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THE BIBLE

CHRISTIAN.

CHOWTHESCRIPTURES ARE REGARDED
IR .- BY UNITARIANS,
BY DR, CHANNING.

T. We regard the Scriptures as the record+
of Gud's successive rovelations to mankind,
~and particalarly of the last aud most perflect
revelation of s will by Jeaus Clrist.  What-
ever doctrines seem tu us to be clearly taught
in the Scriptures, we receive without reserve
or exeeptinn, © We do uot, however, atinch
equal importance fo all the hooks in this ol

- lection. -~ Our religion, we believe, lies chiefly
in the New Tastament. * The dispensation of
Moses, compared with that of Jesus, we con-
sider as adapted to the childhood of the human
race,.a preparation for a nobler system, nnd
chiefly usetul now as serving to contirm and

- illustrate. the Christian Scriptures, Jesus
Christ is the only master of Cnristianz, and

“whatever he taught, either during his personal
ministry, or by -his inspired Aposties, we re-
gard as of divine authority, and profess to make
the rules of our lives, )

This authority, which we give to the Serip-

"tnres, is a reason, we ennceive, for studying
them with peculiar care, and for inquiring
anxiously. into the principles of interpretation,
by which their true meaning may be ascer-

_tained.  The principles adopted by the class of
Chrigtians in whose pame I speak, need 10 be
expluined, because they are often misnnder—
stood. We are particularly acceuzed of making
an unwarrantable ase of reason in the inter-
pretation of Scripture.  We ure said to exult
reason above revelation,to preferour own wis-
dowm to God’s.  Loose and undefined charges
of this kind are circulated so freely, that we

" think it due to vurselves, and to’ the eause of
truth, to express our views with some partica-
“larity, :

Our leading principle in interpreting Scrip.
ture is this, that the Bible is a book written for
men, in the [anguage of men, and that jts

“meaning is to be sought in the - same manner
as that of other books. We believe that God,

“when he épeaks to the humau race, conforms,
“if we may so say, to the established rules of
‘speaking and writing., . How else would the

-Sceriptures avail us more, than if communicat.
ced in an unknown tongue 7

Now, all buoks, and nll eoaversation, require
inthe reader or hearer the coustant exercise
of reason ;. for their true impart is only to be

“obtained by continual’ comparison and infer.
cénce. /- Human language, you 'well know, ad-
‘mitsivarious interpretations 3 and every’ word
‘and every sentence must b2 modifisd and ex=
plained uceording to the subject- which is dis
.eussed, according ta the purposes,: feelings,
circumstances,. and principles of the writer,
and according to the genjus and dioms of the
langnage which he uses.  These ure acknow-
ledged principles in the interpretation of uman
-writings ;3 and a man, whese words we should
explain without reference to these pringiples,
-waould reproach us justly with a eriminal wans

.uf eandor,  and an intention of obscuring or
“distorting his meaniug, .

- 'Were the Bible written in a language and
style ot its own, did it consist of word-, wliich
admit but a single sen<e; and of sentences wholly
detdelied from each other, there would be no
Jplace for.the principles .now. lad down. . We
could not reason about ity as about other writ.
ings. But duch a bovk would be of little worth ;
and perhaps, of all buoks, the Seriptures cor-
respond least to tiis description.  The Ward
of Gud bears the stamip of the same hand, which
we seé in his works. It has infinite eonnnx.
Jdons .and dependences.  Bveery proposition is
linked with others, -and is to be compared with
-others ¢ thatits full and precise import may be
understond, Nothing stands alone. The New
Jestament is builton the Old. 'The Cirristinn
“dispénsation Is 2 comtinuation of the Jewish,
the completion of a vast schemd’of providence,
‘requiring ‘grea’ extéot of view in'the reader,
Still more, tiie Bible treats of subjects on which
‘we recéive ideas from pther sources besides
itsell'; such subjects as the nitore, passions,
relations; and duties of man § und it expects us
A0 srestrain: and madity 1ts language by the
known truths which observation aud. experi-
enee furnish onithise topies,” 2 - - 0 0

,-i¥We profess not to know a book which de-

mands more frequent exercise of reason thun

the Bible, In.addition to fhe remarks now
made’ an; its infinite conuexions, we may ob-

