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ADVERTISEMENT. /

HE fir/t part of the following Remarks on the ufes
of the definitive article in the Greek Text of the

New Teftament was printed in the [econd Fafciculus

of the Mufeum Oxonicnfe. A Supplement to the Re-
marks was at the fame time promifed to be publifbed

in the third Fafciculus of the Mufeum. But as many

learned friends concurred with the Editor in thinking
that the Remarfs contain a wvery valuable acccffion to
the evidences of Chrift’s divinity, he was unwilling to
detain the Supplement, which excmplifies the Rules of
the Remarks, any longer from the publick, and bas there-
fore prevailed on Mr Sharp to permit bim 1o publifh it
with the Remarks. He earne/tly wecommends them
both to Mr Wakefield’s moft deliberate confideration.
To Mr Sharp’s Remarks and Supplement he has
JSubjoined a plain bifforical proof of the divinity of Chrift
Jounded on Chrift’s own teftimony of himfelf attelted

and interpreted by his living witnefles and enemies,
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the Jews,—on the evidence of his trial and crucifix-
1on, andon the molit explicit declarations of the A-
poitles after the Refurreftion of Chrift. What ap-
peared to bim to be a fubflantial and unanfwerable ar-
gument, he bas, in this little exercife on the [ubjel?, én-
deavoured to render an eafy and popular pioof, of our
Saviour’s divinity. It was printed feparately for the ufe
of the unlcarned part of bhis parifhioners, arnd is fubjoin-
ed 10 this treatife for the convenience cf other unlearned

readers, and _fuch as may not bave much confrdered the

Jubyelt.

DURHAM, Ngv. 31798,
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% TO THE
: Rev. MR —

CONCERNING THE USES OF THE GREEK ARTICLE
o IN THE NEW TESTAMENT.

Old Fewry, London toth “fune, 1778+
DEAR SIR,

K/ \’ HEN I look upon the date of your laft oblig-
inG letter, I am much athamed that I have o long
‘negleed to acknow!ied ge the receipt of it. The truth
18, | began a letter a fe,w days afterwards; but recol-
leCting that I had written on the fame {fubjeé (viz.
the ufe of the Greek article s and copulative xa) to
very lear ~ed friend, ot a oreat diftunce in the coun-
xry, I was wiliing to wait for his anfwer. left it thould
oblige me to make any alterations in my rules; and
0, indeed, it :7: yroved; for he objected to my firlt
Tule (as it was cien ﬂcued) and has cived feveral ex-
‘ceptions to it, which - -“rught fufficient to fet it
‘entirely afide: but tIllS I am convinced, 1s going too
dar, and wouid be s.: iz uvy to truth. The ufe there-
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fore, which I have made of my friend’s objeftions,
has been, to correct my rule, and add to 1t fuch li-
mitations as might include the feveral exceptions,
cited by my learned {riend, as well as others, that
are fimilar to them.

The waiting for my friend’s an{fwer and the necel-
fary corretions in confequence of it, together with
a variety of other engagements, has prevented me
from complying with your requeft {fo foon as I could
have wifhed; but I fhall now {fubmit to your confi~
deration and candour, the rulesin queftion; and beg
that you will be pleafed to favour me with whatever
examples may occur in the courfe of your reading,
either as exceptions to invalidate the fr/# rule, or as
proofs to eftablifh and confirm it. The reafons of my
recommending the firft rule more particularly to
your attention, is, becaufe it is of much more con-
fequence than any of the reft, as it will enable us (if
the truth of it be admitted) to corret the tranflation
of feveral important texts in the prefent Enghith ver-

fion of the New Teftament, in favour of a fundamen-
tal article of our church, which has, of late, been

much oppofed and traduced, I mean the belief that
our Lord Jefus Chrift is truly God.

RULE L

When the topulative xar conneéts dwo nouns of the
Sfame cafe [ viz. nouns (either fubflantive, or adiellive;
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or participles ) of perfonal defcription vefpeling ¢fice,
 dignity, affinity, or conneclion, and attributes, propertics
or qualitics gaacj or ill'} if the article &, or any of iFs
cajes, preceeds the firft of the faid nouns or participles,
and is not icpeated before the fecond noun or participle,

iy

the laiter always relates to the fame perfon that ic ex-
prefled or defcribed by the firf2 noun or participle ; 1. e.
it denotes a further delcription of the firft named
perfon, as—xou ehepamevasy aviev, wes TON Teprov KAT xwgoy
20 PANELY 3ol [BASITELY. Matt. 1{11 22 And again Euvroy:e

25 O Seeg KAT Tarnp 78 nupiz npwv Ince Xoise, O Iatne tev oix-

b

Tigrwy KAI Seex waons wapanmoses. 2 Cor. 1. 3. This laft
fentence contains two examples of the firfl rule.
Sce alfo in 2 Cor. x1. 31, O Geo: KAT f;rcz?np TE UGS V(D
tnoz Xflfz o:?gv, &c. Allo 1n Etph. vi. 21, Tuxwes O aya-
TN cx?s?x@ag KAI 7isog dicerovo; ev KUOIW. Alfo 1n Heb. iii. I,
reravenoale TON agosuncy KAL apxiepea mis oporoyics nuwy Incey
Neisov, &c. See alfo in 2 Pet. i1. 20,~cv emiyvages LTOT
xvpis KAI oolpos Inoe Xoise, &c. And again in 2 Pet. iii.
D ot TV Twy @TCTONIY Ny evicAne, TOT svprg WAL cwTneos.
And again in 2 Pet 111, 1 8,-——-.;’-1&::5':3}'.&*?: O€ EV Xootl xat vy -
oes TOY wvpie nuwy KAI awlnpes Inoe Xoise. avle 5 oz xau wuy xa
Eig ﬁﬂﬁfczv a1ov@-y cpny. Alio in Philippians iv. 20,71 0%
Sew new wales npwv 7 Joée, &c., In Rev. xvi. I §y~—ptanzs©-
‘O yenyopwy KAl Tupwv T ipatic aire, iva wun yuvuves oI ain,
&c. And 1n Col. i1, 2~ srmiyyary 75 pnusnets T'OY bese

RAI oralpos naw 1t Xeise®y ev ‘0 siot oravles & SucRurol Trg coias,
&c. And in 1 Thel, 1i1. 1 1 ,~Aulze 0 "O Sery KAI 50

* The diftinction of perfons mentioned in this fentence is pra.
ferved by the infertion of the article vx before »sis2, which had been
emitted before 7ol@-,
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npety Ree 6 nvgios wuny Inoovs Xeires, nellevBovar vy odoy v sreos
Spaors. This folemn ejaculation for the divine diree-
tion is addrefled jointly to the God and Father, and
to our Lord Jefus*; (fo that here is good authority
for offering up prayers to Chrift, which fome have
lately oppofed) and the diftinétion of the perfons is
prelerved (as n rhe laft example) by again inferting
the arucle 5 before uwveieg, which had been omitted
before zarrp. The apoftle James alfo ufed the fame

mode of €Kp1‘€‘ﬂ3011-—-3g:~:o'x£m ralzpo o apteeylos TP T

T

alov, &C. jaines 1. 27.  And there are at leaft a do-
zen other places, viz. (Rom. xv. 6. 1. Cor. xv. 24.
Gal. 1. 4. Ephel. v. 20. Col. 1. 3, and 12.+ and iii.
17. 1 Thel.i. 3. 1 Thefll 11i. 13. 2 Thef. ii. 16.
James 111. 9. Rev. 1. 6.) wherein ¢ 2he God and

Lather’” 1s mentioned exaltly according to this rule;
and there 1s no exception or inftance of the like
mode of expreflion that I know of, which neceflarily

Sew war waly avly s, emionemislan eg@avss xau xngas ev 1 Swler

* This text is clearly a fupplication to Chrift for providential
affiftance ; and being addrefled to him joinsly with God the Father,
moilt certainly amounts to fupreme worffxp, becaufe the dire@ion of
Providence belongs to God alone: {o thata prayer for it addreffed
to Chrift, were he merely a minifter or difpenfer of God’s provie
dence and not alfo truily God, would be utterly unlawfu] ; and more
efpecially fo, 1t fiich an inferior difpenfer of providence {one that
was not truly God) was to be addrefled jointly with the heavenly
Father; for that would be blafphemous.

T Some copies have not rthe words fcw 2t tn this twelfth verfe,
but only 7w 7wates Tw irevwosayry, in which laft cafc this verf: affords
an example only of the fccond rule,
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-« requires a conflruction different from what is here
laid down ;. ExXCEPT the nouns be proper names, or
v in the plural number ; 1n which cafes there are many
exceptions ; though there are not wanting exam-
ples, even of plural nouns, which are exprefled ex-
altly agrecable to this rule,

As the examples which I have annexed to my firft
’ rule confift of texts, wherein the fenfe is fo plain,

!

¢ that there can be no controver{y concerning the par-
" ticular perfons, to whom the feveral nouns are ap-

plicable, it will be thought, I hope, that I have al-
. ready cited a {uffictent number of them to authen-

. ticate and juftify the rule. There are feveral other
; texts wherein the mode of expreflion 1s exactly fimi-

" lar, and which therefore do neceflarily require a
confiruftion agrecable to the fame rule, though the
,, prefent Englith verfon has unhappily rendered them
“in a different fenfe, and has thereby concealed from
1 the mere Ewnglifb reader many f{iriking proofs cos-
Cé’riifﬂg the Godbead (-zrsg?: “ane Ocolilogy Col. 11 9.) of
. our Lord and Saviour Jefus Chrift. The rules which
Efollow are intended only to illuftrate the particul,.
ity of the feveral fentences which fall under #j.
/2 rule, by fhewing in other [entences, the differept
fenfes that are occalioned by adding, omiting, or

i - > . .
‘repeating the article as well w7ith the copulative as
‘woithout if.

RULE, IL

A repetition of the article before the fecond roun, if
whe copulative be omitted, will hawe the fame effet and

ST
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power: for it alfo denotes a further defcripiion of
the fame perfon, property or thing, that is expreffed
by the firft noun; asin the following examples.

