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Be thou no coward !
Lifeis a trust:
Thou art God’s gteward
Dare to be just !
Cod's sun shines on all,

God is thy moster ;
Keap thy life whole ;
De thon no waster
Of body or sonl !
God watcheth thy falf,

Care for God's children!
Faith ever throve ;
There is no wild'ring
Where there is fove:
Love mustereth all,

“YYITENGE: CAME THE TARES?”

Whenee erept the "Lrinity into the Chris-
tian fold? This question T <hull now an-
swer by giving as briel a sketch as possible
of the history "of the Trinity.  But the first
pait of my history must be that of =bmple
Uniturinuisme; for vestiges of voother form
‘of doetrive cati be traced back farihier than
the third ceatory, nor ean we find sy evi-
dence that the doctiine of three equul persons
‘in the Godhead was wmaintained tll Jate in
abe foth contury. 1 am peeared o slnie,
wiihout fear of coniradiction, that the due=
trine of the equalily of the Futher, Sou, aud
1oty Spivit, cannot be forad in any work of
the Tivstjthree centudies, wenl thit there van-
not be fuend, with refecenee fo the divine
watvee, in any genaine Cheistine work of
the fiest two certucies, aey stvementof doe-
tring, equivalent, or approachds« to, or con-
wisteui with, the wodern doeteive "ol ihe
Trinity. Is it said, thay, becanse there was
no coutroversy dhort this deetrine, it was
was passed over nsiferce? I reply, that,
as tho Chuistian fuhers vovote ehieily abows
the divine natuve, attribuotes, and wiil, if
they lad this idea, they coudd net have fail-
951‘ o rse corresponding plvaseology ; for
Trinitariun. pluweology 35 wow wvs=ed by
"Crinitacians, viot ouly in controver-ial weit-
Tigs, but b prayers and - practical: ser-
wonsy il hag Leen freely nsed during ages
when the doetrine was réceived without vp~
positiow or dissents . :

_Yet farther, it ag certain as any fael in
history, that the Trinity was not in primitive
times the doctrine of the whole cluueh,
evenif we were 1o admit that it was held by
apurt of the cluwceh. No ecelesinstical his-
toriab denies or Jdonbts flat the Judaizing
Christinns ol Palestine, who forned distinet
seets ewly i the second: contwry, Vwere
Unitariang.  There were two sects of these
Christians—the Ebionites wwl the Nuza-
renes. The Ebionites believed Jesuns to
have been o mereauan, the zon of Juseph
and Mary 3 they are eotformly spokea of by
the Orthotux tuthers as hereiler. The Nu-
zarenes believed. in the miraculous bivthand
superhivnan dismity of Jesus, but remaurded
hig o a ereated and finite beingy and they
scem to have been vewarded as Oiholdox in
the earlicst times, and wre not speken of as
Yiereties (i)l the fourth ceniary. For these
ficts, it may be suflicieui to referyon to the
ecclesiastical histoey of Moshein, himselfl o
Trinitarian. Now covld theTrinity bave been
believed - by the greal body vi the chnrch
during - the first thice centuries, and Uwse
Nuzarenes have been left without ancthma
and obloquy.? )

. There is yet another remark of bnpoit-
ance ‘to be made with regand to the carly
Christian writings. They consisied 20t only
of works for the edification. of those veithii
the ehurch, but many of then were writien

{or the defencs and. propagation of the new.