1 its siyle nowhere. affects the pre

B
Tts language is singularly’ glowing, ‘bold, and
firnrdtive. demanding more frequent départures
from the literal sense, than “that' of our dwa’
age and country, and consequently demanding
“more continued ‘exerciieof judgment. We
find, ton, that the ditfarent purtions of this
‘hooks; ‘instead: ofr being : confined 1o~ general
-truths, refar perpelailly “to the’ times when
‘they were writlen,'to stite of sogiety; 1o modes
of-thinking, toicontroversies’in the churehyia
feelingsnnd: usages:which thave pass
add without the knowledge of:awhich iwe fure
constantlyiin-dinger of extonding . torall times,
andyplaces,s whiav: asof-temporary-antd Vieal
applicition: - Wevtind, (do; thint: erof
finoksiaré dtronaly minrkéd by-the genids and

character of théinrégpetive wrilers) thatithd |
- Holy Spirit did not so guide the Apsstleans to

‘suspend the pocaliarities or their minds, and

©that a'knowledge of their leelings, and of the

ierice, or the agcuricy of definition, |

sediaway; | -

someof these.

influences under which they are placed, is one
of the preparations for understanding their
writings.  With these views of the Bible, we
teel it our bounden duty to exercise our reason
upon it perpetaally, to compare, to infer, to
louk beyond the letter to the spirit, to seek in
the nature of the subjeer, and the aim of the
writer, his true meaming 3 aud, in general, 1o
make use of what is known, for explaining
what is ditlicult, and for - discovering new
truths. .

Need 1 descend to particulars, to prove that
the Seriptures demand the exercise of reason ?
Tuke, for example, the style in which thev
generally speak of God, and how habitnaby
they apply to him buman pagsions and organs,
Recolleet the decluration of Christ, that he
sune not to send peace, bt a sword 5 that
unlezs we eat bis flesh, and drink his blood, we
have no life in us3 that we must hate father
and mother, and pluck out the right eye; and
a vast number of p issages equally bold and un-
limited. Recollect the unqualified manner in
whicls it is said of Christians, that they pos.
sess all things, know all things, and can do
all things.  Recollect the verbal contradietion
between Paul and Jumes. and the apparent
elashing of some pars of Panl’s writings with
the general doctrines and end of Christinnity.
[ might extend the conmeration indefinitely ;
nnd who does no' see, that we must limit
all thesze passages by the known atiributes of
God, of Jesus Christ, and of human nature, and
by the circumstances under which they were
written, o us to give the langnage a quite dif-
ferent import from what it would require, had
it been applied to diflerent beings, or used in
different connexions,

Enouuh has been said to show in what sense
we make use of reason 1 interpreting Serip-
ture, I'rom a variety ol possible interpreta-
tionz, we select that which accords with the
natore of the snbject and the state of the writ
er, with the connexion of the passawe, with the
general strain of Scripture, with the known
character and will of Gad, and with the obvi-
ons and acknowledged laws of pature.
other wordsz, we believe that Gud never contra-
dicts, in one part of the Scripture, what he
teaches in ancther ; and never contradicls, in
revelation; what he teaches in his works and
providence.  And we therefore distrust every
tnterpretation, which, after deliberiate attention,
seema repugnant to any established truth. We
reason ibout the Bible precisely as civilians do
about the constitation under whien we live ;
who, you know, are acenstomed to limit one

‘provision of that venerable instrument by others,

and to fix the precise import of its purts, by v
quiring iuto-its general spirit, into the inten~
tions of its anthors, and into the prevalent feel
ings, impressions, and eirenmstances of the
tirne when it was framed. Withont these prin-
ciples of interpretation,-we [rankly ackpow-
ledge, that we cannot delend the divine antho-
rity of the Scriptares.  Deny us this lJatitude,
und we must abandon this book to its enemies.