— Xl NYIAMATE TO TVEVUE Mov £mt T Jew TY ocwtnpt s

Luke 1. 47— m avre xexpnuatiopevoy imo TOY avevueros
TOY ays, &c. Luke 11. 26. 13 "O auvo; TOT %e2 *O AP
THY éyag’haxv TS HOTKE, John 1. 20} o:E‘cxmv 0Tt OUTGS £571y aAn-
s O oulnp 78 woouz O Xpisog, John 1v. 42.—0 uy Tipwy Tov
Yiovy ov iz TON walege TON gsplovle adlov, John v. 213,
gpyalede un THN Cewoww THN amorrvueyy, arxaz THN Cowaiy

THN pevegay ss Sony auwviovy ny 0 Tios 18 avlpwrs iy Sue Tsloy
yap ‘O colp eopeayicey “O Seos, John vi. 27.  This verfe
contains three examples. Talx 3 yeypanion ive micevorie,
ati O Ina':-.fg E5LY 'O Xftrog ‘O ‘T:og TE 558, &IC. _'01‘]11 XX 3 R
wC 5z Oeo¢ TS ELONYNS ‘O avayzywy ez vereny TON wouever oy
weo€alwy TON neyoy” v atual oic:hies aiwvizy "TON xvewr npwy

“ The apoftle, in this text, exprefsly calls our Lord Jefus Chrift
‘¢ phe Great SHRIPHARD oF THE Suecrr,” 1oy TOLEV [y cr;of:x?w:r
rov peyav; and the apoftle Peter entitles Lim ¢ tre Crurer Sy .
WERD,” —o0 apyimoyuny 1 Pet, v. 4. which compare with Piim
xxiile I« ““JEHOVAH /s my SHEFHERD,” and with I{ajah xl. O, 10,
11. ¢ O Zion that Eriipeid 80od Lidingsy” &c. [y unto the cities of l
¢« Fudak, Behold youR Goo! Belold the Lord Jenovan <uill come :
< in mighty (power), and W1s arm fhall rzle for him : bebold His ». F
¢ quard is awith bim, and KB1s aork before hime  He,” (1. e. the Lord £

Jewovan) < fall feed H1s flock ljke a SHEPMERD : be fhall gather the |
lambs awith bis arm,”’ &c. &c.  Toexplain this ftill further, the pro- |

phet Ezekiel toreteld that <f a// thall have one Stcpherd,” Ezekiel
xxxvile 24+ And Chrift himfelf exprefsly acknowledged that ema |

w [T

?;;;;:psg/iamfchara&er, faying ”I Q22 2%'.‘: g@ﬁff Sff?.{’})}){'?'d;, 57&'0#{4?11’63:&7‘-053
g
«“ and [ krow MY fheeparnd am kuswwr of MinE,” ( John x. 14.) Andf;
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Inzouy :ﬁa'?am::m: f}yﬁg &'C. I‘I(:‘b. X1ille 2Q, ThiS fentenc,e-»
alfo contains three examples. |

(GENERAL EXCEPTION.)

Ixcept when genitive cafes depend on one
another 1n fuccefﬁon, AS £t Ot xat £51 HERUAVILILEVOY TO EUSYYE~

L4 L 4
240V RULWYy EY TOLE QLTI TTOANUMEYCIS ESE HEHCAVMILEVOYy EY G5 0 FE05 T8 AIWVGG

TETE ETUPAWCE T YONIAATE TWY Q7T WYy EIG TO MM QUYXTas auTols ToF

outiouwy TOT svayyene THE dodng TOY Xeiss, o5 eswv aixey
TOT 3es TOTY aopurz, 2 Cor. iv. 3. And again ia rapa-

xabucty as napdion avrwy gupbiCaclevtey & ayamn ras cig wavTe:

7aetToy THZ gangopepias THE ouvvecews, etg emiyvaoiv TOY Sea
Z2L TATPOG Mt T8 Xgns"a &c. Colof. 1. 2.

R ULE, I

And the omiffion of the copulative between trwe or more

- nouns (of the fame cafe) of perfonal defcription or appli-
cation, even without the article before the fecond noun,
- wwill have the fame e¢ffcc?; viz. will denote a further

defcription of the fame perfon, property or thing,
that is exprefled by the fir{t noun ; as in the follow-

1ng examples.

~bis flocks are krown, viz. that of Heariug his woice (compare with
9 5th plalm) <€ My fbecp (faid our Lord) bear my woice, and I knoww
€€ them, and they followw me, and I give nuta them eternal life,” &c.
-which power of givixg eternal life cannot be an attribute of any per-
don that 15 not truly God, and one with Jehovah, or the heavenly

-Father, as, 1n the gotu verfe, he 1s cxprefaly declared to be, 7 @i
my Faiher are one,”” iv sousyy, awe are one; in which brief expreflion,
both the plurality and the unity of the two perfons are unqacftions
ably aflerted;
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Ylewoilfag 7e ceavrov CAHTON swvar qvgrwy, @OQT 7av ey gxo-
sty HAIAEYTHN a@eovav, AIAAZKAAON wmaiwy, EXONTA

THY pog@&ya'w TNG YVWOEWG KXl TNG aMQsm; £V Tw Vouw, Rom. 11.

19, 20.
Buxagtsevres wavrotrs vmep wavrwy v ovopart 8 KTPIOY nuwy

IHXOT XPIZTOY, 7o Stw kot waTps® UmoTRogopmevor GAMAOLS £V
@obw™ Xoise, Ephef. Ve 20, 21. ITAYACZ, AOTAOZ ez,
ATIOZTOAOZ 3 ITHZOT XPIZTOTYT &c. Tit. 1. 1. Havros

Awosonos Inog Xeise nat -ewiraywt Seg cwrnoog npwv ko xveie Incs

Xpiss, Tns enwidos nuwv, I. 1im. 1. 1.

R ULFE, IV.

—_— =

F.F"W'I_—_r-:-.-

t

Yet it is otherwife when the nouns are not of per[on-
al defcription, or application ; jfor then they denote di- ;
/?5)26? fbi)lg.r or gua!ities, as T;pcu@ggu, YIS  TERVL) EV TS Ei,

|
a oty ENEOSy E1pvvy ama Sez Tlatgos nuwy, o Xoise Inos 73 nvpie npuwy, |

i
® tv@oSw Xeisg. In the modern printed editions the reading is
sy ®0Gw ®es, but in the Complutenfian and feveral of the oldeft edi- [

-

tions it is v @o€w xpirs, us alfo in the Alexandrian and other old E
MSS. as well as the ancient verfions, and. the citations of the Fa- ..
thers; for which fee Wetftein’s Teftimony: Now compare this _H_
expreffion (ev poCw Xpiss) with 1 Pet. il 17. Tov Jeov PoCeiorSe, Top {»‘
Burinea Tipate; and alfo with 2 Kings xvii. 35, and 36, ¢ ye /Zall
¢ yot fear” (trendered by the feventy ocv @uenduzreade) ¢ other gods; g%
¢« byt JeuovVAH, who brought you up cut of the land of Egypt, Sc. bim

fhall ye fear.
+ Here the command of Chr? 1s mentioned jointly with the com- &

mand of God himfelf; which 1s a mede of expreflion never ufed i
concerning any other man, but the Masux Chriff fefus our Lord ¢ & :
avhom are all things: (1 Cor. viil. 66. Hebrews 1. 2. John 1, 3. Col.
o 16.7 and ¢ by awbhom all things confiff.”” Coli1s 370
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¢« Tim. 1. 2. 2 T1im. 1. 2. Titus i, 4.¥ See alfo 2
John 3, erau usf Juav xzois, 260G, sipnv, weeoee Jeg Ilarpos, nar

wapa svpis Ings Xoiss 12 Tie 18 azpss, ev arnlfeiz xaw ayan.

RULE, V.

And alfa when there is no article before the fir/? noun,
the infertion of the copulative wai brfore the next noun,
or name, of the fame cafe, denotes a different perfon or
" thing from the fir/2; as in the tollowing examples.
- TexwB8, BT xat KTPIOY Inos Xpiss duroe C. James i. I,
Ilpoee THKPIA, xat @TMI3, sat OPI'H, nat KPATTH, xa¢
BAAZPHMIA, aobnte a@ Upmwvy cuv wxon naric. Ephef. 1V, 31.
This laft fentence contains four examples of the
fitth rule. XAPIE {uy xas EIPHNH amo @EOYT [IATP )X
sway xow KYPIOT IHZOY XPIZTOTY. 2 Cor. 1. 2. 1 Ephel.

1. 2. Gal. 1. 3 Philem. 3. EIPHNH 7og aderpos KAl A-
TAIIH udla wisews awo @EOY [TATPOX KAL KTP.OY 1H2ZOT

- xprsTOY. Ephefl. vi. 23.1

* Tn-all thefe three texts, and in 2 John 3, there s a mannifeft
t 'ﬁIppIication made to Chri?, jointly awith Ged the Fath r, for grace,
* swercy, and peace ; all divine gites : the fupplications, therctore, mutt
neceflarily be confidered as alts of fupreme avor/bip to both.

t The fupplications for grace and peace jointly from God the Fa.
. ther, and from the Lord Jefus Chrift in all thefe five texts laft cired,
are fo many unqueﬁionahle inftances of praer Hﬂd/#j)f'd’}!!é’ LK1 Yo
' CHrisT, as being a free difpofer of thofe divine gitis joiutly with
 his Almighty Father, agrecable to what 1 have already remarked

above on 1 Theff, i1i. 11, and Titus 1. 1.

C
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Fxcepr the numerical adjeftive & precedes the
firft noun, in which cafe the copulative xa will have
the fame efle€t that it has between two nouns where
only the firft is preceded by the article, agreeable to
the firit rule, as ‘Ei;s OEOZ KAITIATHP wavtwv, 6 emi wav-

TNV, KOk QI WAVTWYy HAL EV TTRTIY UMY, Eph el. 1v. 6.