faith, and were addie s2d 1o Jews and Da-
gans—10 the opposers and persceutors of the
chureh..  Im'writings of. this ¢lass; the mnost
important doetrine of the . whole. Chrisiiau
system could not have beeir passed over in
silence. It mnsl needs have: been elearly
stated and expounded, for the benefit of the
uninitiated,and elaborately defended against
donbis and objections. Let us see, then,
what sori of lunguage the carly advocates o
Christianity used in propagating and defend-
ing their veligion... . N :
:.0n the. day.of Pentecost, Peter-addressed:
a.confused, skeptical, amul moeking multi-
tude, many of whom had come ffom afar,
and werd utfer strangers to the new religion.
Hearlis simple statemiént, whiclimade, we

ave told; three thousand ' converts. - < Jesus.
of Nazarotlhi; a-man approved of God-wumung:

youy byonwaeles, and. wvouders; and. sigus,
whigh: God.dlid by. him.in the widst of yon,

as,ye yourselves, also know ; him, being de-

livered By 'the délerminate counsel  and

Toreknowledge of God; ye lave taked, and

by wicked hands hive crucified and slain,
whom God hath raised up.”*  Hear also in
what terms Paal preached Jesus for the fivst
time before the superstitions and idolusrous
Atheniuns, ¢ e lwth appointed w day in
whichhe will judge the world in rishteous-
ness, by that man whom lie hath owdained,
whereof he Luth given assuriace o all
men, in that he hath raised him front the
dead .t Hear adso St Paul’s synopsis of
his own preaching, in that hold, manly de-
fence before Agnippa, it which you will all
feal that it wus infinitely beneaih the apos-
tle?s clhuraeter to have wsed concealmeut ov
vquivocation, ¢ confinee nuto this day,
wibnes=ing both 1o small and great, saying
none other things than these whicl the
prophets and Moses did soy should come :
that Churist should suller, and that he shoukl
be the first that should vise from the dead,
and should hew light wito the people, wnd
w0 the Geatiles.” “ Suying “nuae oilher
things,’—could St.Puu honestly have made
such a denial as this, if he had preached
so novel mnd momentous a view of the diviine
wdave as the Trinity unfolds, especially
when it is considered that this must have
beenn an entircly unknown doctrine to
Agrippa?

The only other Cluistian apologist, whom
I'have time to quote, is Justin Mariyr, who
addressed o defencee of Christianity to Anto-
ninus Pius aboutthe year 140, and abont the
ame time wrote o defence of Christimity
aguinst Jewish objections, in the foru of a
dialogue with Trypho the Jew. Juotiig I
remitel in passing, has always held aw ui-
questioned  rank ™ amongst the Oithudox
tuthers.  Speal i of Jesus (iuthe dialogne
witl T'rypho), he suys : ©The Futher is the
author to hiw, botl, of kis existence, and of
hisjbefrg powerim, and of lis being Lord
and divine.”?  “He was rubordinate 1o the
Taiher and o minister to Lis will.??

I will now offer you a few cxtracts fiom
the fathers of the fivst three or four eeniurics,
premisioy that I shall fquete from no reputed
heretie, i only from those whoin the Trini-
s L vewand as representatives of the Octho-
oxy ol their times,  Ishall have no diffical-
ty, [think, in shewing you that these fa-
thers were what we now cail Unitarians.
Clewsent of Route, @ vevsaual fviewd of 8L
Pavl, (helieved on the concuiting {estimony
of antiquity to be the Citment meniioned by
St. Pund tu the eypisile to the Philippians)l
styles Josns ¢ the sceptre of the Mojesty of
God.»? . We find, towards {he close of his
epistle (o the Corinthians, the following dox-
nlogy,—could a Trinitarizi hove writtew it?
«Now God, the Inspecior of all things, the
PFather of all spirits, and ithe Loxd of all flesh,
wio has chosen o Lord Jesus Chirisi, and us
hy him, his peculiar people, grant to every
soul of wan {hat calleth upon his glovioss and
holy name, faith, fear, ycace, long-snilering,
patience, temperance, holiness, and sobriety,
unto all well-pleasing In his sizht, thiongh
oue TTigh Priest and Protector, Christ Jesus,
by whom be glory, and majesty, and power,
and honor unto hitn, vow and forever.>
Clement of Alexsindrio, who wrofe near the
beginuing of the third cenlvry, spys: #'The
Mediator performs the will "of the Talher.