We donatanneunce those principles ns ori-
ginal,or peculiar 1o ourselves.  All Cliristians
oceasionally adopt them, not, excepting those
who most veliemently deery them, when they
happen th menace some favorite article of their
ereed.  All Christians are compelled to use
them in their controversies with infidels, ~All
sects employ them in their warfure with one
another.. All -willingly avail themselves: of
reason, when it cin be pressed into the service
of their own purty, and only ‘complain of it,
when its weapons wound themselves, None
reason more frequently than those from whom
we differ. Tt is ustonishing what a fabric they
rear from a few slight hints-about the:fall of
our first parents ; and how ingenionsly they
extract, from detached. passages, mysterions
ductrines about the divine nature.  We do not
blaune them for. rensoning so abundantly, but
for violating the fundumental roles of reason—
ing, - for sacrificing the plaiu to the obscure, and
the generul strain of Scripture to a scanty
number of jnsulated texts, )

Ve object strongly to the contemptuous man-
ner'in ‘which boman reason isolten spoken of
by eur adversaries, breanse it leads, we be-
lieve, to universal skepticism. It reason be so
dresdlully durkened by the fall, that its most
decisive judginents on religion are .unworthy
of trust, then Christianity, and evem natural
theology, must be abundoned ; Tor the existence
dnd veracity of God, and the divine origmalul

Christianity, are eonclusions of ‘reason, ind

must stand or fall with i1, _{f revelation be at
war with this faculty, it subverts itself, lor the
great question of its truth is left by God to be
decided at the bar of reason. *Itis worthy or
remark, how nearly the bigot and the skeptic
approach, -Both would aunihilate our confi-
deuce in our fuculties, and both throw doubt
and eonfusion over every tinth. “We'ionour
revelation oo highly -to ‘make’ it ‘the antagon-
izt of reison, iir 1o beheve that it:calls us to
‘renounce nur highest-powers. .; .. Sy
We. indead grant,: thut-the use of reuson i
religion.is accompanied with danger, 'But'we
sk any Honest man i luok back vn the hisiory
of the" ¢hirrély“andisny - wiretherthe rennngin-
Hon ofit be:not still.more dangerous. - Besides,
dtzig o, plag facl, that men reasnn as errone-
ously - on all j ",”' on
Wfoes ot know’ the will A il'g
whicll have been {rumed in pliysical and poh-

tical science ? But who ever supposed thut

PRI O] PRI
groutidieds thegrie! ;

we must cense fo exercise reason on oature
and society, because men . have crred for ages
in explainming them 2 We grant that the pa~-
sions continnally, and sometmes farally, dis-
turb the rational faenlty in its inquiries into
revelition, The ambitions contrive to find
doetrines in the Bible, which favour their love
of dominion. The timid aud dejected discover
there a glooiny sysiem, and the mystical and
fanatieal, a visionary theology. The vicions'ean
ind examples or assertions on which to build
the hope of u late repentance, or of nceptance
oun easy terms. The falsely refined contrive
to light on doctrines which have not leen
soiled by valgar bandling. But the passions
do not disteact the reason in religious, any
tnore than in other inguiries, which excite
strong and general interest 5 and this faculty.
ut conseguence, is not to be renounced in re-
religion, unless we are prepared to discard it
universally.  The true inference from e al-
wost endless errors, which have durkened the-
vlogy, ig, not that we are to neglect and dis-
parage our powers, but to exerl them more
patientry, circum=pectly, and uprightly. ‘The
worst errors, aft-r all, having sprung up in
that churceh, which proseribes reason, and de-
mands from its members implicit fuith.  The
most pernicivus doetrimes have been the growth
of tlie darkest ties, when the general credu
lity encouraged bad mwen and enthusiasts to
braach their dreams and invenmtions, and to
atifle the faint remonstrances of reason, by the
menaces of everlasting perdition.  Say what
we may, God has given a rational natore. snd
will calt us to acconnt for it.  We may lot it
sleep, but we do so at our peril. Revelation
iz adilreszed to ns as rational beings, We
may wish, in our ~loth, that God had given us
a system, demanding na labour of enmparing.
limiting, and interring.  Boai such a system
would be at variance with the whole character
of our present existence 5 and it is the part of
wisdom to take revelation as it is given to us.
and to futerpret it by the help of the laculties,
which it everywhere suppses, and on which
it i= founded.