RULE VL

And as the infertion of the copulative xar between
Aouns of the fame cafe without articles ("according te
the fifth rule ) denotes that the fecond noun expreffes o
different perfon, thing, or quality from the preced-
ing noun, /o /ikewife, the fame effeft attends the copi-
lative, when cach of the nouns are preceded by articles ;
as 1n the fO”OWng exa‘mples.——'o vapc@: Six Muwaswg edo~
6n' “H xapis KAl H arnbea diz Inoe Xpisz eyevero. John 1. 17
OTE 8Y neyggaen” (Tnogs) € ex vexgwy, sumobnoay o palnron avrs, 0Tt
TETO EALYEV QuTolg, xau emistucav TN YeaPhy Kok T Adyts
Egu gizrey o Inose. John 11. 22 === Quyn UEYRNY Exgauwzars,” { Inoss ] ,
¢ Aalape, Oeupo efn. Kau e€nafev o Tebymuwg, dedepuev@- TOT X MHO- |
AAY KAl TAZ XEIPAZT neipiaug, nas 0 odis aute czizpio wepiededt- |
TO, ]ohn X1. 44 Elg ETIYYOTIY TE AUSNELY TOY OLOY %o [1a- 1
70@-, KAL TOY XPIZTOT, ev o 101 wavres o Smogavgos THZ 20- |
@AY KAI THY TNQIEQZ awoxpvpoi. Col, 1. 2 om—jmou-
VNI AapSaVWY TNG £Y U0l QUUTONPITE WISEWSy NTIS EVEHNOE pwTov &V [
TN papun o8 Awids ¥t TN pnret o8 BEiveun' wemaoua Oe, o7t [

xat gy oor. 2 T1NG 1o Gumeiya sv waot dofaénran 6 9@ Oia Ince
Xoisgy, w esiv H dofa KAL TO npar@- a5 va5 aiwvas Tov aiavaye |

Auw., 3 Pet. 1v. 11,

- F .-l": -q‘_‘ ‘1' %’:‘ —
o it e D N
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Except diftinc and different ations are intended
to be attributed to ene and the fame perfon, in which
cafe if the {entence is not expreiled agreeable to the
» three firlt rules, but appears as an exception to this
fixth rule, or even to the fifth, (for vhis exception re-
lates to both rules) the context muft explain, or point
out plainly the perfon to whom the two nouns relate,
as 1n 1 Thefll 111 6, Apn 3 EAOONTOZ TIMO®LEOY 7gos
nuas a@ suwy, KATI EYATTEAIZAMENOTY mwwv vy s, XCe
And alfo 1N John XX 28 y Ko Mr'-'xguan o Ouueze, nat e:arev
avtgy, 'O KYPIOZ us KAI ‘'O ®EOY uz. I the two nouns
(wz o wopios aNa 6 @:@-) were the leading nominative
- {fubftantives of a fentence, they would exprefs the

defcriptive qualities or dignities of two diftind perfons
- according to the fixth rule; but, in this laft text,
¢ two diftin& divine charaéters are applied to one per-

_szz only ; for the context clearly exprefies 20 whom
z‘/.’w words were addreffed by T homas ; which perfpicu-
' ity in the addrefs clearly proves, likewife, the futility
~of that glofs for which the Arians and Socinians
contend ; viz. that Thomas could not mean that
- Chrift was bis God, but only uttered, in his furprize,
a lolemn exclamation or ejaculation to God. ‘lhe

text, however, exprefsly relates, that our Lord firft
‘addrefled himielf to Thomas: :wra asye 7o Owue,

N T TS R e VSRR

Qeps Tov ORRTUNOY T8 60t &C. xas amexpidn 6 Ouuas nou s1wey QUT D
*(that is without doubt, to JESUS) 6 xvpios uov, xas 6 @G-
«2. S0 that both thele difZinét iitles (for they are
plainly mentioned as dif#inc7 ) were manifeftly ad-

drefled avro to that ene perfon Fefus, to whom T homas
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replied, as the text exprefsly informs us. The lan-
guace is fo plain, when the whole context is confi-
deved, that the Socinian perverfion of it is notori-

ous. oee atio r Cor. 1. 2 45X ptsoy @¢eg dvyauy xon Oss
ocav,® and Acts 11. 36. There are alfo other exams-
P.es of this exception, which equally prove that
Chrif? 1s God, 98 Mn ¢o€s. ET'Q st “O wowres KAL "O oy~
7@, KAT () ZON.t xar syevouny vExocg, ou 102 Lwy giphs €IS TEY

QUYL TWY QUWYGY® CUMY. HOL EX0 TR HAEl T2 ads xaw T2 Javarsdt
Rev. 1. 17, 18.

Thefe are the words of him whom John faw éuowy |
Tiw avdpwrs, With a two edged {word proceeding out
of his mnouth; which was undoubtedly a reprelenta-
tion of the Aoy®-, or word of God, as this declara-
tion alludes plainly to his death and relurretion. j:
EYEVOUNY VEXQOS, HOU 108 cay Etel And atfam 111 the fECOHd E’;
C"l'lpl(:‘l‘ ver. 8. ta’: AEYEL A T OWTOS KAl O eoxar@f | ;
(and the {fame infailible mark of diftin&tion is ad- §

ded, to prove which of the divine perfons is here to r:-

the explanation which Grotius has given us of thefe
titles (2 farpwv@' scel o sax::w@") 1S certainly true when ap+ b
plied to Chrift, yet 1t does not appear to be the w/ya!e:
2ruth, or the full meaning that ought to be attribu- }

‘:‘H"-‘« Iy
L -.-.

ted to thele titles, either in the Revelation or elfe ij-;;;f:j;
where; for they have a manifelt reference to the
{upreme titles of the Almighty in the firft chapter, g
Sth verfe, (which alfo contains examples of this e:»s.cep-
* Example of the exception to the fifth rule. =-
T Hxample of the exception to the fixth rule
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ﬁon) ErQ e TO A seu TDO Q44 rcyer O nuvpiogy xoxn xoe veaog™
. O wy KAL O w¥ xai "O epxoucvos, 0 wavronparwg. And in the
: »2d chapter, 13th verfe, where thefe titles, 10 A xa:
70 2, are, manifeftly by the context, to be under-
"ﬁocd as the titles of Chrift, we find them explained

by thele other titles 5 fz:rpm'@' nzi 0 EoxaTos, LO which
5 Grotius has attributed a much inferior and lefs com-

; %prehenﬁve meaning. Eys s TO A KAI TO O ¥ apan xet
£
E s TEN0Gy O WOWTOG HLk ‘O ET Y ATOS. + And as I have fhewn in

£ 3

: Mny Tra& on the Law of Nature, &c. p. 270 and 27§

y ‘sthat thefe titles, ¢ 2be fir/¢ and the la/?,>’ are ancient
“tltles of Febovah in the Old Teltament, to declare

hlS cternal exiftence, there can be no jult reafon for
;' gwmg them an inferior fenfe, when they are appli-
-is.ed to Chrift, who was truly Febovah, as a variety of
rﬁteﬂcts do demonftrate. [Law of Nature, p. 248, to

i

L
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é’;ﬁf\ Another example of the exception to the fifth rule

1 R
E?OCC urs 1 the Rev. xx. 2 2= TOV 0Py TV apxgetiovy 0s st AJA<

ttfum
WBOAOZ KAI TATANAZ. Thele are two different names

3 for appellatives attributed (by the explanatory words
}_;;, es) to the fame Old Serpent.

THE END OF THE RULES
4 The various ufes of the article and copulative,
“xpreﬂ'ed in the five laft rules and their exceptions,
muft amply illuitrate, to every attentive reader, the
&‘iﬁ'erence and particulari ty of thole fentences which

....
Lt
'.: . |

may now proceed wu:h more conﬁdence to point
’.ﬂ feveral important correfions that ought to be
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made in our common tranflation of the New Tefta-
ment, if the feveral fentences, which fall under the
fir/ rule, be duly weighed and confidered ;—correc-
tions which may be fairly defended, I apprehend, by
the authority of the feveral examples from whi<h

thefe rules were formed.

EXAMPLES
Of fentences, which fall under the rrrsT RULE, and are
improperly rendered in the Englifh verfion. “

Example I. 2 PEt, 1. Y &xcxmﬂ'uvy TOY @ELY ;IMGJJ? ’
KAl SQTHPOZS nuwy THEZOY XPISTOT. As the Aricle 14 _'

i

leus, it appears, that, in fome copies, the word mwr
was not repeated after swmgos, and I have by me twen- -.hz:j
ty different ediiions (including thofe of Erafmus,
Stephens, Dr. Mill, Bengelius, &c.) which follow
that readmg s ViZ. s dixawoouyn TOT OEOTY nuwy KAT curr- B
eos Incs Xoisz; In which cafe a literal rendering into §
Englifh will {fufficiently exprefs the f{enfe of the§ ;f
Greek, without tranfpofing the proper name, viz. ﬁ-;
““ Through the righteoufnefs of our God and Saviour h

“ yéfm‘ Chrit’  'The fenfe and purport, however, *&

+ walll i e Iy
&-,_.ﬁftl'}f
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is exadtly the fame in both the readings, and, in the
old Englifh editions, has generally been exprefled
; in (he terms requived by my firft rule; viz. ¢ In the
& €< righteoufnefs that cometh of oure God and Saviour Fee
v ¢ iy Chrifg.”” (fol. edit. 1549.)—<¢ Through the righ-
‘*"“fa ¢ teoufncffe of our God and Saviour Jefus Chrifg.’?
‘]’;;(1 amo edit. 1595.)—=<¢ By the righteoufnefle of our
2 ¢6¢ God and Savisur Fefus Chriff.”’ (4to edit. 1599.)
Vit The richteoufnefs of Fefus Chrife our God-and Sa-
w“ viour.”> (margin :of the folio, edit. 1611.) And
ir::even in the margin of our prefent verlion, the pro-
il per reading is inferted, ¢¢of our God and Saviour,”
%mam celtly reterring both titles to one perfon. The
3 «leq’rned Beza alfo remarks on the words of this text,
6 JfRa necefle ef? conjunliim legamus, quia unicus ¢t .at~
«“ ticulus, ut copiofrus diximus Vit. 11. 13. ltagque conti-
%< et gtiam bic locus man ifeffum divinitatis Chrifti te/H-
> The two nouns are referred to Chrift
Lﬂﬁ:) in the Syriac verfion. There feems, therefore,
30 ‘be ample authority for my firft rule.
E’ Exam. 1. Titus 1. 1 3e=——cewmiPavaizy THg dofns TOT - ‘PRE=
bram @cx KAl cwrngos suwy Tnos Xeise. In fome few copies
l comma 1s inferted between @: and xa:, but withe
ut authority. The abovementioned note of Beza

pon this text, is too long to be inferted here at
&ngth and therelore I mutit refer you to the author
Lui'n{'e}f He infifts, however, that thefe two titles de
Iot refer to two diftinét perfons, becaufe the article

s omitted before the fecond. In the prefent Eng-
f

[

g
;1|
[
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lith verfion it is rendered ¢ the glorious appearing of
¢¢ the great God, and our Saviour Fefus Chrifg >> but
fo great is the difference between the idiom of the
Greek tongue, and that of the Englifh, that a /iteral
tranflation will not always exprefs the fame fenfe,
without fome little tranfpofition in the order of the
words ; and therefore, though the pronoun suw is |
placed after the two delcriptive nouns that are ap- |
plicable only to sne perfon as they are exprefled in
the Greek, yet the rendering of the faid pronoun inj
Englifb ought to be PREFIXED to the faid defcriptive
nouns, in order to exprels the fume fenfe in a proper
Englith phrale; as, ¢ the glorious appearing of f—‘-"’-
¢¢ great God and Saviour Jefus Chrif2.>> This is the
rendering of the learned Hugh Broughton, accor.}
ding to a printed Englifh bible, corretted with a peﬂ, ‘
in my colle€tion. It might, indeed, be /literally len-
dered without tranfpofition of the pronoun, viz§
¢ the great God and Saviour oF us,” inftead of “OUR
“¢ great God and Saviour ;” but the latter is morf o
agreeable to the general mode of exprefling that
pronoun in Englith. Thus Chrift is not only entif
tled God, but even the ¢ great God,” according t§ t
the plaineft glammaucal conftruétion of the text, -

and indeed, if we duly weigh the evidence of hi
bemg really Febovab, and one with the Father, [sx
.“ﬁif

Rt IIa;'rnga £Y ETASY: the plural verb ETHEY (“we are ,}_,ﬁ
marking the plurality, or diftin&ion of more perfon

than one, as much as the noun & marks the umz‘yﬂ
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thelr exiftence ] he mulit neceﬁanly be efteemed “25e

;,t; ¢ great God,”’* becaufe there is biit ong Gob. G. S.

