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T.We regard the Scriptures as the record
of God's successive rvehitions to maiikitid,
and particularly of the last and most perfect
reveltion oflî-is will by Jesus Christ. WVhit-
ever doctrines seeni tui tub e clcarly tauigh
in the ScriptureS, we receive without riserve
or exception. Wle do not, however, attaclh
egnial importance Io all the biooks in this cul.
lectioi Our religion, we believe, lies chiefly
in the New Tastaient. 'The dispeisaition f
Moses, compared with that of Jesuis, we con-
sider as adapted t the childhood of the hu mat
race,:a pre'p:aratiIo IIfr a nobler systei, and
chiefly uselul now as serviiig tiio cimfirm ai d
iliustrate. the Christian Scriptures. Jeais
Christ is the only master of Cîiristianis, and i
whatever lie tauiigit, eiiher uIlri ng hiis personal
iîinistry, or by -is inspired Apostles, we re-
gard as of divine auithoriiy, and profess to iialie
the riues ofonr lives,

This auhority, which wegive to the Scrip-
tiirte, is a reason, we cticcive, for stuityiig
them with peculiar care, and for irnqiniing
anxioisly into the principles of interpretatiorîit
by which hileir truc meaning mai y be ascer-
taiied. Thn princples adopted by the class of
Clirisltis in wiose n:ne I speak, necd to b'
explaitied, becaise tiey are oien misndiler-
stooti.Ve arc tirticiiiarl accirseni cf i :ilîio
atii i ViIrr:Ltttuie il e (cf reasoin theilve îc-

pretation tif Scripîtire. ve eire said te exailt
reason aboe veeelatiiion,o ipreferoir own wais-

omn to Go'.s. Lnose and uif îî îe eiil'i chiarg .n
of this kind are circulated so freely, thlat we
think it duie to unrselves, aid tol thie catuseof
truti, to express our views with somc partici-
larity.

Our leadimg prnciple iinterpretinîg Scrip.
turc is luis, tihat the Bible is aiL book Lvritteii for
men,ci m the langnqIage of men, and tmtt its
miemning is to be souglit irh lle-samne manner
as that of other boolks. Ve believe thit God,

vbenlc he petiaks to the niatîîn race, conformas,
if we inay su say, to the establisied rlesI of

speakmig and writng. How cise would the
Sciptures availt us more, than if communicat-
cd ii an unii known toiie 7

Now, all îbiioks, iand il co-iversation, require
in the read r or liearer the cnlinstanît exercise

of reason ;. for lieir traie limaport is only to b
obtained by coii iniilut cmtparisn iii and ifer
eice. Humai IaIinguae, y îî well kniow, ata-
mits various interpretations ; and every word

ant every sentence muni't be mnodifidl and ex -
phiniied accordîig to the subject which is di-n-
cussed, accordiig te the pur,>oses, feeinigs,

errenstances, an ei piiulus îf ithe rier,
and Icorintiiig to the ge iiis îand idiois of the
langînIge whci lihe uses. hse are acknowtv.

-i1dged pleiriples iI the irotcrpyretati<on of inmii
writings and a main, whose words we shotild
explaim withoit referente'Io th ese principles,'

vuiîld reprolcl Lis jiistly with a criuimil Wani
of candor, and nt uintention of obscurmng or
distirîtmg lh ineanitis .
. Were theî Bbfe written in a langutiage and

style of ils lown, did iit coiiist of iord-, whtîih
adiîithut aî smigle ren«e, anti of senitences wLltiy
diatîc'Ied from eacl other, there vould be n"ia
,plac for the prinicipiles rnow..laid dcni. We
could not reason aboit it, , atit other writ.
ings. But anch a Il o uld ci e of little worth
and perhaps, e fil books, the Scriptures cir.
respocid least to tiis description. The Word
ofGoîd baras the stiaiip of the saline hand, wlici

ve s ee iilas vorks. It lias inmniieir conttinlx.
ions.and depetidences. Every proposition is
linkted with otlhers, and is to b cmpared with

-ters; thuC- tiuititis full and precise nport nay bc
uiderstjd. Niliing stris aluone. lite New

:ITýstaignlent làbuilton the Old. 'lhle Crsn
.dispensauotin is L coitinatioui of the Jewisi.
the iompletion of a vl;ast-schele of providence,
reqliiriiig grea' extent'ofviei it i'tha i-eider.