To the views now given, an objection is
eommonly urged Irom the character of Guod.
We are told, that God being infinitely wiser
than men, his discoveries will surpass human
reason.  In a revelation from such a teacher,
we ought to expect propositions, which we
cannot reconcile with one another, and which
nay scem to contradict established truths 5 and
it bocomes us not o question or_explain them
away, but to believe, and wdnre, agd Lo submit
onr weak and eirnal ‘reason  to thé Divine
Word. T this objection, we have two short
answers,  We says. firsty that/it iz impossivle
that a teacher of infimite wisdom should expose
those, whom he woald teach, to intinite error
But if ones we admit that propositions, which
in their literal sense apjear plainly repungnant
1o ane another, or toany known trath, are still
to be literally understood and received, what
po=gible fimit can we =et to the beliel of con-
tradictions 7 What shelter have we {rom the
wildest tanaticizin, which ean always quote
pa<sages, that, in their literal - and obvious
~ey1se, give supporl Lo its extravagances 7 Uow
can the Protestant escape from transubstiantia-
tion, a doctrine most cleirly tanght us, if the
~ubmission of reason, now cnntendv;f for, be
daty 2 How can we even hoid fast-the truth
ol revelation, for if one apparent contradiction
may betrue, so may another, and the proposi-
tan, Uit Chirlstianity is false, though involve
ing inconsistency, way stiil be a verity 2

II. Having thus stated the principles accord-
ing to which we interpret Scripture, I now
proceed 10 the second, great head of this dis-
course, which is, o state, some of the vigws
which'we derive from’ that siiered book, pani:
enlirly’ those which :distinguish us fréin other
Christians. ‘ e

1. Inthe first place, we believe in the doe-
trine of Gad’s parry, or that there is one God,
and one only, ‘To this truth we give infinite
importance, and we feel ourselves bound t
tuke heed, lest any wnon spoil us of-it by vain
pislussphy.  The proposition, thit there is one
Gud, seems to us exceedingly plain. © We
understand by it, thut there is one being,
one mind, one person, one inteiligent.ageat,
and one only, to whom underived und inlinite
perfection and. dominion belong.  We con-
ueive thut these words could liive conveyed
no other meaning to- the. simple:and . nnculti-
vated people, who were set apart to be the de-
positaries of - this great truth, and who were
utterly incapable of undérstinding those™ hair-
breadih distinefions between being and person,
which tlie sagacity of later ages hins diccover-
ed. - We tind no intimation that this langnage.
was to be.taken in an unusual sense, or that
God's nnity was a_qnite different thing form

the oneness of uther intelligent’ beings. © ¢

“We' object - 'to the: doctrine of . the Trinity,
that, wlhilst. acknowledging .in; words, it. sub-.
verls.in effect, the unity, of God., L Ageording Lo
this doctrine, there are. thiree infinite and equul
personsg, possessing ‘shpreme divinity, called
thie Father, Son; dnd - Holy" Gliosi,:- Each. of
these persons, :

il und
onverse
e
‘othiers’

iredemption, each buving his appropriate office,

und neither doing the work. of the other, The

described by thevlogians, has.

Mhey.portorm-diferent parts in.man’s’

Father sends the Son, aund is not himself sent ;

nor is he conscinus, like the Son, of taking
flesh, . Here, then, we lave three imelligent
ngents, passessed of ditfirent consciousnesses,
ditferent wills, and ditlerent perceptions,: per-
torming ditferent ncts; and sustaining different
relations; and if these things do not imply and
constituie three minds or beings, we are utterly
at a loss to know how three minds. or: beings
areto be formed.: {t is ditference of properties,
and acts, nnd consciousness, which lends us to
the belief of difterent intellizent beings, and, if
this mark fails us, our whole knowledye falls;
and we have no proof, thatall the agents and
persons in the universe ure, not one and the
same mind.  When we attempt to couceive of
three Gods, we can do nothing more than
represent 1o ourselves three agents; dis-
tinguished from each other by similur marks
and pecnlinritics to those which separate the
persons of the ‘Trinity; and when common
Christians hear these persons . spoken of as
conversing with each other, loving each other,
and performing different ucts, how can they
nelp regarding thom as different beings, d.ffer-
ent miuds ? : o :