¥ As we believe that thiee perfons exift in one and the fame
God, we cannot believe any one of them to be lefs than God, |
without denying the unity of the Godhead, And as edch perfon
1s God, 1t follows; that each muft be the great God: Theophylaét
bears an explicit teftimony to this conclufion in his commentary
on St. Paul’s epiftle to Titus, ii. 13. Iov ¢ siow (fays the learned
and venerable commentator, exultingly, on the authority of this
Paﬁ’a ge) 7oy e 1oty oi Tov vioy EARTTOUVTEGy Xatt ovde oy QUVE X, 04 EVOL
AEYVELY A}tous'ku:rav, i11 now OEOS gotiy xat MIEI AZ To 0t ue-

yag €t @eov AEYETQUy OV XATQ TUYKPITIV TNV FTP05 GAAOY LLIRQOYy QAN
amoreavpevwgy s Qurst AYTOMELAAOTY ovroe.  Now ahbat bew

comes of their objeltions, who degrade the dignity of the Son, not al)’mﬁrzg
bim even the name of God? Let them learn from this paf ge, that be i§
not only God, but the great God. He is called great not relutivel Vs by coni-
parifon with another inferior God, but, abjolutely, Srom bis own native
and effential greatne/s.  Whitby, in his note on the fame paflage of
Titus. has given fome very folid reafons for applying the terms
meyarov @cov to our Saviour. His words are: < Here it deferveth
‘“ to be noted, that it 1s highly probable, that Jefus Chrift is here
¢ ftyled the great God; firft, becaufe in the original the article is

‘“ prefixed only betore the grear God, and therefore feems to re-
. ““ quire this conftruction, ¢ the appearance of Jefus Chrift the
- ¢ great God and our Saviour.” Secundly, becaufe as God the Fa-

° ther is not faid properly to gppear, fo the word ETIPaveix never
¢ occurs in the New Teftament, but when it js apphed to Jefus
¢ Chrift, and fome coming of his ; the places 1n which it is to be
¢ found, being only thefe, 2 Iheﬂ' . 8. 1 Tim. vi. 14. 2 Tim. i.

““ 10. and iv. 1. 8. Thirdly, becaufe Chrift js emphatically ftyfed

““ our hope, the hope of wur glory, Col. i 27. 1 Tim. 1. 1. And

““laftly, becaufe not only all the ancient commentators on the
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““ place, do fo interpret this text, but the Ante-Nicene fathers al+
““ {fo; Hippolytus (Antichrift. fect. 64.) fpeaking of ¢¢the ap-
pearance of our God and Saviour Jefus Chrift;”’ and Clemens of
¢ Alexandria fad Gent. p. 5, 6.) provirg Chrift to be both God
‘“ and Man, our Creator, and the author of all our good things,
‘“ from thefe very words of St. Paul. 2id. tral?. de vera Chrifte

¢ deiiate, P 445 45.°° Hammond alfo in his literal marginal ver-
fion tranflates soiQaveiay Tng Oofng Tov meyarow Osov xar cwTngos

zuwy Incov Xpiorov, thus, ¢¢ the appearance of the glory of our
great God and Saviour Jefus Chrift.”’- Ep1ToR.

The remainder of this letter is loff.  The author bad not leijure to copy
2be original letter before be fent it to the gentleman to avbom it avas addrefe
Jed, and therefore be requefled him to return it as foon as he had pe rufed
and confidered it ; but the gentlernan neglelled this requeft; and the au-
thor, after feveral years folicziation, obtained only a part of the letter (as
Jar as is bere copied ) and the remainder (wbich «was awrittern on a feparate
half fheet) be has never yet been able to recover. He had however a
SPort memorandum of the feveral texts, awbich avere explained in the
latter part of the letter; and having fince had favonrable opportunities qf
examining the faid texts, and of copying them wery accurately from the
ancient Alexandriam manufcript in the Brityh Mufeum, be bas beer enc
bled to make fome fhort vemarks on the werfrans of all the faid texts, avbhick "
may ferve as a fufficient Supplement to this imperfe@ letter. Some notes

bave been added to this printed copy awhich avere not in the original Lt~ %
G. S. B

?f r & ;11 : ._1'_;‘I
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‘TO THE

GCRAMMATICAL RULES

Oor

CONSTRUCTION, &c.

Sy sl o, ek by, @Sk o N

Al e m— e—— L

EXAMPLF, I.

ACTS xx. 28,

i IP‘OZEXETE OUY EQUTOIS HAL TAVTL Tw TGy €Y & Jude Td

Supa To ayicy ESETO ETITHOTOVE TWONARUYELY THY EXNMTIZY T8 Je8y np
t\ L
b FEQLTUNTATO CIX TY 1012 CLUARTOL

:  The warning of the apoitle Paul to the prefby-
" ters of the church of Ephefus, which is thus ren-
. dered in the common englifh verfion, ¢ take heed
¢¢ therefore unto yourfelves, and to ali the flock
t ¢ over which the Aoly Gho/t hath made ycu overa

%“ feers, to feed the church of God, wh.ch he hath
: ¢¢ purchafed with his own blood.”

¥ Inthe Alexandrian MS. ornd a few other MSS,
‘inftead of rs e, which is the moft gencral reading,
‘the word wwes 15 fubllituted; but many cld MES.

have beth W‘Ol‘dS, T HUPIZ Mo e, whcreby the text
is brought within the confirullion of the ift rule,

D

T
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and fhould be rendered,—<¢“To feed the church of
the Lord, cven of God, which he hath purchafed
with his own blosd.”’

Though there 1s no word 1n the Greek to cor-
refpond with this word ““ewven,”’ fo as that it might

be deemed a literal rendering, yet this englith
word 1s frequently ufed by our tranflators to ex-

prefs the identity of perfon, when a copulative,
in the greek text, joins a fecond fubftantive (i. e.
of perfonal defcription withoutr an article,) to the
former fubitantive, preceded by an article, agree-
able to the firft rule, as in Romans, xv. 6. 7oy Szoy
et TTATEQCY. and 1. Cor. xv. 24 T JEW HOU TEoT Pl both of
which are rendered,—¢¢ God, even the father,” (in-
ftead of the literal rendering the God and father)
th it the identity of perfon may be the more obvious.

See allo Il Cor. 1. 3. anoynro; ‘O ®EOS KAI IIATHP
72 Kupiz nipev Incs Xeisg, 'O HHATHP 7oy oaxripuwr, KAI @EOX

sraons maparmoswg. 1118 lentence contains two fuccef-
five examples of the firft rule, and is rendered ¢“Blef-
¢“ fed be God, even the father of our Lord Jefus
¢ Chrift, the father of mercies, and the God of all
¢ comfort > See alfo James 1ii. 9. 7ov Seov neu Vrcmgcs::

I. Thefl. 1. T+ T8 S8 nout TATPOG NAWY, IT. Thefl. 11. 16.
o & Seog o Tane. Befides thele fix examples, where-

in the word even, in the englifh verfion, exprefles the
the copulative, there are alfo 13’* other e:cam_p/es qf
¥ vize 2. Cor. xt. 31. Gal. 1. 4. Ephes. i. 3. and ‘3. 6. and §-

. zo Phibipeive 20, Col. 1. 3. and 2. 2. andg. 17. L. 'Thefl. 1+ 3¢
and 3. ¥ 1. James; 1, z27. L. Peter, 1, 3.
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ihe firft rule, in the New Teftament : i. e. altoge.
ther 19 examples, relpeting our heavenly father
alone ; and therefore the g examples of the {fame
mode of expreflion, produced in this and the fol-
lowing pages, relpelting the /fon, and holy [pirit,
ought certainly to be rendered in a fenfe {uitable
to the fame uniform rule of conitruétion, to ex-
prefs the identity of perfons, becaufe the fame mode
of grammatical expreflion is ufed in them all.

EXAMPLE, No. IL

EPHESIANS, V. 5.

2 £xet saanoovopiay e Tn Padiagie TOYT XPIZTOYT KAIL

GLEOT.

In the coramon englifh verfion the {entence 1s
rendered ¢ no whoremonger °c.”” hath any inberi-
tance in the kingdom of Chrift, and of God. As i two
perions had been mentioned in the original text;
but as the part of the {entence, above cited, is the
generally approved reading of the printed greck
copies, and  as this reading is confirmed by the
Alexandrian MS. and by all other greek MSS. of -
known authority, it affords an unqueftionable prootf
againit zbe apoftacy of the Socinians in their denmal
of divine honour to our Lord the Chrift, or Me/ffiuh,
who, according to the i1diom of the greek Tongue,
1s in this text exprefsly entitled 9:04 ¢ Gobn,””
though the proof does not appear in the englifh
verfion. lLet it be remarked that the two fubftan-

d 2
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tives of parfonal dcefleription yoee and Ses are joinee
by the copulative xa, and that the article +» pre-
ceceds the firlt, and that there 1s no article before
the word See, whevcby, according to the firft rule,
both titles are neccfarily to be applied to one and
the fame perfon, and (it literally rendered 1 eng-
lith) fhould be—=<*hath not isheritance in the king-
of the Chrift and Ged.”> But this /literal rendering
does not {ufficiently exprefs the neceliary doftrine
of the greck, that the Chri/2is al/o God, and there-
fore, to hdlp the englifh idiom, and to accommodate
the rendering more ftriétly to the true meaning of
the greek. the name of Fefir, which is neceflary
to be wnderflood, might very fairly be inferted in
it-ilizs, or between hooks, to funply tie ncceflary
fenie of the greck;-—as ¢“1n the kingdom of (Jefus)
the Chrit and Go'l:? or elfe to be rendered
—"* i the /{"f.lz-'rrfo:»'?! of C’??‘{/} (6’-‘1)6’22‘) Qf GOd ”-—.— as
recommended in the firflt example.

FEXANMPLY, TH.