StiI mare,"the ible treats ofsulbjects on whii
we rceiŽi'e ideas iroa oliOr s'oirces beide.

isel ; sach si.ljects as the naitire, passions,
relations, aniiid duties of main ; and i.t expecits Ls

.to irestrain andt mnodiv its lhtiginage by the
known trottas which ob1.servation antd experi-

dene. firiishî oiie topis.;
SAWe profess not (t know a book which de-

mands monre frenIt'nt exercise Jif reasin thain
.the Bible. Ini addiion to the reimarks now

iide.oii its iiiii ie connexions, we may îb-,
serLe tiitit style owi()iere afects th pri.i-

sîaion oeence,.or the accuruy of defintitioni.
s lauae is singularly glviow g, atld ant

igerm ire. lenmandgil more requent tdepar tr
froin the literal sense, than î thtat of our io'wn-
age -and country, anîd 'ciiiseqi uitly deoimandinig
mire coiitintied exerci.c i judigmnt. \V
fiid, toin, that the ditlfrent prltions of thils
boaks, istead cf being 'conined enerLi
triîtls, ref.r I)eri'6tiilly tt'o etimec wjlitîu

y rwere Lrittei,'ta statetoifl sîiety; to ) a iUes
of thintking, taoc o ntrove irsies in t e cli ii -c ;ii c
feelingiandnsa ewichliLL passed aayiiy,
add without the tinowledge ofwlll chIIO 'lia re
etin.itlît in dtiti etomding teo itl l ims

nppii~t.' dW~e'hil tie iî t aome 'of these
Uolckelai ét ronigly niark 1

d by iv" gen i iand
chairacter of their resp'etiî e 1riter d" 't.lid
HOly Spirit did not so iuide the Apstlles us t U

suspend the lieculiarities or tieir minds, anti
that a knowledge of their feelings, and othLite

influences Iniader which they are placedi, is ione
"f the prepiraionî'S for understanding their
iyritiigs. \Vith these views of the Bible, wLV
eel iltuir boindei duty Le exercise our reason
iipon it perpetially, to compare, to infer, tii
ok beyiond the letter ta the spirit, to seek in

Slie nature of thie subjec, and the aim of the
îvriter, his true iieanmîg ; and, in getierl, to

'ni" lise if what is ktiowt, fr explainhiîc
vliat is ditlicilt, and for discoverinîg niew
trths. a

Need i descend te particulars, to prove lihat
Lie Scriptures tiemand the exercise of reason?
'l'ilke, for ex:mnple, the style inL'hici thev
generaliy spealk of God, t andi Low liabitiiay lv

thy iipply to iiun human pasis and organs.
itecolicct the declaration of Christ, ttat lie

cam in îît to senil )pence, but a sword ; tihat
uiless we eat his flesi, anti drink his blood, ve

liave in life it uts ; tiat wie must lhate father
aid mother, and plck onit the right eye ; a ii

a vast înumer of p isages cqiially hold and nn.-
iiiite'd. .tcollect He înqnalified manner in

Lhich it is said of Ciristianius, tiat ttheyi ps.
se"s ll tiiniig kn îleii ail things, land ican )
all thilngs. Recollect Ithe verbal contradiction

etwen Patil and James. and the apparent
ulashing o f ser c parts of aniltl'a wîritig wit i

the gereral doctrimes and end of Christitnity.
I mniht extend the enutimeration indietliitely
and who does. not see, that wLL'e m I unt mit
ail these passatges by the kn atilLvi ittiriuites of

C .. , if .Tsis Christ, aid cif lititeintitîi, atit
lîy thea clreuictil lices tliie'r whiiii lley %Were
written, io us io ive the hlle iguage a quite dif-
ferent import fromL lait it would reqir', had:

it liei appiied to dituerent beings, or umsed i
ditlerent connexins.