We do, theo, with all earnestuess, though
without reproaching our brethren, prul&;h
auainst the irrational and unscriptural dogtrine
ot the Trinity. “To us,” as to the Apostle
and the primitive Christians, * there is one
Gud, even the Pather.” Wit Jesus, we
worship the Father, as the only living and true
Grd.  We are astonizhed, that uu)?mnn cun
read the New Testament, and avoid the con—
viction, that the Father alone i God. We
hiear our Saviour cantinually approprintine this
character to the Father.  We find the Father
couthuually distinguished {rom Jesus by thig
tile.  “.Guod sent his Son.”  * God annointed
Jesus”  Now, hine singnlur a. d inexpl.eable
is this phrascology, which its the New Testa—
mnent, i this title belong egually to Jesux, and
it d principal objeet of this book is to reveal to
h‘un s Gud, as partaking equally with the
Fatber in suprewe divaiity ! We challenve
anr opponents to addace one passage in the
New Pestament, where the word of God means
three persous, where itis rol limited (o one
person, and where, unless tirned froi its usy.
:111 sense by the connexion, it dves not mean the
Father. C_un stronger proof be given, that the
ductrtne of ilree persons in the Godhead is
uot u fundamental doetrine 'of Christianity ?

) ’;‘his doctrine, were ittrue, must, from its
ditficulty, singularity, and  importance,. have
been lud down with great clenriness, guarded
~.\‘|th grent care, and stated . with all possible
precision.. But where does. this statement up=
pear 2 Prom the tndny passuges whicl; ticat
of G, we u=k for oune, oue only, in which 'we
are Lold, that he s a threetold being; or that
he is three persuns, or that he is F:Luer, Sau,
and Lioly Gho. - On the contrary, in the New
Testament, where, at least, we might expect
Wiy ‘express asseriions ol this nature, God s
declared to be one, without tie Jeast sitempl to
prevent the accejtain of the words in their
cominon sense 5 aud he is always spoken of
andaddressed in the singular number, that is
in language which was untversally understood
o imtend u single person, and fo, which o
other idva eould bave been witaened, without yn
express admoiiitjon, . 8o entirely do the Serip.
wires: abelain” from stating e 1rigiry, thit
when Jour opponents wauld insert: it into ‘their
ereeds and doxologies, they are ‘compelled to
leave the-Bible, and to invent forms . of words
altogether unsiictioued by . Scriptaral phra-
seology. That i doctrine$o stranee, 'so liable
to migipprehension,. so - Mndamental: as this js
aaid to be, and, requiring snch - carefaf expusi-
livnn,__sllvl()l.l‘hl,,l)u,l‘elL_:'n.un_xdeﬁm'd apd unprotec.—
ied, to " be made opL by inference, and to . be
hunted through distant atid détacied pirts of
Seriptare, thisis a ditliculty, which, we think,
uo ingeonuvity can expliin, s -

We have another difficulty. Chiristianity, it
must he remembered, was planted and wrew p.
amidst shurp-sighted ene:mes, who vvi: Jooked
no -objectionabie purt of the system, and who
must have fustened ‘with great enrnesiness ona’
doctripe involvidg sneh apparent contradictions.
s e T'rinity. . We canuul conceive un opin-
ion; ‘agaiust which the Jews, who prided them-
selves on an’adberence’to God's' unity, would
have raised o equal clamor. *Now, liow linp-
peus ity that in the apostolic writings,” wuich -
relute so mach to objections ag.iust Cliris-
vanity, and in the. controversies which urew
outof this religion, not vne “ord ié;'s;:id;n"ixrii"
plylag that otijections were brought aguinst the
Gospel from Uie doctring of the 71‘°rinil_y,}nol.()ne-;
word ig uttered in its defence and explanation,;,

take ? * This arguimient hos almiostthe force'of

;| demanstrutioi, "We' ute ‘pefsuatled) that* had'

three. divine’ persons: been  ainounced :by:the
first: preachers. of Christianity, all equal,, and;,
all intinite; one of whom was the.véry Jam
wlio had fately digd-on'a eross; this peculiurily
of Cliristiunity“Wwould: hive -alinost’ bisorbid
everyiotiier, and the:great:lnbor -of sthe 2 A pos=
tles wouid: haye been.to.repel.the continual, as-
snal it would have “awakened.  But
hie y that: Kot a” whisp objec

from-theinposiolic:age. . In'thé Bpistles:webent,

Mot a-trace of controversy calied forth by the
Trinity. o o :

uot & word (o tescie. it from reproaci and mis- 4

Cliristinnity, ‘on'tidt accounty. reédchesonr edig!h -




