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UNITARIANISM IN MONTREAL.

Unitarianism has for some time past oc-
cupied a much larger share of public atten-
tion in this eity, than ever it did at any
prior period.  How it suceeeded in obtain-
ing such extensive notoriety we could not
undertake positively tosay. We should be
sorry to take the merit of the matter wholly
to ourselves.  Were we to do so, we should
be open 1o a charge of vanity and self-im-
portance similar to that so justly alleged
in the fable against the fly, whicl, whilst
sitting on the centre of the earriage wheel
in molion, took to itself the eredit of all that
was performed by the wheel.

We are willing to coneede to our Orthodox
friends the credit of bringing Unitarianism
&o prominently into notice. Yet to the Uni-
tarians themselves, we suppose, must be
given a share of the merit in the first in-
stance. Had they not been in the city, or
had they not taken means to give those who
were anxious to hear, a knowledge of the
Unitarian belief and tlie grounds of it, Uni-
tarianism might still have remained in com-
parative obscurity in Montreal. Our wor-
shipping Suciety is but of recent origin, It
was not until within the past  year that we
had a church edifice in which to meet for
worship., Availing himself of the accomn-
modation it aflorded, the Unitarian Minister
commenced a cowmse of lectures in January
lzst, the object of which was to enter into a
brief exposition of rcligion from -its very
foundation, and proceed regularly to the
developement of the teaching of the Serip-;
tures on some of the more prominent points;
of faith,  These lectures were well ut-
tended, and aroused many persons to inguire
concerning religion who had hitherto paid
but Hutle ortention to that subject.

Before the course of lectures in the Uni-
tarian Church was concluded, it was found
that many of the Orthodox pulpits in ile
city had taken oceasion to argue agninst and |
denounce the alleged errors of Unitarianism.
Of this we do notcomplain. If Unitarianism
be erroneous, the sooner it is argued down
the better. We hope, however, thata proper
distinetion will always he made between
sound argument, and mere invective, or ar-
dent appeals to the feelings. So much were
our Oithodox neighbours aroused by their
pulpits, that the Unitarians were met on
every hand—in the warket, in the street,
and’in the private circle—and informed how
dungerous a system Unitavianism was, and

“how effectually it had been exposed and

-refuted in their church some Sunday or two
before. - :

‘It was frequently found , however, that
the persons who thus spoke of Unitarianism
knew very little about it. "Either their pul-

_pits had given them imperfect and erroneous

ideas on the matter, or they had misunder-
stood the information given. ~ Tnder these
circumstances, the Commitice of the Mont-
real Unitarian Society thonght it necessary
to adopt some means 10 keep the public
mind right on the subjeet, by impuiting pro-

- per- information concerning our views and

the ‘grounds of them. To this end, they
compiled a tract, which, they printed on a
s

sheet the same size as this paper, and pub-
lished, under the eommon title of a “ Tract
for the Times.”

That our readers at 4 distance may have
an idea of the amonnt of attention lately be-
stowed upon Unitarianism in this ecity, we
may state, that during the past month no
fewer than three pulpits have been deliver-
ing lectwes by special ammouncement
against our views, and that no fewer than
three religious newspapers have been en-
gagedin writing against them. Nor is this
all: for we are assured by one of the reli-
wous journals that “in almost all the evan-
gelical churehes discourses have been deli-
vered” to the same effect. Nor is the
whole stated yet.  Even strange eleraymen
visiting this eity have been pressed into the
same service ; and some of the comnereial
journals, as if anxious to beeome polemics
as; well as politicians, have shewn them-
selves ready to pronounce judgment upon
“ Unitarian crrors.’?*

The facts above stated will aceount for
the appearance of the anusually larse quan-
tity of controversial matter comtained in our
present sheot.  The demand upon our own
pen has been considerable, and we have en-
deavoured 10 answer it as well as we could
amidst a variety of other necessary engage-
ments. So longas the curiosity of the public
coneerning our views is stimualated by the
Orthodox pulpit and the Orthodox press, we
will consider it our duty to gratify it.

Seriously speaking, we think our Orthodox
brethren have given us more importance
than we deserve.  The Unitariaus are but
an inconsiderable Lody in this eity.  Indi-
vidually, we have watched the excitement
witheut being mueh moved one way or the
other. While we have had no fears what-
ever for the cuunse of Unitarianizm, we have
not allowed our hopes to be very sangnine
for its immediate success to any remarkabile
extent. It wounld be contrary 1041l expe-
rience, however, if the resnlt of such an
agitation, did it not prove fuvourable to the
Unitarian eause.  And it is only proper to
state, that so far it has proved favomable to
our cause it BMontreal. A marked augmen-
tation has alrcady taken place in our wor-
shipping Socicty. Many who came 1o our
church out of mere curiosity, from having
heard our views denonnced, remained to be
convinced of their truth.  Somic there are
amongst us who freely acknowledge that
having “come to scofl, they zemained to
pray.??