PHILIPIANS Iil. 3.
Y LELE VP STICY B r;rrgr:-rmr,m-;, ‘OT zyevuert Segs AATPETONTLEE,
KAI KATXOMENGT ev Mriso Inzou, 2ot cvic sv oo g wemo13oTes.
T'his 1s rendrred in our common ver{ion,—<¢ ror
“ we are the c'rcumeifton, which worfhip God IN
¢ the [pirir, and rejoice in Chrift Jefus, and have

3’

¢ no confidence 111 the flef? _
In the London Polvglott and many other valu-
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uble editions, the reading is & srvevpar e, but in
the Alexandrian MS. it 1S & avevuar ez, which
feems to be the true reading ;3 becaufe the other is
fo unufual an expreflion, that the generality of
tranflators have forced a conftrultion, which the
context itlelt cannot fairly bear, even if the da-
tive cale, S, was admitted to be the true reading,
unlefs another word, the prepofition #, be alfo
added to 1t betore mvevuzti, as in John iv. 23. and
Rom. viil. 9. where the fenfe, which they have ap-
plied to this text, was really intended; but, without
this addition, (as we may fairly judge by thefe ex-
amples) the literal rendering ought to be, “*We
¢ are the circumcifion, swwbo wer/bip the /pirit God.’’
Whereas they have commonly rendered it as if the
prepofition & was really inferted in this text before
the dative avsuuar, as in the two examples before
cited, viz. ¢ Qui fpiritu fervimus dec.”’ or ¢ Qui [pi-
‘¢ ritu colimus Deum > or as in the Syriac verfion
€< Qui deo fervimus in [piritu.”’ /fyr.) or as in the
common englith verfion, < Which worfbip God in
¢ the fpirit.”” But there is no fuch prepofition in
the greck. The difliculty therefore of rendering
the common reading (4) without fuppofing this
addition of EN to be underftocd before TVEUUZT Ly
proves that the reading of the Alexandrian MS.
in this text 1s really to be prefered, & mvevuarn OEOY*

* Many other ancient and valuahle greeck MSS. as Dr Mill kas,
teftified, have this rcading 6ez, but Avguftine teftified that, in hig
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sarpzuovtes € who worfbip the [pirit of God,”’ whereby
the apoftle and Timothy, as an example to the
church at Philippi, affert their profeffion thart they

pay divine honour to the [pirit of God, and that they
glory in Chrift,

EXAMPLE, IV.

1l. THESS. 1. 12,

watee Ty xaew LOY OLOT nuwy KAL KYPIOY Incs Xoise.

This, in the common englith verfion, is render-
ed (very erronecufly) as 1if two diftinét perfons
were mentioned, viz. ¢ according to the grace of our
God, and the Lord fefus Chrif.>’> But if two diftin&
perfons had really been intended to be exprefled
as (by innumerable examples of the grammatical
conftrution of f{entences for the accurate diftinc-
tion of perfons peculiar to the greek tongue, ufed
in the greek teftament, from which the preceeding
rules were formed) may be demonftrated, the arti-
cle would have been repeated.(according to the
fixth rule) after the copulative and before the fe-
cond fubftantive xveie. For 1t 1s manifeft that the

time, a/l or almof} all greek copies, and many latin had the reading
¢« SPIRITUL DR1. ¢ Plures enion Codices etiam Latini fic habent, qut

« Spirirwr DRI fervimus. GwZEC1 aumtern OMNES, AUT PENE

““ OMNES, Jn nounullss autemn exemnplaribus LATIN1s invenimus non

“¢« SPIRITUY DEI SERVIMUS,” f6d **5PIRITUI DEUSERVIMUS.

¢ Sed quiin boc ervavit et anthoritat! gravieri cedeve detre&avit, e’
In Wetftein’s edition the word sz is fubjoined with this mark
w- to denote the preferable reading.
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mfertion of the comma, in fome greek copies, aftey
fuav, 18 2 modern Interpolation; becaufe the expe-

dient of breaking fentences into fmall divifions orx
particles by commas, to preferve the neceflary dif-

tinCtions, was not anciently ufed (nor likely to
have been ufed) by the ancient writers of the
greek tongue, who were accultomed. to much
more accurate diftinctions in their varicus pecu-
liar modes of grammatical expreflion, fpecified in.
the fix preceding rules.

Whole f{entences are, indeed, diitinguifhed in
the oldeft greek MSS. by a fingle point placed at
their end, fometimes towards the top of the line,
fometimes in the middle, and {ometimes towards
the bottom; but apparently no diftinction of zime
has been intended by any of thefle three different
modes of placing the point, for they are all placed
indifcriminately to the moft obvicus and full tera
mination of {entences ; and therefore we may be
aflured that, in all thefe three different modes of
placing them, they were originally intended only as
periods to conclude the fentences; fo that when we
find them in the place of commas, to diftinguifh
merely the parts or particles of a {entence, there is
great reafon to {ufpeét that they have been the ad-
ditions of later times.

In the Alexandrian MS. the text before us 1is
awkwardly divided by one of thefe points, placed
after the word swwv, which point, for the realon
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Bhefore given, mult neceflarily be deemed a periva,
and which did not exif{t in the original text of the
facred penman.

The intention of the tranfcriber or interpolator
by adding this point to the text (for it cannot
juitly be attributed to the original writer) has been
probably to make a diftin&ion of perfons; as if
fwo perfons had been named in the text inftead of
sne, in like manner as the comma 1s added after
the word God, in the englifh verlion, ewithout any
authority.

Rut the neceflary grammatical conftruétion of
the whole fentence taken together detelts the in-

terpolator, and demonftrates the abfurdity of fup-
pofing, that any fuch point ever exilted in the ori-
sinal text, becaufe the words, which are fevered by

the fuppofititious period, cannot form a grammati-
cal fentence (according to the ordinary modes of
axprefiion ufed in the greek tongue) by them{elves
alone ; {o that the obvious fenf{e of the context
Jemonfitrares thelr neceflary connection with the
prececing words in one entire fentence; and de-
monitrates alfo, at the fame time, the 1gnorance
and fallacy of the interpolator, who attempted to
make two [entences of it by inferting a full period.

If literally rendered, it ought to be—-<“according to
¢ the grace of the God and Lord of us Fefus Chrif2;”
but, more in the idiom of our own language, it
mught be jultly rendered, < according to the grace of
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te Fefus Chrit our Gol and Lord.”” In either way

the neceflary doftrine of owur Lord’s divine nature,
manifeftly intended to be exprefled in the original,
1s duly retained 1n the propofed verfion.

EXAMPLE, V.
I. TipM., V. 21.

Ascpoprveopas evommioy TOT QLOT KAI KYPIOY IHZOT
XPIXTOY nat tov sunenToy ayyerwy,y Ve TAUTR ¢vha£yg, & Ca

This, in the common englifh verfion, is rendered
—*¢ [ charge thee ) betore God and the Lord Jefus
¢¢ Chriit, and the elet angels, that thou obferve
“ thefe things, &c.””

The word xg;ts‘a 1s omitted 1n the Alexandrian
MS. which, however., agrees in every other parti-
cular ; for no points whatever are inferted between
the fubfiantives; fo that we have the te{timony
even of this MS. for a clear declaration that Fefus
1s God, as well as Lord ; and after the next copu-
lative, which conneéts the mention of different -

Perfons according to the f{ixth rule, the adverb
womov (before) though not expreisly repeated is
plainly to be underftood, as—¢ 1 charge’ (thee)
‘ before the God and Lord’ ¢¢Jelus® (or rather
‘before Fefus the God and Lord, and’ (before} ‘the.
“ elell angels, that thou obferve thefe things.” Thus far

the teftimony of the Alexandrian MS. But, accord-
ing to the commonly received text of the greek, it

ought to be rendered, in the englith idiom,—¢ I
““ coarge (thee) before fefus Chrifg the Gop and

“ Lorp, and (before) the elect angels, €.
I
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EXAMPLE, VI.
1. TIM. 1V. T,

Aicpapropouct: ow gyw svorriov 'TOY QEOT KAI KTPIOY
[IHZOYT XPIXTOTY 78 ueanovrog xoivery wvrag xot vExgss, &Ce

In the common englith verfion this 1s rendered
<¢ ¥ charge (thee) therefore before Geod, and the
¢ Lord Jefus Chrift, who fhall judge the quick and
¢¢ the dead, &c.”’

In the greek of this text, as it 1s commonly
printed, the article 7s 1s repeated before xvpis, which,
fo far, affords an excufe for the prelent englifh
verfion in placing the comma after the word God,
to denote fwo diftinét perfons, according to the
{ixth rule; but in the Alexandrian MS. and feveral
other old copies the article ¢ ¥s n0f repeated after
the copulative before xveis, fo that the exprefhion is
exatly fimilar to the declaration of our Lord’s
divine nature by the fame apoitle 1n the preced-
ing example, viz. I. Tim. v. 2t. In lome printed
editions the word e is alfo omitted, but in the
Geneva edition of 1620, with Scaliger’s Notes, the
word mpis 18 Inferted, and the article »s omitted,
whereby the title 6¢ (God) muft neceflarily be
conitrued in {uch a manner that it may be clearly
underftood in all verfions to be expresily applied
to Chrift, as it really is in the original. The tran.
{criber or interpolator of the Alexandrian MS.
however, being aware of this dotrine,-has endea-

voured to pervert it, by adding a full period after
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the word ¢z as ®v But this period jis unque&ionably
fuppofititious, becaule the words before and after

the period are not two difgincl fentences, but obvioufly,
portions only of one entire fentence, which muit ne-
ceflarily be conftrued together, according to the
ordinary rules of expreflion in the greek tongue,
as I have remarked on a preceding example,
whereby a fecond fubftantive of perfonal defcrip-
tion, without an article before it, joined by a copu-
lative to a preceding {ubftantive of the like na-
ture, and in the {fame cafe, with an article before it,
muft neceflarily denote a farther defcription of
the fame perfon, exprefled by the firft fubftantive,
(whenever there is an article before the firft fub-
{tantive and none before the fecond) fo that the
infertion of the period in the Alexandrian MS. af-
ter gex 1s utterly vain, becaufe the copularive fuflici-
ently proves the conneétion of the two fubftantives
in one clear {entence, and the omiflion of the article
before the fecond fubftantive induces the neceflity
of applying the fame grammatical conftru&ion
whereby alone the due diftinction of perfons is {o
peculiarly maintained in the greek tongue, and #o#
by points. 'The text fhould therefore be rendered,
—¢¢ 1 charge (thee) thercfore, before the God and
“ Lord Jefus Chrift, &c.”’ or rather “to render the

cdottrine more obvious in the englith idiom)—¢<T
““ charge (thee) therefore, hefore Jefus Chrift the

* God and Lord, who fhall judge the quick and
£ 2
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c¢ the dead, &c.”” And thus the texts 1n the two lafk
examples will pertectly accord as the uniform ex-
preflions of the fame apoitle, aflerting, in both, the
divinity of his Lord anud Saviour, by whom he had
been perfonaily {fummoned to bear his teftimony
to the gentiles, as being an eye and ear witnefs
of his glorious maje/ty.