The Word is the Medtator, heing cotmnon to
both, the Séal of God and fhe Saviour of Men,
God’s Servaut and onr Instructor.”?

Origen, the most lewrned of the fathers,
wrote about the year 225, Tle say=: ¢ The
TFather only is the Cood ; and the Saviour, as
he is the image of the invisible God, vo s he
the fwage of his goodness.? ¢ Tf weknow
what peayer is, we must not pray to any
ereated beiug, not to Clrist himself, but ouly
{0 God, the Father of all, towhom our Saviour
himselfl prayed.”? % Weare not to pray (o a
brother, who has the soniec Father with our-
selves, Jesus himaell saying, that we must
pray {o the Father through the Son?? If this
is not Unilarianism, whal is it? .

" Fuscbins, the futher of ecclesiastical histo-
1y, who wrote a2hbout the yeur 320, says:
«There is one God, and “the only-begollen
comes ont of him,?? "¢ Chuist, being neither
{he Supreme God, nov an ungel, is of » mid-
dle. nature between them; and being neither
{he Sujweme God, nor a man, but the Medja-
{or, is in the middle between them, the enly-
begoiten. Son. of God.” ¢ Chuist, the only-
hegotten Son - of God, and the firsi-born of
exery creature, teaches us to call his Faiher
the true God, and- commands us to worship
him only.”? ’ ’

"1IMhad mwked for quotation many mwre
extracts from the same and other fathers of
the chareh ; but I omit them for the sako of
brevity.. Aud now let e ask, could these.
fathers have been Trinitarians, . in the rno-
dern gense of that word 2. Could & modern
Trinitarian have weritten the passages which
I.havo. now quoted?  Haud I gnoted them,
without uaming. theiv authors, would youi not
have taken;them, for cxtracts from. the
wrilings, of Unitwrian, divines? I trnst that

1 there. 1s.ne need of my saying, that I bave

endeayvoured .10; ropresenut the . opinjons of

¥ Aols i, 9294, f Acts svil, 31, 1 Acts xvi, 9293,
|| Philippians’ v, 3~ = - - . :

those times impartially. Durmg the seeond
and third centuries, from a source which 1
shall shortly indicate, there was a gradual
introduetion of Triniiarian phrascology into
the ehnreh.  DBut I no mote believe that 1
myself am a Unitarian, than I do that the
Christian fathers of the {irst three centurices,
whose woirks have come down 1o us, were
all of them virtually Unjtarians. Though,
from the time of Justin downward, there
was a gradeal departure from the stmplicity
of the gospel, and a teudeney towarnds mys-
tical views of the divine nature, and to-
wards the recosnition of n threefold distine-
tion therein, yet I believe, that, down to the
end of the second century at least, it not of
the third, the doetrine of three equal persons
in the Godhiead would have beent deemed as
arozsly heretieal, as that of the undivided
uuity of God is anywhere reguded at the
present time. :

We have now reached the peviod of the
Arviun controversy, and the celebrated
Couueil of Nice. The Arian controversy
was ont this wise. Alewiudder, bishop of
Alexandria, in an assembly of his presby-
ters, maintaived that the Sen was of the
samie essence with the Futher. This as-
seriiont was oppoused by Arius, one of his
meshyters, who matiteined that the Son
was {otally sud essentinlly distinet from the
Futher, being the first wud noblest of Iis
croatves, The dispote waxed warm, each
side (uding strony mul detecmined cham-
pions, vutil at Jlength Alexander stmunoned
a rumerous council, aml deposed Arius and
his adhevents from thelr oflices in the
church,  Upon thiz, the controversy spread
like wildfire, inflamed the whele elnneh,
and firally led to the swomouing of the
Council of Nice, which met inthe year 325,
condemued hy vote of the majority the dec-
trine of Arius, procured his banishment isto
Hlyria, ad established what 35 called the
Nieene ereed,—u creed not strictly Trinita-
vian, thoush strongly  teeding that wiy.
This ereed applies the title of Gad to our
Saviour ; but calls him God oul ar or de=
rived from God,and thas does not make him
a self-existent aud independeut being, so
that this Iast step towards the full develop-
ment of the Trinity still remained to Le
tukens  There was a larre minority of the
Couneil that dissented from this creed,
thougl jt was backed by the authediyof the
emperor Constantine, who fook an active
part iu the session.  Ouly five years after-
wards, the ewperor, linving Deeome an
Arinn, repealed. the Jaws against Arius, and
ingtituted a series of oppressive measures
azainst the partizans of the Nice::e creed.
Teu years aflter the session of  the Couneil
of MNiee, the Comncil of Tyre deposed
Athanasins, Alexander’s suceessor, and
reinstated Arius and his adherents i their
former offices and honors in the Alexandvi-
an churein  From this thne, for a pericd of
vaore than forty years,the Avian parly gene~
rally had the supremacey ; and the Nicene
creed could not, therefore, have been ealled
the ereed of the church until near the elose
of the fourth century.