* The following editorial paragraph appeared in the
Montreal Herald of April 25th ;—

“ WWe are requested to intidate that the Rev. Nathaniel
Willis, LD, of Renfield street Church, Glasgow, will preach
to morrnw (Sabbath), in the Free Church, Cote Street, ns
ﬁ)llu\ys t—Aflernoon (Military Service), half-past 1 p. .
Iivening, 7 r. .

' We undesstand that Dr. Willis has also agreed to give
a discourse on _the Divinisy of Christ, in-opposition to Unit-
arinn errors, in St, Gabriel Street Churc&». on Wednesday
evening, nL 7 o'clock.  From the well known chareter of
Dr. Willis a3 an able Theologian, and from his former ex-
perience as n Theologicnl Prafessor in Scotlund, it is confi-
dently anticipated that the Doctor will do ample justice to
this deeply important subject.”

Now if our eontemporary, the Iferald, had simply said
DOCTRINES instead of wnrrens, there wonld bo nothing
ohjectionnble in the above parngraph. VWhen there nre
three-religious journals in Montren! on the orthodox side,
and twae of them good-sized weekly papers, and nothing on
the hetersidox side but our own very small and unpretend-
ing sheet making its appearance monthly, there is surely no
ocension fur the secular press to turn polemical. The reli-
gious prints have ovidently the will, and ne doubt they
think they have the power, to put down Guiinrinnism,—
Underall the eircumstances, we hope our neighbours of the
dnily broad-sheet will seo the propriety of abstaining from
interference. ‘I'hiey are powerful, we kniow ; and we hope
they will he generous, -

iz personally one—one in the proper
!

BRIEF STATHMENT OF REASONS
Aror Declintng ta recedbe
THE DOCTRINE O THE TRINITY.

The belief in atri-personal Deity is a fun-

damental point in the popular theol As
faith in a God, or wreat First Cause, must

lic at the Dottout of all religion, so a faithin
the threefold nature of the Supreme Being
may be remarded us the basis of what is
conventionally termed Orthodox Christinn-
ity.  According to that system, each of the
three allewed " pewsons™ of the Godhead
has an appropriate and peenliar function to
fulfil inr relation to man.
Now this distvibution of the Supreme
Being into three “persons,” < hypostases,”
sistencees,”? or “somewhats,” (as they
have been variously desisnated by Trinita-
vinn theologians,) is deelined by a Jree

caud constantly incereasing elass ol Christian

believers.  These maintain that the one
Cod who is acknowledged by all Chiristinns,
and
absolite sense ol that tevm—undivided and
indivisible.  Thus, while the bulk of the
Cliistian world Dbelieve in God’s threefold
nature, or the Lrinity in Unily, this class of
believers hold to the doctrine of God’s un-
omponnded nature, or simple Tnily.  De-
sionated with reference to their ideas of the
Godhead, the former should, in strictness
of legeage, be called Trinitariun-Unila-
rians, or, as believers in a Triune God, 2ri-
Unilerians ;  while the latter should be
named simply, Unifarians. . But, -for the
sitke - of  convenience, it has been adopted
as a eustom to siyle the former Trinilarians
simply, their ‘belief In_ God’s wnity iun the
sense 1hey pnt upon if, being all the while
undeystood. Tt is likewise usual to style
the latter Unilarians simply, always mean-
ing by that term those who maintain the
striet unity of the Supreme Being.
Both classes are Christian  believers,
thonzh in ditlerent s Both elusses
maintain that Jesas Christ is the Sonof God,
the Saviour of men, the Lord and Lawgiver
of the Cliristian Chureh, the Mediator ho-
tween God and man. But on eacl of these
terms they respeetively put ditlerent con-
sirnciions.—The Trinitarian conceives that
the term ¢ Sonof God” is to be nnderstood as
conveying the idea of a strict identity of
essence or muure with God, 2o that Christ
s on a perfect eqnality with the Suprenie
Being, or in faet the Suprenie Being him-
self. ” He eousiders that 1lic term “Sou of
God” haus an equivalent or synonyme in
“God the 8o The Unitarian, ‘on the
other hand, conceives that the term  Son of
God » denotes n being distinet from that
God whosze Son he is, proceeding from him,
and thervefore posterior 1o him in point ol
time, and subordinate 1o him in point aof
rank.—The Trinitarian conceives that Christ
wag the Saviour of men by virtne of his
Supreme De:ty, in consequence of which he
was enabled to offer an infinite suerifice on
the cross, to expatiate the sins of inankind.
The Unitarian, on the other hand, conceives
that Cliist was the Saviour of men by vir-
tre of his office as a Teacher of divine
truth, Dby the siuless and perfect example
he set before us, by the profoundly interest-
ing spectacle of his death upon the cross,
endared on acconnt of our sing, and by
which the heart should be moved to rever-
enee, repeifance, obedience and  love.
Unitarians generally consider that Jesus is
the Saviour of men by establishing a system
of motives, means, and influences, to act up-
on the hwmnan mind and heart, to turn man
from sin, and thus save him from the con-
sequences of sin, to bring him into the wuy
of holiness here, and thus, through the arcat
merey of God, secure him a heaven of hap-
piness hereafler.—The Trinitarian  con-
ceives that Christ is Lord and Law,
of the Christian Church by virtue of his own
inherent and underived authority.  The
Unitarian, on the other hand, conceives that
Christ is Lord and Lawaiver of the Chris-
tian Church in consequence of the power
and ¢ commandment he received from his
Father.? He conceives that ¢ God made Jesus
both Lord and Christ.>—The Trinitarian con-
ceives that Christ is Mediator between Go

