ? Has fne any different obje@ of
worﬂnp to propofe to them ? any other than

novah, the God of their fathers § :
oes l%tcll them, that the aftonithing
m‘lrac]c ofe influence at the very moment
thby heard and experienced, in his being able
to make himfelf underftood by them who had
never learnt their refpetive languages ; that
thxs betokened any thing of the kind concern-
K mg
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ing Jefus; that he was to be recognized as
the fupreme God, or as the firft created {pirit,
and under-creator of all things! What is the
real account of their Meﬁia%x, Jefus, which
Pcter would lay before thefe men, to be car~
ried into their refpe@ive countries ? fur molt
of them, it may be prefumed, had come up
to Jerufalem, purely to attend the paflover and
the prefent feaft of Pentecoft. ,
Learn from his own words.

Ver, 22, 23, 32, 36. Yemen (a) of If-
rael, hear thefe words ; “fefus of Nazareth,. a
man (‘a ) approved.of God among you, by miracles
and wonders, and figns, which Ged did by bim
11 the midft of you, as ye yourfelves alfo knew :
Him, being delivered by the determinate counfel
and foreknowlege of God, ye bave taken, and by
wicked hands lave crucified and flasn.—~This
Fefus beth God raifed up 3 whercof we all are
witnefles —Therefore let all the houfe of Ifrael
know qffuredly, that God bath made that fame fes
Jus, whom ye bave crucified, both Lord and Chrafi,

At fuch a feafon, f{peaking to men, whom
he might never fee again, and who, many of
them, probably, might never more be in the
way to receive any information concerning

(2) Avdotg~—=avdoa—the fame word is ufed for ‘the

Tfraclites, as for Jefus. If then the Ifraclites were men 3
Jefus was a man alfo. This can no other way be gotten
over or fet afide ; but by the hackneyed unmeaning fies
tion, an' diftin&ion of a human and divine nature in one
Perfon : a diftinétion which makes the holy fcriptures of
no ufe to prove any thing ; and by which one might juf-
tify all the fables of the heathen Gods,

- his
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!;i_s_l_a,_tc_.- wanoured Mafter, Jefus, we may be af~
fured, that he would not fpare to give them alf
needful inftruction.  And what does it amount
to? Itis this: that Jefus, who had been bred
at Nazareth, was a2 man highly favoured of
God ; whom their rulers had unjuftly put to
death : but God had teftored him to life, and
had given full evidence. that he was their
great promifed prophet, Meffiah, their kiog.
Our Lord and his apoftles are certainly to

be cleared of fpeaking ambiguoufly or ob-
fcurely on this point, in the general tenour of
their difcourfes.  Still however the difficulty
recurs ;. whence fhould have arifen; that wide
difference among the followers of Jefus con-
cerning him, which began after the times of
the apoftles, and has now fubfifted for very
many ages; that while fome, (whofe number
as miuch increafed of late) look upon him
only as 2 man, fach as his apoftles generally
chara&erize him : the far greater part reckon
him to be the fupreme God ; or a being next
to him, and the creator of all things under him?
- I have had no fcruple to remark before,
-what is true in fa@, that the deviation from
the truth of the gofpel, in this and in other
_poiats, had its origin from the firft heathen
.converts to the gofpel, who grafted their po-
1'-tﬁcifm‘u.én it;, which has fince long borne
fo-much unhappy fruit. We fhould all of us
however, come much nearer to an agreement
in thefe matters, if we could bring ourfecives
0 take up the fcriptures as another book,
- K 2 withe
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without any formed opinion of any thing con
tained in them; and bend our endeavours to

find out what was intended by thofe who firft
_c'omPofe‘d thofe writings.

I fhall mention two unavoidable caufes of
obfcurity in the facred writings, which re=
uire diligent ftudy and applicarion to remove,
1. The firft is not peculiar to thofe writs
ings, but belongs to them in common with
all others, compefed in former ages, and in
a different language. 'And it arifes from'pe-
culiar idioms of fpeech, and allufions to dif=
ferent manners and cuftoms, in different coun-
tries ; which will always'make difcourfes that
are plain and eafy at the time to the natives,
hard to be underftood in remote times and
countries. :

Thus, the prophet Haiah, in beautiful
imagery borrowed from their ancient hiftory
of the firlt creation of the world, but' not
intelligible, becaufe not attended. to, by ‘or-
dinary unthinking readers ; defcribes the new
eftablithment of things, and reformation - of
mankind, by the gofpel, as a wew creation,
(If. 1xv. 17.) Bebold, I create new heavens,
and a new earth : and the former tbings flalt
not be remembered, ndr come into mind,