The Athanasian creed is the oldest monu-
ment extant of the doetrine of three literally
equal persons in the Godlwead. This was
prolably written by Hilary, who died in the

{latter part of the fouth centiry. It has

been recognized i the Romish ehinrel as an
authentic compend of fuith, since the nintl
or teidh centwry. Tt isvetained inthe Eng-
lish book of common prayer; and its exclu-

sion fromt the serviee of the Ameriean Epis-~
copal ehurely was assented o with great re-
Tuetance by their transatlantic brethren. Tt
is a very long and prolix document, and 1
eanvot 'l)_\mden you with the whole of it ; yet
T iun going to give yon a pretry long extract
from 1t, for Lwo reasons, first, that you may
see in s own canonical language what ab-
snrdities and contradietions the docetrine of
the Lrinity involves ; and, sccondly, that yon
may contrast it, as [read it, with the “sim-
plicity that is in Chyist.” o

“We worship one Cod in Triuity, and
Trinity ja unity ; neither confounding the
persons, nor dividing the substance. ™ For
there is one person of the Father, anather ol
the Son, and another of the IToly Spirit. But
tho Goadbiead of the Father, of the Son, and of
the Holy Spivit-is ull ane, the glovy oqual,
the majesly coeternal. . Sich as the Fathor
is, such is the Sou, and sueh is the Holy
spirils  The Father: wereate, the Son un-
erente, and the Holy Spirit wnereate.  The
Father incomprehensible, the: Son. incon-
prehengible, and the Holy Spivit incompre-
hensible. The Fatheér ctemnal, the Son eter-
nal, and the:Holy: Spirit. eternal.  And yet
there are not, three eternals, but gne elernal.
Astlso there are not ‘three incomprehensi-
bles, nor three unereated; Lot one tnereate
and. oner incomprehensible. . So; likewise,.
the Father is Almighty, the.Son Almighty,
and the Holy Spifit Almighty. And yet
there'are not. three’ Almighties ;- but ono
‘Almighty. ~ So thie Fatheris: God, the Son
is God;-and the Floly Spiritis: Géd: "And

yet-theid are: not three Gods,-but'one Gals | ™

—
So likewise the Tather is Lord, the Son
Lord, and the Holy Spivit Lord : and yet not
tiiree Lowds, but one Lord.  For like as we
are compelled by the Christian verity to ae~
knowledge every person by himsell 1o be
God and Lord, so are we forbidden by the
Cathiolic relizion to suy, There be three Gods
or three Lords, * * * * Aund in this
Trinity noue is fore or after other; none is
greater or less than another; but the whole
thiree persons are cociernal together and co-
equals”? Ot all which, and much more like
it, the ereed in its sequel choritably asserts,
and thie good people of the Enalisiu church
are comrpelled by the rubrie to hear on no
fess than thirteen Sundays and festivals in
the year: ¢ Which fitith except every one
do keep whele and undefiled, without donbt
he shall perish everlastingly.®?  The ouly
appropriale responae to this would be in the
wonds of the apoatles, “Who then can be
saved 277