iver: ¥ > '
will, to smake myself obeyed in n point so shsolutely neces-

and men; bhut that his office and indivi-
duality as such are to be regarded as dis-
tinet from his dlleged Supreme Deity.
Henee he speaks of his mediatorial char-
acter and eapacity as something different
and distinguishable {rom that suyerior na-
ture which he assiens to him. The Unita-
rian, on the other hand, recognizes no such
distinetion of two natures in Christ.  As he
believes God to be one uncompounded
Being, so likewise he believes Christ to bo
ane uncompounded Being,  He regurds
Christ as the Mediutor between God and
men, because God raised him up as a Di-
vine Messenger, ind gualified him by extra-
ordinary 5 to perform an important work
for humanity.  According to the Unitarian
view, God and man were at viviimee.  God
had compassion for the world, and wished
man to become reconeiled to him. Christ was
the medium throngh which God put himself
in communication withman.  Throngh him,
as the Mediator, came ull the spiritoad bles-
sings to the human race; and throngh him
agnin, as the Mediator, are all otlerings of
pradse aud prayer toascend from man to God.
—Both purties, then, veceive Christ as he is
offered to them in the Gaspel, but they pat
different constructions  on the tems found
there in connection with him. By thus re-
ceiving Christ in sincerity, and 1o the best
of their knowledge, as he is reveuled to
them, they beeome his professed disciples.
It addition, then, 1o the numes already
given to them on aceount. of their belief in
a God, mnd their panticular views of the
Godhead, we attach the uame Christian to
them.  The Trinitarian becomes o Trinila-
rian Christian; the Unitarian, a Unilarian
Christian. Az 10 which party is vicht in its
interpretation of the Seripture, that is just
the point in confroversy.

Ever since the period of its first author-
tative promulgation by the Conneil of Con-
stantinople, in A 381, 1he doctrine of the
Trinity has had a powerlul and extensive
hold upon the mind of Christendom. The
awfolly rigorous measures of the Emperor
Theodosus eflectually checked the discug-
sion of the question, and paved the way for
the complete triimph  of the “Ivinitarian
doctrine.”  The strons arnn of fmperial
power severely exereised had given it a
firm. hold and seeured its prevalence in the
Church before the nielit of the Middle Ages
set in upon the world. When this dark pe-
viod eame, the human mind was hushed in
slumber, or engaged in speculations which
were caleulated to augment, rather than di-
minish, the errors which liad alrendy be-
come incorpornted  with the simple " doc-
triues of the Gospel.  In the sixteentlt ecn-
tury an open and successful revolt was
made against the cortuptions and abuses of
the Church., I was not o be expected,
however, that the reformers of that period
could discover and set aside the accumuj-
ated errors of fifteen centuries. Their work
was the first step towards a olorious consum-
matjon, and a ginnbstide it was.  But tley.
did not vise completely above the evil in-
fluence of their times. Those who narrowly
escaped the fageot for denying the doctrine
of Transubstantiation, could look wwithout
compunetion on a Lrother reformer in the
flames because he denied the doctrine of
the Trinity. The fate ol Servetus, and 1he
purt Calvin took in the aflair, are well
known matiers of history. No doctrine was
evermore favoured and aided by the strong
iron avm of temperal power, than that of the
Trinity. It is but little more than thiny
ye since the penal laws against those

* Tlere is n sample of the style in which Theodosiug nd -
dressed the Arians, AD. 383, two years after che Couneil
af Constantineple *—* T will not permit tirensrhout my
dominions any other religion than that whiel cbiizes us to
waorship the Son of Gud in unity of essence with the Father
and Haly Glost in the adorable Frinity—us [ hiold the em-
pire of 1lim; and the power which T have to command
you, he likewice will give mestrength, s he hath given mo

]
'}

sary 1o your salvnfion and fo the pence of my subjocts,—
Waddingtow's History of the Church, p. 99,

 Theodesius comsiderer] every hicretic [thnt is, cvery ong
who differed from himself.] ag'n relel agninst henven and
anrth.. ..« - dn the space of fifteen years, he promulgnred at”
lenst fifteen severe edicts,.... morc espeninlly ngninst those -
who rejeeted the doctrine of the Trinity s and o deprive
them of cvery hope of cacape, e 5(um|¥ enncted, that it nny’
juws or reseripts should he nlleged n their fuvour, tho
indges should consider them as the illegn preductions cither

of frand or forgery.—Liceline and Fall of the Roman Fm-"
pire, vol. v, po 31,