And St. Paul has been much miftaken by it
not being confidered, that he adopts the fame
imagery and allufion, in his lofty defcription
of the power of Chrift, or the effects of his

gofpcl,
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gofpel in.changing the difpofitions and: man-
ners. of 'mankind : when he fays, (Co-
lofll i.°16.). . By: him were all things created,
that are in beaven, and that are in earth, vifible
and invifible, whetber they be tlrones or domi-
wions, or principalities and powers: all things
mere created by bim and for bim.
. That St. Paul could not intend to treat
here of the fir(k creation of all things, befides
other (‘2) reafons that might be given, we had
a proof a few pages back, where we found him
telling . the men of Lycaonia; that it was zhe
bving God, and not Jefus Chrift, who made
beaven and earth, and the JSea, and all. things
at are thereiy. Py AL
+ 'But how dark and even contradiétory would
fuch paflages of feripture as thefe appear, with-
out a diljgent ftudy and comfarifon of one
part of fcripture with another ?

2. The other fource of obfeurity is pecu-
liar to Chrift and his doétrines: and it arifes
from the manner in_which he taught men
their duty and the will of God. 7

For he did not, like Mofes, lay down a
fettled code of laws, in which each mans du-
ty was marked out with preécifion and exact-
nefs; fo as not eafily to admit of any miftakes:
‘But this laft and beft teacher of men, dealt
qut much of his heavenly inftruétion, -in fa-
miliar difcourfz with thofe that reflorted to
himy or fell in his way: which gives greater
. ]‘i-fe and force to his precepts, but at the famg
(a) Seg..a_ Sequel to the Apology, &c. py 477- |
% K3 o, time
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134 Canfes of the obfiurity of the Scrip;ure:}
txmc demands great attention, “that we do ﬁot
miftake him; as his difcourfe was always dc-
commodated to the circumftances’ and cha-
rafter of the perfon he was converfing' with,
and adapted to the particular occafion.

Let us take for an example his. dialogue
with Nicodemus, a man of learning,” and ‘of
the firft rank in his country. 'He came to
Jefus, convinced by his miraculous works,
that he ‘was a divine prophet. " Joh. iii. ‘3.
Raébz, we know that thou art a teacber wme
Srom God ¢ for no man can do thefe miracles
that thou doft, except God be with bim. New
verthelefs our Saviour’s low appearance, and
taking upon him no worldly pomp or powery
grc_]udlccd the man againft believing him to

¢ their great expected prophet, the Meffiah 3
the charaéter' which Jefus however affumed,
and was from the firft univerfally conﬁdered
fo to do, by the nation.

On thefe accounts this perfon reforted pl’l-
vately to Jefus; to avoid being reckoned i
the number of his followers: yet full of re~
fpect for him, and with great curiofity to
know fomething farther about him and hig
prctcnﬁons

What now was to be doné with fuch am
one, who was well informed, and had good
difpofitions, but was kept back by fecular fears
and confiderations from embracing the truth#
Obferve the divine wifdom w}th which our
Saviour replies to him, ver. 3. Yefus an=

Jwered and faid unto bim berzly. verily, I jfay
unto
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unta thee; except a man be born from (a) above,
he:cannat fee the kingdom of God. The language
is highly figurative ; yet eafily underftood to-
imply; that his difpofitions muft be intirely
changed; he muft become of a beavenly tem-
per, renounce all views and expeétations of
this world, its riches and fplendour, if he
would belong to the Meffiah’s kingdom.
When the Ruler was pofed and confounded
with: this an{wer, {o contrary to all his former
ideas, and thwarting all his favourite hopes ;-
Fefus faid again ; ver. 12. if’ I bave told you.
earthly things, and ye believe not 5 how flail ye
believe if I tedl you of (&) beavenly things] i. e.
if it befo hard for you to underftand fuch ob-
vious points, a8 1 have now mentioned, con-
ing the change of temper and inward dif=:
pofition neceffary for becoming my difciple :