Our Socinian Sadducees, who have impiouily en-

? and ¢ nothixg but

tituled our Lord ¢ a mere man,
a man,”’ and fimple buman nature, will not be able
to digeft this neceilary doltrine, until they humble
theaifelves to receive inftructions from the holy

{criptures.

EXAMPLE, VIIL
TIT. il. I3.

h—ﬁgw? £ X,0/AEVOS THV LOHOLQLELY eATI0z et eoTiPavEioy Trg foéne LTOT
peyars @EOT KAI SQTHPOY fuwy THSOT XPISTOT.

The prefent verfion of thefe words, in the eng-
lifh teftament, is—*¢Looking for that blefled hope,
¢¢ and the glorious appearing of the great God, and
¢¢ our Saviour Jefus Chrift.””> This text (though
the next in order, according to the ufual mode of
arranging the books of the new teftament) has al-

ready been produced as the fecond example in the
preceding letter. I have fince however examined
the Alexandrian MS. and find that it agrees exactly
with the above citation of this text, excdept that 2
point has been added in the MS, after the word Oz
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or ®: On which it is neceffary to obferve that the
lame remarks are obvioufly applicable to this [uper-
fluous and abiurd addition of the point, or period,
that I have made on the texts, II. Thefl. 1. 12. and
II. Tim. iv. 1. in the fourth and {ixth examples of
this tra&. For as the proper effeét andpurpofes of
periods is to leparate words into dif2inét fentences, it
is obvious that the words, which follow the fuppo-
fititious period in this text, are incapable of a gram-
matical conftru&tion without reference to the
preceding words, connected by the copulative; and
therefore the note of feparation (a period; cannot

poflibly have been intended by the infpired writer.
‘This teftimony therefore of the facred text in fa-

vour of the neceflary dodétrine of our Lord’s divine
nature ought not to be withheld from the mere en-

glifh reader.

I am perfuaded that our modern Socinians
would not have made fo much clamour about 7/e
neceffity of a new tranflation, had they been aware
that a more clofe and literal rendering of the ori-
oinal text (even in paflages which had elcaped
their calumnious charges of corruption, and their
arrogant attempts at imaginary corredtion ) mulit
neceflarily cut up their favourite {yftem by the
Yoots.

‘The text in queftion, if the truth of the original
be duly regarded, muft inevitably be rendered,

¢ Expecting the bleffed hope and appearance of the
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s¢ elory of our great God and Saviour Tfefus Chrif.>

EXAMPLE, VIII.

Il. PET. 1. I,
-y Oixaicourn TOY OEOY nuwv KAI SQTHPOYT IHZOY

XPIZTOT.
Which in the common englith verfion, is thus

imperfeltly rendered,—*“¢hrough the righteoufnefs of

¢ God, and our Saviour Fefus Chrif.”
This text, though 2be eighth in order, according

to the proper order of the books, was zbe fir/? ex-
ample cited in my letter ; and I have only to re-
mark farther, that the Alexandrian MS. perfeétly
agrees with the prelent common approved reading
of the greek text. In Dr Woide’s printed copy of
the faid MS. there is a point inferted after the
word dixaogum, Which 1s not 1n the MS. but that is

manifeftly a merely accidental typographical er-

TOT.
The Rev. Mr Cruttwell has remarked (in his

ufeful edition of the englifh bible with Bifhop
Wilfon’s notes) that the werds rendered in our
prefent verfion, viz.--*“of God and our Saviour JFefus
¢ Chrift’’ were rendered——“gf our God and Saviour
<< Yefus Chri/#”’ 1n the verfions of Wiclif, Cover-
dale, Mathews, Cranmer, in the Bifhops (bible)
(the) Geneva, (the) Rhemifh, (bibles) and by Dod-
dridge, Weltley, Scattergood, and Purver; which
is altogether a noble teftimony of both ancient and
modern times againit the Socinian impiety, 'The eng-
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fi/b reader fhould undoubtedly be informied of thé
true meaning of thefe words in a proper englifh
idiom, as,—* Zhrough the righteoufnefs of Fefus
¢¢ Chrift our God and Saviour:”’—which is agreeable
to a literal rendering into latin by the late learned
Dr Thomas Mangey, prebendary of Durham, viz.
S Fefu Chrifti Dei et fervatoris ngftri.’’

EXAMPLE, 1X:
JUDE, 1V.

xet TON wovov AESITOTHN @GEON KAI KYPION
suwv IHEOYN XPIZTON apvsperos.

This, in the common englith verfion, is imper-
teCtly rendered,—<¢ and denying the only Lord God,
“ and our Lord fefus Chrift.”’

1 made a tranfcript of this text, feveral years ago,
from the Alexandrian MS. which I copied or ra-
ther drew, letter by letter, in fize and fhape as
exactly as the eye could difcern. In this tranfcript
the word 6ev is omitted, as in the MS. but I did
not, at that time, perceive that there was any point
or mark after the word Acrzorny, and I was there-
fore, much {furprized, afterwards, in comparing
the faid tranfcript, with the elegant edition of my
late very worthy and refpefable friend the Rev.
Dr Woide (who printed a copy of the new tefta-
ment from the Alexandrian MS. with new types
In imitation of the letters of the MS.) to find that

he had inferted a point;, in his new edition, after the
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word Acomorw. I was very confident that I could
not difcern any fuch point, when I examined the
MS. and yet, as I entertained the highelt relpect
and efteem for the veracity and accuracy of Dr
Woide (of which he was, indeed, truly worthy) 1t
was neceflary to have this matter properly ex-
plained; and I was rendered perfectly aware by
Dr Velthufen’s account of his examining an an-
cient MS. that the feint lines and marks in the
very old MSS. are liable to bear diftérent appear-
ances, according to the different degrees of light

in which they are feen.
I therefore took the fir{t opportunity, afterwards,

of going once more to examine the MS. and on a
more clofe infpeftion, I perceived, indeed, the feint
mark which occafioned Dr Woide’s inlertion of
the period, in his edition; but being afterwards
aflilted by the worthy librarian the Rev. Mr Har-
per, in a {till more attentive and accurate exami-
nation of the mark with a magnitying glafs, I was
{atisfied that it had not been intended for a period,
but only for a thort /ine of connection, becaufe 1t 15
nearly three times as long as it 1s broad.

But if any perfon, from the authority of Dr
Woide’s edition, fhould be ftill inclined to {fuppofe
that it is really a pont, T mult requeft them care-
fully to confider what I have before remarked on
the fourth, fixth and feventh examples in this tract,
vefpe@ing the addition of points in greck manu-
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icripts ; and alfo, concerning the more accurate
modes of Gramimnatical diftinction in the greek
tongue, which rendered the [mnalier points, or par-
ticlas of time ({uch as {emicolons and commas: abio-
lutely unneceflary in the greek feripture; and, in
addition thereto, let him oblerve, particuiarly on
the text before us, that a point in that place, after
Ascmornv (in the middle of the fentence, between
the accufative noun and verb) is utterly inconfuitent
with grammar and common fenfe; and though
the word geo, hhas been omitted in the Alexandrian
MS. (perhaps for the fame reaflon that fome men
would wiflh to prove the infertion of the point
after Asomorwv) . yet, happily, neither of thefe altera-
tions would at all affedt, or injure the manifeft
teltimony of the apoltle Jude, 10 Chriff’s almighty
power and divinity, tor—<¢ the only potentate and
“« Lord of us fefus Chrifz,”> is equivalent to a full
declaration of Chriff’s [Diwvinity, as well as of his
almighty power 3 and with refpedt to the infertion
of the fuppojed point, they mniuil perceive, if they
duly conhder the text, that the words Aeszorw and
wwoiov cannot (confif!ently with the neceflary gram-
matical {enfe of the greek, and the ufual modes of
expreflion, or idiom of that language ' be {eparated
either by points or conflruétion, fo as to be applied
to two different perfons, becaufe the article 1s 7noz
repeated after the copulative, before uvpwov: fo that

Chrif alone, was unqueftionably that—<¢ only poten-
K
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caie,’? or jovercign Lord, who was denied by the
laftivious perfons, againft whom 1he apoftle Jude
bore teftimony ot their reprobacy, and of their
having denied the Lord who had redeemed #hem.
Dr Hammond’s rendering of the text before us,
may, therefore, be conlcientioufly maintained, viz.
¢ gnd our only majfter God and Lord fefus Chrif,”
smaking (fays he)—-=<¢ thofe tbhree the feveral aitri-
butes of Fefus Chrift.”> But as the dottor has been
pleafed to add, that—-<¢ T his interpretation proceeds
< upon that way of punctuation, wbhich is ordinarily
¢ retained in our copics, there being no comma after
¢ @’ 1am obliged to protelt againit that reafon,
Sor the other reafons already given; and to infift,
that the grammatical conftruftion of the greek
text is, of itfelf, our fufficient and beft warrantto
juitify that /literal rendering.

But the applying to Chrift this fupreme title,
—=<¢ the only potentate God’> (and, alio in a former

text, the fupreme title of—-¢¢ the great God’’) mmay
perhaps induce fome perfons to conceive that this
crammatical fyftem of conftrudtion, if admitted as
a rule, for all texts, in which the fame mode of
expreflion renders it applicable, will fometimes
prove rather too much, and may be liable to fa-
vour a modern {2& of Unitarians, who have adopt-
ed the Sabellian notions of the late Baron Swe-
denborg, and who affert, thatr—-< Yefus- Chrift &

“¢ the only God;”’ that is, they under{ftand this in fe
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weculiar a fenlfe, that they do not feem properly to

acknowledge the perfonality of the boly [pirit, any
more than a very oppolfite lett of Unitarians do,

the modern Socinians, who impioufly aflert (1n the
oppofite extreme to that the of Swedenborgians) that
< Yefus Chrift was a mere man, and nothing but a
¢ man,”’ according to one of their teachers, and
—S¢ fimple human nature,”’ according to another:
and fome of them have even prefumed to charge
the members of the church of England with ido-
latry,* becaule they pay the divine honour that is