Eointlih lhas been said ti show in wlhit Qemse
ve Iakenlise of reason in inttrpreting Scrip-

titre.Fromi a varieiy of possible iterpreiti-
tion s, we select tih at hliclh accords wih t li
nature of the si ject and : liestate of the writ
Pr, ilithe connexion of the pisai , wtL iti te
geeral strain ot Scripetire, wLitih ihe knoi'i
character and will of God, and with the obvi-
ouis andi acknovloigel ltvs tf nature. Ili

otier wordt, ve believe iat God never contra-
dicts, in aine part of the Scripture, Vhat he
trches in ancther ; and never cnt rdicts, îin
reveaition, what lie teac.hes in is works aid
providence. And ie hlerefore distrust very
interpretation, wiich, after ielibierte attention,
suens repuignant to anny etablislieil truthî. WVe
reison abot the ßible precisely as civiliins lo

l bonlt thti cîînst ittntion inder ihuicn wve live ;
whooti kow, areaccustomed to li nit ano

pro% iiion of tlat uvenera tilistrument by otiere,
andt l fix tl.e precise import of its parts, by tie

qiringus lit its gemiprl spirit, into the iiten-
t ions cf its authors, and inîto th prevalent fe'l.
hligs, iliprsions, atend circuinstances of the
time whlc'n it is fr:mned. Witiit t hese prin-
ciples of iierpîîretttion lawLe frankly anow-
lege, P'that we cannot defend hir. divine anthi-
rity of the Scriptires. D'ny uus tiis latitinde,

ani C un tus' abandon thtis book tu its enenies.
Wv do not annoutce tiesI' principlelis a ori-

ginail,or rpeculiar t Iuirelves. Ail Cirtianis
ceusion:ily adop t theui, nt cxcepting those

I' mlioii st veteimeitly decry th wili hILluei tv l
happen to menace sime fLavorite art:cle ef i r ir
creel. Ail Christiian 'are compelled to rsi
t iinl) their controtersies O it iinidels. Ail
sects emaplov tlhen in their warfare with onu-
anjomlier. AIl twillinaIy a vail thenselves- ifi
reason, Lien it cit hte presd into the service
of their owi party, aud only comi pliin ofit,

wien ils vetipotns undi itl themselves. Noue
reasoi more fr'uegutlyiv tiain those from whom

we diff r. It la astonisih what a fabric they
rear fron a fei sliglt hints abonuttlc :fal iof
onr first parents ; and liow ingeniously they
exttaci, fron ietachedl passaages, mysterio u i,
doctrines about th' divine nature. We do r
hluine thiîemî fr reasoring so abltîndantly, buit
for violating the funitîttimentaul rîles of reason-

ing,-fîr salificing the plain to the obcnire, and
the gener I strai iOf Scripture to a scanuty
number o' innhtti texts.

\Ve object strongiy to ulie îcontemptnanns man.
ner in wlicli ltumati reson is olten spoken oi
by our adversaries, bicaise it leitd, we be -

li~evt, ti univrsaiI skept icism. lu reaison be su
drendfçlly iitkened by the fi, that its mîost
decisive jiidgimentis on'reliiii are utivorth,
of trust, then Christianity, and even-liril
tlieology, inust bei habnlonetid ; lor the existenîce
iid veracity of Gud, and the divine original- il
Christianity, are conclinions of reason, tind
m îst stlnt or fal ivith it ui revelationi be lit

var witli this fiacilty, it sulverts itelf, or hlle
greitnquestion of ils truth is left by Godti e e
decidedt the bar' of reason. It is wortly aie
rPmlt k, liov nearly the bigot and the skeptic
approacll. -Buth. wolId anihiteO tr conti-
dince in aur faculties, and bath thiro v dîuoilit
and ru iîfiusiion over every I rtl. Ve' uinnoir'
reLil'itin toa higily to nkie it the ingti-

ist of reuson, tr luc bellee tIait i. calls us tou
renunice oturhighiest î.ers. .i.