_-_“(gk Nat born again, but, born frem above. So the

‘word is tranflated, a little lower iii. 31. o avwley eoxope-

vos, ba that cometh from adove. So alfo, James iii. 17, #
avalev copicry the wifdom from above ; ané in other places,
" (&) By a way of fpeaking the jews were accuftomed ta,
things difficuls, .known only to God, are faid 12 be in bea-
wen'; and 10 go up to beaven, is to be acquainted with the
fecret defigns of the Almighty. Deut. xxx. i1, 12,
Zhe commandment which 1 command thee this dsy, 1s not bid-
den from thee, neither is it far off. It is not in heaven, that
hot fhouldeft fay, who fhall go up for usto heaven, and bring
32 to us——., So alfo to be'in heaven, t3 be in the bofomn
gf't/)e' Fathery was eafily compiehended by them, to fig-
gifﬁ the having an extraordinary knowlege of the divine
will ; and t0 come down _from heaven, was to have authority
or commiflion from God, to revcal his will to men ; fuch’
as John the Baptift, and the ancient prophets had as well
@ Chrift, shough inferior to him.

K 4 how



136 Caufes of the obfcurity of the Scriptires.
how will you be able to comprehend me when
I fpeak of 'things ftill more diftant from
your thoughts ‘and  apprehenfions ? Thefe
-things, he goes on afterwards to'point out to
him ; namely, ver. 14, 15; 16 that~him-
felf, their Meffiah, the favourite of heaven;
was to {uffer an ignominious death : that his
fufferings, by which the truth of his divine
niflion and do&rine would be evinced, would
be the means of bringing all mankind, equally
with jews, to be the people of God, and to
Jive with him for ever! :

He then fubjoins ; ver. 13. Arzd no man
bath-afcended up to beaven, but be that came
down from beaven, even the Son of man which
75 in beaven ; 1. e. *¢ altho’ I appearia plain
ordinary man, I am favoured with the fulleft
communications from God, above alliothers.”
Or, in ftill plainer words ; ¢ mean as my fi-
gure and pretenfions are as to this weorld, I am
neverthelefs the Mefliah.” For various well-
known reafons, our Saviour feldom in fo many
words told men directly that he was the Mef-
fiah. In the prefent inftance, he feems to have
delivered himfelfin this figurativeindire¢tman=
ner, well underftood however by the man he
fpoke to, that he might not make him haftily
declare himfelf for or againft him, but to give
him fcope and opportunity of ferioufly confi-
dering the matter. And it feems to have had
1ts effect. :

That
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- fThat the language ufed by Cift was far
from being fo abftrufe to the jev, as it ap-
pears to usy is fhewn in the note, p.35, and in
other places ; and they would siev conclude,
from it, as fome of us are apt'to¢ through
ignorance or inattention, that Jus was in
heaven at the time he fpoke, or ut he had
Jived and had a being with Go before he
was born upon-earth. -

v Some may object to all this; hy are we
not taught religion anid our duty in ainer lan-
guage ? * To which the anfwer it You are
taughtyour dutyinplain language. bery thing
neceffary to beknown is clearlylaid cwn. This
difcourfe of Jefus with Nicodemu was not
ntended to teach you direftly any ting : but
¥s recorded to-make you acquaintewith his
manner of inftruting thofe that cam to him :
from which much light and benef may be
derived to you, tho’ you are not thy perfon
for whom it was firft interided. ) '
#.vMoreover fome degrée of ‘obicurity ir out
Lord’s converfation with thofe that canc in
his way, is to be expected by us, and by all
that live in countries and times at a diftance
from :thofe tranfactions. * For' he muft {peak
in the phrafe of the country, to be intelligi~
ble to thofe he converfed with., " And his be-
ing intelligible to them would caufe fome ob-
fcurity to us, till we become acquainted with
the idioms of the language, and the cuftoms
of thofe times. - .

% el . But
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. But wehould: be careful not to- build ih-
portant fas on the peculiar idioms of a lan<
guage, orgurative expreffions only ; but on
plain declations, and the whole tenour of a
difcourfe hiftory.. I mean fuch important
fa&s as tie ; whether Jefus was a man, or
the firlt cated fpirit, or the fupreme God.
Thofe phfes, in the hebrew language, I
came fortkrom the Fatber, I am: came tnto the
world, Iime down from keaven, I had glory

with the lather before the world was, have

been.fhen to-be fuch as in an infetior degree;,
might hz been ufed of John the Baptift, or
the apofts, as well as by Jefus himfelf.- His
countryrn, the jews, and his apoltles, that
beard ouSaviour ufe this language, did not
concluddrom it that he was any other than
a man. For they afterwards cantinued ta
treat hir, andto fpeak of him as fuch. We
thoald herefore take care to inquire into the
resl meaning of the feripture-language, in the
£nfe :n which it was. delivered by Chirift, and
not fiffer ourfelves to be impofed upon merely
by the found of words, or mifled by our con=
trary idioms -and forms of {peech. - And it
would:be well to have the peculiar phrafeolo=
gy of.the hebrew and eaftern diale@, particu=
Jarly pointed out andiexplained; in fhort notes
and references, in our bibles, for the benefit
of englith readers, that they may thereby be-
come intelligent in-the facred: writings, and
learn to interpret them for themfelves.