* This unjuft charge of ido/atry againft the unqueftionable prin.
ciples of the axcient catholic church, profefled by the church of Ernp-
land, affords a notable fkreen to the Lasiz church, by indifcrimi-
nately confounding all the due diftintions, whereby a charge of
idolatry is applicable; and this fhould teach us to be aware of what
we fhould have to expeét on the removal of all tefts and reftraints
from {uch indifcriminate teachers; and, likewife, from all other fec-
taries ! as much as from the pontifical bierarchy, feated on the throne of
the dragor) who do ot regulate their faith and practice by the plain
doftrines of the holy fcriptures. For, indeed, no man is jultly en-
titled to have a vote, or fhare in the legiilature of this, or of any
other chriffian nation, unlefs he (at leaft) profefles to regulate his
principles of alion, by the tawo firf foundations of ENGLISH LAW, viz.
natural and revealed religion, to which (as being tave awitneffes of God )
univerfal obedience is due, {o that no ftatute of parliament can be
walid, nor any other law, cuftom, or praftice, /ufferable, if it be at
all zuconfiffcnt with either of thefe 7w z}zdgﬂwﬁbfc Joundations, For,
without thefe, MEN retain, indeed, the form, but pot the dipxsity
of M AN ; becauic they are {ubject to the impulfe of /fpiriss, inimi-
cal to the nature of man; and are, thereby, liable to be rendered,
in difpofition and pra&ice, the moft noxious of beazf?s, even—s¢ a

I 2

- vl o
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duz to thelr Lord and Saviour; and to the boly
[pirit, their —¢¢ other comforier.”’
So that both thefe feCts of profefled Unitarians
(as well as their Unitarian brethern, the Mahome-

“¢ peneration of wipers ;”’ and theretore, the knowledge of our cean N A-
TURF,and of ibe principles of allior in MAN, what they are, and «wbat
they ought to be (which by the {eriptures alone is revealed to us) 1s
the firft and moft eflential branch of ph:ih/faphy, whatfoever our
modern {ceptical ph:lofopers may think to the contrary ; for how
fhould men be on their guard acainft invifble cremies, of whole
very exiftence they are ignorant >—But, by the holy {criptures we
are informed, that—=<¢ 5o prince of the poaver ef the air avorkeih in the
¢ children of difobedience ;>—and, certainly, wherever this fatanical
7ifpiration manifcﬂﬂiy takes place among zex, their defcriptive 2r¢le
cannot be more accurately exprefled than in the terms, which our
Y.ord himfelf (as well as John the baptift tefore him} applied to
the haughty fcepticks whom thry oppofed—=< e gencration of wi-
6¢ pfr.r,” ("Viatthew X1l 34.)/ and—=<* ferpcats’ (Vatthew xX1il. 33./
exprelsly alluding thereby to the fatarical in{piration by which they
became the children, or gensration of the old ferpeut, as our Lord
plainlv warned them at another time ;—<¢ Ye are of YOUR FA-
¢ THER THE DuVIL—and the [uffs of YOUR FATHER ye aill do;
—<¢ he avas @ MURDERER from the beginning, and abode not in the
¢ truth. &c. Men. therci ire, who will not be Iimited by the zws
FrfR foundations of Englyh laww, are unworthy to b~ admitted to an
equal participation ot civi/ righ:s in any tree chriffian ftate whatever;
becaufe zrue liberty cannot be maintained without that perfedion of
lzav, which arifes only from thefe ivdifpernfible »ules of afiion,

They are indifpenfible, becaufe we can have no hope that our
conflitutional exablithment of watzral and wreligicus rights (to ¢ the
¢ olory of God, peace on earth,” and ‘¢ good awill towards men’ ) can
poflibly be maintained, if fuch perfons are admitted to a fbare of
legiflative authnarity, who do not acknowledue the only fourdations
on which, alone, that happy conffirurion is built. |
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jais j are, by multaken notions of the divine unity,
icduced from perceiving and acknowledging the
declarations throughout the holy {criptures of the
unqueitionable ex:ltence of 75ree divine perfons in
sne only divine nature, or Godbead. ‘The old Ari-
ans (though iheir {eft was probably reprefented by
that—=<¢ fallen j/lar,”” which opened the—*¢ bLsszom-
¢ lefs pit,”’ for the emiffion of the armed locufts of
the Arabian herely, more jericily Unitarians than
them{elves*) allowed, indeed, that Chri2 was God,

® Since I wrote the above remark, refpefling the Mabometans
and Arians, a more ftriking accomplifhment of the prophecy, ro-
fpe&ling the fallon flar that cpen:d the battomle/s pit, has occurred to
me, in the charafler of Neffursus, archbifhop of Conflantinople, and
metropolitan of the greek church, wiiofe doftrine was, in effeét,
Qi €€ more Uritarian than’” that of Arius; for the confequences of
bis denying the miraculous birth of our Lord, and aflesrting that
€ Chriff born of the Virgin Mary, awas not the fon of God';”” muft
neceflarily be, that be was—*¢ a mere mar,”” and —*¢ noshirg bur
¢ 2 man,”’ according to the openly declared notions of our modern
Socinlans, which, in this point, is ftri€ly DMMahometar? With
this falfe and aniichriffian do&krine €€ 2pe third part of the rivers axd

Sountains of waters’ (viz. the fources of the nations and the peoply of
the Greet Empire, the 2hird great monarchy ) was embittered and
prepared {or the frorpion-like {conrge of malbometarx tyranny.

On account of this blafpliemous doéfirine, Neffarius was depofed
{by the judgemesnt of a great counfel of his peers the chriffian bifbops)
from his dignity as archbyZop of the greateft city (at that time) ir
chriftendom, and from being metropolitan, as it were, of the Greek
Empire; (the third great monarchy ) and, therefore, he might truly
be faid to have follen from the higheft elevatian of ecclefiaftical
dignity ; fo that no prophetical type could more amply prefigure
snis rejedtion, than—<¢ 1he_failing of a flar from beavcn, ’wwthe heas
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yet they fuppofed him to be fo, in aen inferior de-

ven or jfirmament of the then amply ¢22blj/bed epiicopal authority
throughout the Roman empire. And the Uwitarian doéirine of
this fallen flar (1 mean Unitarian in the Mabometarn and Socinias
{enfe of that term ) feems alfo to have been the wery € key’’ whereby
¢€ ¢fe bottomnlels pit’’ was opened to let out the noxiouns and.diabolical
vapour of Malometarnifin, for it is really the leading, and firft incul-
cated tenet in all the public profeflions of that baneful herefy.
And it is remarkable that a Nefforiar monk, Sergius, profefling the
fame blafphemous dofrine (this—<¢ key of the bottomlefs pit’’
forged by Neffories) fhould adtually have been an affiftant to
Mahbomer in producing bhis pretended revelations; and, it is ftill
more remarkable, that all the /frorgsmn-like fcourges of the Mabo-

ametan conqueft (hrft, LAWLESs TYRANNY and the fuppreflion of
all popular vights ; fecondly, RoBBERY and waAR notorioufly {fanc-
tioned or authorized by this pretended religion againft @/ nations
and people that do not receive their doétrine ; and thirdly, the fatal
senecwal of the old pagan oppreflions of flave-bolding and flave-deal-
ing,¥ which had been happily extinguifhed by the generalinfluence
of chriftian benevolence ) thould have compleatly pervaded all thofe
caftern and fouthern regions, of the th:7d Empire, wherever the
doétrines of Nzflorius had been previoufly adopted, and had emné::-
tered the rivers and fountains ot the waters to prepare them for this
fignal retribution, Juftly due to {uch antichriftian apoftates, who deny

tlic true rock on which the catholic church is built, viz. that ¢ Fefus
Is he Cﬁrgﬁ‘, the Son cy" the fz'-v:'?zg God ;” or, as St. ]Ohn has e:-tpreﬂ'ed

the peculiar for/bip, or liation, of Chrift, viz. ** e ONLY BEGOT-

* Such diabolical enormities may furely be compared to the dark exhalations
of---¢ the bottomlefs pity’’ and therefore our Englith promoters of fave-bolding,
and fave-dealing (who have carried thefe Mabometan oppreflions to a greater
excefs, even than the AMabometars themfelves) have ample reafon to dread the
approaching time of divine retribution, when God will---%¢ deffroy the deflroyers
“‘of the earth,’’ and fhall caufe thofe that now---<tJead into captivity”’ (and.
iurely, likewife, all their abettors)«--¢¢ to be /Jed ig0 captivity I1?
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eree ; by which they unwarily acknowledged a /-
perior God, and an inferior God ; i. e. more Gods
than one, contrary to the #rue Unitarian doltrine of
the primitive churches, which always held and affer-
ted the unity of God (like the church of England to
this day) as much as they held it neceflary to ac-
knowledge the three divine perfons ; both of which
doltrines are inevitable and indifpenfible, while
we profels to regulate our faith by the teftimonies
of the holy {criptures, as handed down to us, with-
out prefuming to exercife the Socinian expedient
cf lopping ofl, or altering (as a fuppofed corruption
or interpolation) every text of {cripture that oppofes
the {yftem or fet of notions that we happen to have
adopted : And therefore the true Unitarian chriftian,
who acknowledges but ozze God,—one Fehovah,~ one
divine nature, ( zorng' or Godhead, and at the fame
time, neverthelels, 1s convinced, that rbhree divine
perfons are really revealed to us, under the title of

TEN SoN awbhich is i the boformn of the father.,” (Johu i. 18. compare
with ver. 14. and chap. 111. 16 and 18.)

All the arguments produced by the learned 77itrizga to prove
that Arius was the fallen flar, are certainly much more applicable
to Neflorius, as being an archbibop and metropolitan of the empire, and
therefore more fitly prefigured by a fzr. And that the finoke
fxom—*¢ the bottomlefs pit,”” which was let out by this fallen flar,
was really the mift or diabolical darknefs of Mehometarniftn, feems

to have been very fairly proved by our learned countryman, Jofeph
Mede.
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Fehovalkh® i the old teameni; and under the tide
of tzoc—or Gisd, 1n the new tellament; and that the
Supreme atiributes of the DIVINE NATURI are ap-
plied to eack, iz both ieftaments, will, of courfe,
be aware alio, that each of thete divine perfons
muft neceflarily be—* the great God,” and—-<° the
¢ only potentare’” as there is but—=°¢ one God’’~—one
enly [upreme power, or Godbead.

So rhat the effeét of my grammatical rule, when
appited to the two particular texts before men-
tioned (viz. Tit. 1i. £3. and Jude iv.) will not (in
the opinion of fuch wrue chriftians) feem to exceed

the truth.f |
‘Though the apoftie Paul afferted to the Colof-

fians (it. 9.) concerning Chrilt, that—-<¢in him dwel-
¢ Jeth aLi the fulﬂq/} qf the Godbhead ('m; BsoTyros)
¢ bodily” = swpcrinag, -3 term of indifputable per-
fonality ) yet, furely, this was without the leaft dif-
paragement to the fupreme divinity of the almighty
fatber, and of the holy fpirit, becaufe they are; alfo,
neceflarily included in the fame 6eorng, or Godbead,
as there 1s but one God ; and, therefore, as—-<¢ i
¢ pleafed all fuinefs to dwell” in the perfon of our

* ¥ neced not, here, recite the proofs of thefe affertions, becanie
i have already produced a great variety of examples, collected from
she old as well as rhe new teftament, in my tra& on the—<¢ Lo

of rature and priveiples of aflion i man,” from p. 2 34. to p. 301.