We indgd zgrant, that thte use of reison irn
religiu iniutcc0innied'wi tih'däiger' . t

o sk atny ionas i'nt i oli bliack nit the lisolry
,or h 1h1& liii urti,' andhmIty wiietlier.the reniciau-

.liu nifil lue'ttill morine dngrns lled
iL- is a I li¶ ,it, tfit ien real nal as erreIs.-

ny în a nsi s - i ri ho
hies niot lm'oV thi LIwilil jroundlessthenies

bch:iclh have been frtmedi n physical and pol-
tical science7 But who ever supposed that

wve uitst ceuae te exercise reason on nature
and siciety, becaise ien .<have erred for ages

iii expliiiii them' ? We grant that the pa--
si us continiually, and soletinies fttilly', dis-
turb the rational facuity in its inutiries into
r'velation. Tlie aitnibitions contrive I filet

doctrines in the Bible, %vhich favour tieir love
of domniion. Tlie liumid and dli'ectid discover
uhere a gloomy sysien, and th Imeysical and;
finatical, au vishionatury i l ogy. Th'ie vic'iolis cain

nid exampl"s or assertiois on whiiicli to huil
Lte hope of IL latte repenmtiaice, or of acepitnce
on easy terums. ''lie falsely relined contrive
to light on doctrines whic lihive not leen

siled by vuilgar handling. But the pasaioni
Io not distract the rearuon in religions, any
more thati in other muqniries, whîicht excite

surong nltdi genueral iintercst ; and this lteuity.
lif consequetice, i Înot ta o rc înce i nre-
ri"ligion, unless we 'are prep:red t disrard il
iuiiversaully. The true iference fromt cte ai-
iost endless errors, whic lhave darkened the-

ology, is, îlot that we tre uo ieglect and dis-
ilraCe our powîers, hut to exert them nort

patientry, cirLuttisp'ctly, and upriglhtly. ''te
worst erronrs, aft -r all, lhving g spunuimg np lin

rht chirchl, whii ich iproscribeu s reasol, ani ie-
manils fron its icnbers implicit fai th. ihi
most pernicions doctrmnes ia e been tlue grwt
of Ite darkest time's, twhuen the genera credu

lity encouged badi mni and ititusiasts Lu
broachlieIrt e ti rei itand invetiiions, a tit t

it. fie ufiui utlrelliuuiances it reaottîi, 11' te
tacii nce er i ifocvi ritii g pendi io n. So, yvul

we lay, God has given a rational - ture. ut
'îw'll cal tuLo accnuiiu.t oir it. Ve may' le it
slIeep. bu twIe do soI at our peril. Revelation

is duiilreseid to tus a.i ralional being. We
iliay wi, in nrtl ll> rlthlu, thitG d hadt given us

il system, deaaig nî llur tif ciilnring.
luimiin, and intierring. Bun tisne I sy.te'nî

wLould be at variance rit ilithe Ilule chaicter
ofu nr preseut exi:-ten'e ; and it lis lte part oft
w isAdon to tale revelition as it is given l ous.
ainl toi iuter'ret it by Ilh lhelp of ih itla.uliies,
whicl it everywhere supp wes, and on whiclh
it is fouinded.

To the views now given, an objection is
comminoily urged froin tle charactr cf Goil.
\Ve re told, thant God e incitg inuinitely wviser
ilian ment, lis discoveries wLil stirpas hmai t
reason. In a revelation fromn such a teachier,

cve oiught to xpect propositiins, wliichi eI-P
cinnlot reconcile vith one anotler,ani a uhicl

imay seem l contradict establislhed truths ; and
it becuIies mis meit to uquestion or expini tlhen

twai, but to belvei, ndt a udre, and tistnit
our L tveak and carnal reason to thé Divine
Word. this <ljeetiitn, îive hate tLiweShort

lu a5LL''rs. We iiv, firsttilmtit iL is ipositlet
hat a teacher of iniiiinte wit dmitI slioild ex poe
i ose, w-haoi le mtuuuid teauchI, to itiiile errir