Bu¢,
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But vain will be all endeavours to rectify
thc Mtﬁments and practice of chriftians, in
our own country, with refpect to the true
charater of Jefus Chrift, and the fole wor-
fhip of the one only living and true God, the
Father ; whilft thofe fpunous paflages or
wrong tranflations of fcripture, - are fuffered to
femain in our englith bibles ; which call aloud
for amsndment, as all the learned are agreed,
fome few prejudiced perfons excepted.

The following paffage from Ifaiah, in our
prefent tranflation, contributes greatly, to give
W'rong impreflions concerning God and Chrit.

‘Afaiahix. 6. Unto us a c/)z/d 15 given—and
ﬁu name fball be called, wonderful, counfellor,
the mighty Gop, THE EVERLASTING
FATHER."In what manner itis to be re@i=
ﬁed and amended, was thewn above, pag. 71

A&s xx. 28. Inftead of — Feed the clurch of
God, which te bath purchafed with bis own
Blood': 1t thould be ; Feed the church of the
- Lord, wbich be bath purchafed with his own
blood.

Rom. ix. 5. Inftead of—of whor,—Chrift
came, who is over all, God blefled for evere—It
fhould be ; of whom Chrift came. making a full
ftopthere, and then going on—God, who 15 over
all be bleffed for ever.  Or; of whom Chrifp
came 5 whofe (i. e. the Ifraclites) #s the God
over all, who is bleffed for ever,

Philip. ii. 6. Inftead of—wbo being in the
Jorm of God, thought it not robbery to be equal

with God : It (hould be ; who being in the /on}
9
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of God, was not eagerly'defirous to be like utite
God, i. e. to difplay the divine powers which
were given to him. |

1:Joh. iit. '16. - Inftead of — Herely perceive
we the love of God becaufe be laid down his
Iife for us: It thould be ;—Hereby perceive we
Jove, becaufe be Iazd down bis life for us.

1 Joh. v.7, 8. Inftead of —There are three.
that bear record in heaven ; the Father, the
Word, and the Holy Ghoﬁ and thefe three
are’one : and there are thrcc that bear wit-
nefs in earth, the fpirit, the water, and the
blood : and thefe three agree in one: It thould
be s—For there are three that bear record
the fpirit, the water, and the blood; and tbc_’/e
#hree agree in one.

Revel. i. 11. Inftead of—/aying, I am Alpba
and Omega, the firft and the laft; and what
thou fiefl, write in a book : It {hould be ; fa)-.
ing; what thou feeft; write in a book.

Ordinag Englith readers (hould be appri«
fed of thefe corruptions of the original words
of the facred writers, and wrong tranflations
of them : becaufe otherwife, one fingle ex-
preffion of the above kind, will be apt to be
decifive with them, and overturn the whole
evidence and current of the facred hiftory to
the contrary ; which throughout bears tefti-
mony, that Jefus was a man and not Geod,

On account of the various prejudices in
which chriftians are bred up in the prcfcntf’catc
of things, it-will-be needful to remind them
of fome other common mlﬁnterpretatxons of
the words of {cripture. " They
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They fhould be told, that our Saviour’s in-
jun&ion, Matth. xxviii. 9. to make difciples
of all nations, daptifing them unto the name of
the Fatber, and of the Scn, and of the boly Spi=
ri¢, can never with any ground of plaufibility
be underftood to fignify, that the Son and
holy Spirit are God, as the Father is God :
becaufe the writer, St. Matthew, never be-
fore, in his hiftory, makes mention of Jefus,
but as of a man born, living amongft them,
dying, and reftored tolife ; and fpeaks not of
the {pirit as being any thing but the power
‘of God ; and therefore can never be: fuppofed
to mean any thing different in this place,
‘where he mentions them. It is moreover
utterly unlikely that he fhould inculcate fuch
a dorine, if it were true, barely at the end
of his hiftory, and in fo curfory a way. And

~toreover, we find no ftrefs laid on this parti=
cular form of baptifing. It'is not mentioned by
the other evangelifts. And St. Luke, in the
A&s, when he tells of perfons being-baptiled,
fays, that it was only in the name qg Fefus.