. A - - . g
+ Efpeciallv when compared with the concurrent reafons ane
teflitmonics guoted in the note pe 20. EDITOR,
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Fard Fefus, (Colii. 19) we may more eafily compre.
hend, why he required—-< that all”> (men) * fhould
¢ honour the fon, EVEN As they honour the father,’” that
is, undoubtedly, with jupreme honvur, sxabw; EVEN
AS, OF, according as,—*“they honour the fatber.” And
our Lord {aid exprefsly,—<¢ He that honoureth not the
¢ fon’? (that is, according to the meafure before
declared,—<¢ EVEN As they bonour’® or ought to hHo-
nours the father ) ¢ honoureth not the father which
¢ hath fent bim,”> ( John v. 27.) and he allo claimed
exprelsly 2o be glorified with the father bimjs!fi—
“ And now O facher”’ ({aid he) ““GLORIFY THOU ME
““ WITH THINE OWNGSELF, with the glory which I
 had with thee bofore the world was,”” (John xvil.
3.) thereby aflerting both his pre-exificnce and fu-
vreme dignity. Chriltians therefore, who humbly
receive thefe, and the many other revelations of
Chriff’s divinity, have the lefs difficulty in acknow-
edging the doclrines of the ancient catholic churches,
ind the declarations of our creeds. But let al! cther
nen likewife, who profels to believe in the name
f Chrif?, earneftly enquire, in the fr/# place, as
he fir/? means of progrels to the true faith, whe-

her they are really  willing’> (for this 1s given

s the true proot of jfaith—:cay 7ic 0:an) to conform

hemfelves to the wi/l of God, as revealed in all the

10ft obvious declarations and injunétions of holy

ripture, and more particularly to the purity,

G
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which is expreflsly called—<¢the «will of God> viz.
the /anélification of their bodies™® which cannot other.

wife be capable of becoming—-<¢ Temples of the holy
““ Gbhoft 3>’ an indifpenfible {tate both of body and

mind for all chriftians to maintain; for, in that cafe,
they may affuredly rely on God’s abfolute promife,
through Chrift, that—=<¢if any one fball be wiLLiNc
¢ 20do H1s WaLL be fball know of the doétrine whetber
“¢ it be of God ; or whether I fpeak” (faid our Lord)

€ Jrom myfelf.”” (John vii. 17.)

DEO SOLI GLORIA.

* <€ For this is the ni/l of Gud, even your fan&ification, tha; y:
¢ fhould abftain from fornication: that every one of you fhal
“ know how to poflefs his veflel in faxnéification and borour; not
¢ the luft of concupifcence, even as the Gentiles which know i

¢ God: that no one fhould go beyond or defraud his brother, &,
Y. Theff. iv. 3,6:
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PLAIN MATTER-OF-FACT ARGUMENT

FOR THXK

DIVINITY OF CHRIST,

w_m

LUEKSTION.

OR what Enp did Chrift coME INTO THE

WORLD ¢
A. Chrift was ¢ manifefted in the flefh, (that is

was made man,)—TO DIE FOR THE SINS OF MAN-
KIND,—to deftroy the works of the devil—to re-
deem us from all iniquity, and to purity unto him- -
felt a peculiar people zealous of gnod works.” (1
Cor. xv. 3.—1 John iii. 8.—7Tit 1. 14.)

Q. Where was Chrift before be came into this world,
and was manifefted in the flefh ?

A. He was in Heaven. ¢ He came down from
Heaven, He was with God his Father, before the
world was, before the foundation of the world: he
was 1n the bofom of his Father, and in his Father’s
‘Glory,” (John iii, 13. vi. 33. 62, i. 1. xvii, 5. 24.
g 2
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Q  How <was bis manifcation in the flefli made
known to th: <world?

A. By the meflage of an angel to Mary his mo-
ther, to Jofeph, and to certain fhepherds.

L. Under what name was be made known ¢

... Re was called Jesus, a Saviour, the Son of
God, the Son of the Highelt.

L. VWho was the mother of Fefus ?

A. The Virgin Mary.

L. Was any prophefy fulfiiled by the birth of Jjefus
Chri/t?

A. Yes: ¢ all this was done, that it might be
fulfilled, which was {poken of the Lord by the
prophet, faying, behold, a virgin fhall be with
chiid, and fhall bring forth a Son, and they {hall

" call his name EmmanvueL, which being interpre-
ted, is Gop wiTH us.”” (Matt. i. 22, 23. Ifaiah
Vil. T4.)

Q. What was Chrift put to death for?

A. For blafphemy, as the Jews thoughr it, in
calling himfelf the Son ot God.

Q- In what did the Tfews fay the blafpbemy con-
Sifted ? |

A. In this, that ke being, as they fuppoled, 2
mere man, called God his own Father, thereby
declaring himfef to be equal with God, and to be
God. (Johnv. 18. x. 33.)

L. What did Chrift ever fay of himfelf, which in-
plied, that be was God ?
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A. He faid that he was one with God, and par-
took of the glory of Ged, belore the world was,
that is, from all eternity.

Catechift. Repeat the paflage, in which this is faid.

A. ¢ And now, O Father, glorify thou me with
thine ownfelf, with the glory which I had with
thee, before the world was.”” (John xvii. 5.)

L. What did Chrift ever fay of himfelf, wwhich im-
plied, that he was equal with God?

A. He faid that ““he and his Father are one:”
that ¢¢the Father hath given all things into his

power :”> that ¢ what things foever the Father

doeth, thele allo doeth the Son likewife:*>” that
¢ the Father hath committed all judgment to the
Son, that all men fhould honour the Son, even as
'they honour the Father.”” {John x. 30.—11i. 35.—
V. 19.~—V. 22.)

2. Who were the firf? wilnefles, in Chriff’s time, in
proof of Chrife’s divinity ?

A. His enemies, the unbelieving Jews, both the
peopie, and their rulers.

L. Do you call the unbelieving Fews prior witnef-
fes to the Apoftles ? |

A. Yes: Dbecaufe this great truth, THE DIVINTY
OF CHRIST, was hid from the Apoltles, as well as
the reft of their countrymen, till after Chrift’s RE-
SURRECTION ¥*ROM THE DEAD. Chrift firft aflerted
himfelf to be God, by calling God his Father, and
himfelf the Son of God, in a fenfe, which implied,,
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that he was equal with God, and was God ; for fo
even his unbelieving hearers underitood it :~—the
Jews condzmned him to death for it :—the Apof-
tles preached it.

L. As Chrift knew, that this was the fenfe in wbhich
2he “fews underflood his teftimony of himfelf, when they
Sir/t charged him with blafphemy for it, did he, at his

2rial, attempt to deny the charge?
A. No: he admitted the charge and confirmed

1t, and died for it; and appealed to the day of
judgment, as their future proof of it.

Catechift. Repeat the paffage.

A. When ¢¢the high prieft afked him, and faid
unto him, art thou the Chrift, the Son of the Blef.
fed? Jefus faid, Iam: and (Cas a proof of it, ) vz
{hall (at the laft day ) {ee (me_) the Son of man fit.
ting on the right hand of power, and coming in
the clouds of Heaven.” (Mark xiv. 61, 62.)

L. If Chrift had net been the Meffiab, the Son of
God, in the fenfe in which they under/Rood him, would

he not bhave undeceived them ?
A. If Jefus Chrift had not been the Meffiah, the

Son of God, in the fenfe, in which the Jews un
der{tood him, he would have undeceived them, to
fave his own life, and to free them from a very

great delufion.
L. But Fefus Chrift was put to death for calling

Bimfelf the Son of God ; what then do you conclude?
A. I conclude that Jefus Chrift really was whe
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they charged him with calling himfelf, THE sox
of Gop; and in the fenfe in which they underf{tood
him; thatis, that he was rquar witH Gop; and

was God.

9. You fay that in the lifetime of Chrift the Apof-
tles appeared not to know that Chrift was God ; what

was their opinion after be rofe from the dead ?

A. Convinced by his refurretion from the dead,
according to his promife that he would raife himyelf
from the dead, they believed him to be ¢ their
Lord and ther God’’—¢ the word made flefh ;**
¢« God manifefted in the flefh ;> in whom ¢¢ dwelt
¢“ aLL the fulnefs of the Godhead bodily;’> Em.
manuel.”’ or, ¢ God with us>®—*¢ the creator and

upholder of all things,”> who < in the beginning”
of all things ¢ was with God, and was God”—

¢¢ the true God and eternal life ;> and ¢ over ail

God bleffed for ever.”” (John xx. 28.—]John 1. 14.
1 Tim. iii. 16. Coi. ii. g. Matt. 1. 23.—John 1. 2.
Heb. i. 3. John i. 1.—1 John v. 20. Rom. 1x. &.*%)

Q. Now tell me in few words, what you collect fron:

Chriff’s teftimony of bimfelf, as attefled by the fews of

*. Whatever difficulty may be found in the various readings of
any of thefe paffages, it muft vanifh, like a mift, in the full light
of their united evidence. To them we may confidently add the

very important teftimonies which in the preceding remarks and
examples Mr Sharp has moft happily recovered trom the erroncous

conttrutions of the common verfion.
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his own time, condemied Sy the rulers, but univerfally
propagated by the Apeftics ¢ |

A. The conclufion to be drawn from it, is, that
Chrift, the Son of God, is one with God, and equal
with God, and is God. Chrift afferted it; the
Jews condemned him to die tor it; he {fealed his
teltimony with his blood. The Apeoftles, convin-
ced by his refurre&ion from the dead, believed it,
and preached 1t, and died for it. |

Catechift. T he Fews, then, put Chrift to death, as
an impoftor and blafpbemer ; and yet Chriftians hawe
belicved in him and worfbipped him, as the Son of God,
Jor almg/ft eighteen hundred years. How do you ac-

count for this?
A. It was in the decrees of God, that Chrift

fhould die for the {ins of mankind: If the Jews
had believed him to be the Son of God, they
would not have put him to death :—if he had not
been put to death, as lie was, he would not have
‘ borne our fins in his own body on the crofs,”
that 1s, he would not hzve died for our fins, THE
END, for which he camx 1NTO THE woRrRLDj;—he
would not have given that great and ineftimable
proof of the truth of Scripture, and of his own
promifes, which 1 did, by rifing from the dead;
—and the Apoftles would not have given that fure
evidence of their own belief in Chrift, the ground
~and confirmation of ours, which TrHEY did, by dy-
mg for their crucified Lord and Mafter.

i ¥FINIS,
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