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cineither t*onfusing the characters nor divid- the Father andI of the Son and of the Hely
ingr the essence." M(And if good Latin wcre to 1 host "-ne nto the namnes.
be rendered into good Greek, the sentence! Surely if (lot reqnired us to kee> three
would stand thues-"I onde sugcheontes ta pro- Isubsistenes a.part, in our ininds, Hc wot-h!
sop)a, onde chorizontes ten /sfen"For have- spoken more clcarly. And when heavoni
Aristetie, a concelusive auithority in Greis opelied tco us in the book eo' Rovelation-
uses hypestasis for ousia. and H1ederic's God's last word to His, cburch-we hear Ilof
Lexicen gives liyl)oltss for Ilsu bstantia. God andI of the Lamb" but we hiear nothitig
GodI's characters (prosolpa) are nevertheles, of three subsisteuces coiposing the Godhead.
in~ relation to us, truc hypostasis, subsistences, We do sec the distinction betweeni God andI
,substructiens, supports-not merely illanifes- the Lanib; and yct thc very throne is calh±d
tations, But in relatîin te Ilirself-in Hi-, the throiie of (Jod andI of the Larmb." We sce
own view of His ewn essence-" 1 amn that 1 no othcr"i persons " even when "Ic h temple of
arn" cannot be changed into '\Vc are that we' Goet was opcned in hieaven." W c sec onc
ar~ e. usie n o urslain-h reat Personage in the nineteonth ehapter.

"Fo usmenandforoursalatin>-he!1,andI His naine is calicd the Word of Qod ;

Father as GotI for ns ("I f GotI be for us: who andI of Himi it is said that "Uce treadeth the
eali be against us" Romans viii. 31 and 3:2) 1vprs of the flerceness andI wrath of
-the Son as Ged with us, I mmanuci "-and !ît/e Alrnig/ety Qeod; " andI this saine Personage
the Holy Ghost as God in us (II the Holy 'is likewise called IlKing of Kins andI Lord of
Ghiost whichi dwelleth in us" 2. Timothy ~*Lords." This IPersonge IIclothed with a vos-
14)-are three foundatioîv, of faith. hiope, turc dipped in blood " we reeg<nize, as Ouir
and 'love. Immiianuel. But togrether with Humn no other

(In 1. Corinthlans, xiii. 13, <ta tria tauta' "'<p 's are » reeed
-th treartes:i Psa i xi. 3, "f the Revelation xi. 16 andI 17 (ilWe give Thee
foundatiens be destroyed, what eau the right- hnkOLod otAlgtywicarad
cous do ),w'ast andI art te corne ") is a passage alene

But Ilt/he mnystery of God'" remains a mys- sufficient te justîfy us in adherîxîg jealously
tery stili. And stili we must maintain that to the êfrst article of t/e ectr!icst Creed-" 1
"the Father of whom are altigt is CodI believe, in Ged the Father Alniighity; andI in
le'-"tebesdatonyPente Jesus christ His only Son our Lord, Who wvas
"whemn ne ruan bath seen or can sec." (Psahin bonii by the HeIy Ghost ef Uic Virgin.Mary "

lxxxi. 1, "Ton at Qe a1u~.) andI any other conflicting vîcev (whether of
It oessee imossblete e sbnisSie t "subsistenees " or of 1;pensons ") is disceun-

Seripture witliout ackuowledging each of tenauced by our Lord's own message te Hus
three î'evealed Petencies, ilby hirnself te be dicpls "Iac nom Fte nIyu
Gord andI Lord" -whilc wve stili heMd them to be Fathen, ani-i te -my Qed- andIju Qd"l

inscutaby iential a en Jehvalthei face of this mnessage, anether clause of the
For myseff therefore I accept the clause Athanasian, Creed is too boltI when it asserts

"'non ceufundentes porsonias," of the Athan- that "lin this Trînity none is afore or atter
asian. Creed, in the Latin:- I reject it in the other, noue is greaten or less than another."
Euglish. For -if if were trzte that we are for- The' analogfy ehosen by Qed Hliniself su'ggests
bidden te confound the pensons," our Lord an opposite idea-siiggcrst-s the. pre-eininence of
1{imself w'as a flagrant heretie .in his conver- "t/e Fat/wre," andI the Saviour'said expressly,
satien Nwith Philip (John xiv. 2); and the "The Father is greatei than I "-in John xiv.
I{oly Ghost, in the written word, bas lapsed 28-atter having iniplied the sanie thoughit
inte the saine negligeuce of heresy, again antI in John x. 29.z)
again. When Joseph Cook states, ef Ghc Ilpersons"

Fer, further, we find difficulties, in explica- of the Trinity, that IIneither is God witheut
tien of this doctrine, that are net înierely the othersý,"-he slighits inadvertantly " the
v-,erbal. 1numereus testimonies" (accerding te Bishop

The supposed proof-text frou- 1 John v. 7 1Pearson, on the Orced) "eto the ancient dectorî
andI 8, is spurieus. In Matthewv xxviii. 19, we 1of the chunch whc have net stuck te cail the
are crdered te be baptized <Iinte t/w 'na'mof e Father the enîgin, the cause, the auther, the