Chriftians in thefe days thould ao be made
acquainted with the powerful arguments
which are brought, to perfuade and convince,
that by the Worp in the beginning of St.
-John’s gofpel, is not to be underftood, Jefus
“Chrift; but the mighty Word, Power, or Wif-
dom of Ged, by which the world was made, and
‘which was afterwards in a high degree com-
municated to Jefus Chrift, and dwelt in him.

Reafons
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changed, at all hazards; for that ifyou make
any material alterations, the whole fabric of
chriftianity might be in danger d falling,
And therefore they hold it a duty to onformto
them, however erroneous ; and conlude that
the almighty being cannot be difplafed with
the fpeculative -infincerity of his creatures;
when prompted to it by fuch moives, and
for the obtaining of fo good 2n end .

Every one fees where this way ofreafoning
and acting upon it, leads. It conemns our
anceftors for that degree of reformaion from
the errors of popery, which they obtained
200 years ago; and would have cafined us
now. to” the worthip of a piece ofvread or
wafer-cakc as the fupreme God, at:he tink-
ling of a bell, or with a lighted tapr before
it, to point out where the Deity wasifted upy
or where he was laid repofed, and but up in
a box.

Error muft thus increafe and mutiply for
ever. For it muft always be equaly wrong
and bad to oppole what is once efablithed.
Surely, if things are fo, it were beter never
to difturb ourfelves, and inquire atall ; but
g0 to Mecca with the caravan.

Experience however fhews, thatthe up-

" holding of known error, and of rrational

doctrines, in the chriftian charch, paticulacly
refpecting God and his true worthip, s taught
by Jefus, operates quite the contraryto what
this reafon for not removing them uppofes.
For it contributes - to difguft and to urn men
mtirely from the gofpel. This is neorioufly
the
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the cafe inder the church of Rome,’ where
‘they go b far as to make it a'mortal fin even
to doubt of any of their articles’ of faith
In Italy md France efpecially, the greater part
of profeﬁ:d Catholics as they call themfelves,
. dmong tie upper ranks and the learned, are
alfo protffed unbelievers or atheifts. This
15 alfo kiown to be a growing evil among
ourfelves And will any fay, that it is a good
ftate of e chriftian’ church, where all out-
wardly omply with its forms, and profefs
themfeles chriftians,” while few believe one
tittle of he truth of the gofpel ?

Whata learned and' worthy confeffor, and
fufferer or the truth, has very lately'advanced,
in his leter addreffed to Bp. Hurd, () de=
ferves' tk: ferious notice of alk.

- If, ashe afferts, and produces ftrong’ argu-
ments: fe it not eafily fet afide ; if the whole
chriftiarworld has been paganized in the point
of religius worfhip, from the fourth century ;
if, whit we have been declaiming for two
centurie paft, againft the Romith Churchg.as
the Marnf Sin, and Antichrift, we and all other
proteftat civil eftablithments of chnﬁxamty
are founl to be anticbriftian ; there is affuredly
a call fo fome farther Rcformation among us, _

(a) A ltter to the Right Reverend the Jiord. Bifhop of
Litchfieldind Coventry ; wherein the . importance of the
propheciciof the New Teftament, and the nature of the
grand apotacy predi@ed in them, are particularly and im-
partially onfidered, By Edward Evanfon, A. M. Lone
don, printd for B. Law, Avemary-lane, 5777. T

0




W3, be addid 1o the jbregai}zg wworks

“Page 29. 1. 3. Infert——ii. 22. Peter ex-
prefsly calls Jefus, @ man, of Nazareth, who
had received high extraordinary powers from
Almighty God.

A note to p. 31. 1. 6. ¢ Quelle profonde
fagefle dans fes difcours! -quelle prefence
d’efprit, quelle finefle, et quelle juftice dans
fes refponfes !”

Lettre @ M. de Beaumont; p. 109,

P. 142. 1. 9. from the bottom=—

 Infert

Hebrews i. 2. Inftead of—by whom alfo he
made the worlds read—for whom allo be
made the ages. —Vide Sequel to the Apology,
p- 486. 488. where this is confirmed to be
the true fenfe of the paflage.

' Sg_ge Jew literal mifickes and leffer bmgﬁom
the reader is defired to corredt with big pen as
e goes along.
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