We have now scen that the doctrine of
the Trinity is not tavglt in the Bible, and
that it formed uo pact of the Christian sys-
tern as maintained by the primitive churel.
Whenice theu earne it? [ hiave no hesita~
tiow in refening it to the Platonic philozo-
phy.  Pluto had written much about threc
divine priveiples, which he had styled the
One or the Good, Mind or Word, and Soul
or Spirit.  His followers had talked and
written wnystieally aboul these same thiee
prineiples, until the number ree had be-
come with them a sacced nwmber, and a
divine Trinity had assumed 2 prominent
place among the doetrines of the later. Pla-
touists, insowuseh that it may be traced in
all their works,  In process of time many
eminent  Platonists  became  Christians.
Justin Matye was a devoted diseiple of
Platw.  Alexandria, which, as we have
seen, was the birth-place of the Chiistian
Trissity, was the head-quarters of Platonisin
and the early Trinitacian fathers were all
Platonists, and were therefore Trinitarians
belore they became Christiing, These fa-
thers having beea much and long in the
schools of philosophy, conld 1ot come to
Jusns with the simplicity of little children,
They were wnwilling to be disviples of
Christ alone.  They quoied Plato and Jesus
Clirist in the same breath, believed in both
with equatly mhesitatiog assurance, incor-
porated the Platonie Tvinity into their reli~
mions creed, remodeled the Christian sys-
terrv i the Platonie monld, and then com-
plimented the memory of Plo on his hav-
g anticipated the essentinl doctrines of the
gospel.. That this statement 15 not exagge-
rated will appear from the faet, that, in
their extant writings, the early Tvinitarian
fathers always quote Ploto and his fol-
lowers, as freely as they do the New Testa-
went, on the subject of the Trurdiy. Ste
Augustine expressly saye, that he was in
the dark with regard to the Thivity, until he
found the true doctrine conceruny the di-
vine Word in a Latin transhdion of some
of the Platonic writings, which the povi-
dence of Gad had thrown i his way. I
mizht, had 1 time, adduce numerons quo-
tations from the Cluistian fathers to the
same effeet.

1 have now accomplished, as far as pos-
sible within the liinits of a single lecture,
the work propesed.. T have shown you, us
I think, that the Triuity is not a doctrine of
the Bible, that it was 10t believed or
tanght by the early Churistian fathers, and
that it derived ils techuical phraseology, its
ideas and its ultimate form, fron the Pla-
tonie philosophy- .

One word in conclusion.. If the view
which [ have now presented be jost, ours is
no new doectrine, but the faith first delivered
to the suints,  What we believe, was the’
erced of the chureh in those days, whery
there were tougnes of fire awd liemts all
zaal, whei the word was guick and power-
ful, when the dizeiples offered theiv all npon
the altar of their faith, and multitudes of
#uch as shonld be saved were daily ddded
to the cornpany of the believers. Whymay,
not the same creed bear Jike fruits nuw, and
among us ? May it not, God Thelping, if-
we are fithful to onr Helt 2 Let us not; if
we think that we have the  trathy, idly boast

of our superjor discerranents. for it only ™

makes our negligence und slugyishness the-
niore -Dlamewortly.  Were we  blind, we.
should have less sine -But'now that we says;:

Ve see, onr sin reroains.  If we have tle:

light, Jet us walk as children of the Tight.:
If we deem owrselves, in our own views'of
religious - dvetrine, more faithiul: thian our
fellow ‘Christians to the sublime declarationt
of Mases, “The Lord onr God is one Lord,*>
let -us be  no less faithful to the command-:
ment, which he amiexes to that declaition;
—<¢Thor shalt:lave the Lord thy God ‘with'.
all: thy: hearty and: with “all thy soul, and’
with all thy :might,”*—d. P. Peabody, :
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