But if uic- we aduit ihait. proposiions, whicli
in tieir literal sose ap r iiuily repuugnanit

Io ene antch-r, or ta any kliLuniitith,;are stil
to4 be literally iiund'rstood amI rec'ei, what

po<ible< liiit cain Lve et li tue belief of cl n-
l radictioiin.s ? Wia lshelter have wie fronm( lhe

wildst nlIlti iit, whic ca a wiay quote

pa-sages, tlat, in their liter I uand <i ienti
e , give stuppori Lo ts xtravagances ? low
can th le Prtestan;iit escape fron t rausubtitmtia.
tlion, a doctrine muuost clearly tangit ls, if tlie
-nbinissin utîof r ueasoi, iow coitendedtfor,, bei,
duty ? HJowi canti, we evetn hold fitui the truth-

o revelation, for if une appa rent contradiction
may be.trie, iso maîy aitiother, and thle p ropo.ui-..

i onut, tliutGthiristianity is fials', thotyigi involv.
ing inconsisn>ncy, iniv stil be a vityily 7
Il. Ilaving ultis stated the principles accord-

ing to whici we interpret Scripture, I now
pirocueei ta hie seconi great.head of this di-
course, whichl is, to state slrie of the lew i

t hitl we dorivo fron tit sLcred bool, pt r i -
utcoiltrly' tihose whicib istiuiush iuasirom oilier
Chiritans.

1. In lte first place, We believe in the dot.
trine of God's uNi ry, or alIit thtere is une God,
and one l only. To this trutl we give intiiiitu'
imiportance, and wte feel ouirselve. ibontt
tîke heed, lest any i'mn spoil us of it by v ini

philts ,ilhv.' e'li iroposition, timt, there is one
Gd, seemins to us exceedingly piain. We
undulerstntitd Iby it, thatt lhere is one beitin,
ulune mind, one pensnt, one intelligent.ntgent,

nd onc only, to whom uiderivei and inlinite
prrection dtiti. dominion belong. We coi-

utive ihaît tiese twords ceiuiul have convoyed
no otier int niiuîg Lo ie aleandi uiti-

vatrd peuple, whi o wer set apart to b le th de-
POsitaries of ,this great truhll, and who wore

litterly inctapable of unîîdérsiatitii nug t hose iair-
breadti lditictions bei e leing and 1persn,
whicli the sagicity orf laer liges lhas ictcover-.
ed. -We tut n iniimation that this laitgetu

is tobe takein t an uanual sense, or that
God's înnity cas a qie different biîigform
tlhe oneness if'itiler inîtelligeit bein'ga.

We object Ltîhe: doctrine of -thie Trinity,
itat, whilsit ackuiviedgin ilînwvords, it t.-
verts in ee'ct, the unnîty ofGitod. Accordiutîe l)

thiliidoctrine,' lhere are three infiniteanid 'enil
persu 1 sn ii iú sopreme diiuîily, caliefi
tie Father Soi,'tand Holy Git. Eucho
iliese persotis, as descriledti by' tieulogiaths, lias.

b a wn prst ola scogionne vill',and
percepîlitn. J 'iiiy juie Qairl, uthier, <converse

b o eachthr,. anddlihtnech(hå
dci'ety. Why-prlornimditerent partut ina) ma

redemtin, eaci iavmng his appropriate office,
and ncither doing the work of the other. The

Father sends the Son, antd is not himselfsent •
ntor is lue conscinus, like the Soni, of taiking
Ilish. .Hi're, then, we have three ineillîigent
igensi, possessed of dit'rent consciousnesses,
diferenit wills, and ditTeèrent perceptions,- ler.
lorminiîg dititrent mcts; and sustaining diffierent

relatios; tand if tiese things do not emply and
coistiinie tlhree minds or being, we are îutterly
at a loss to know lioV th'rtee mîtinds or, beiigs
are tobui frmined. it is ditrerence of properties,
i ii acts, aind consciouisiess, which leds us to
tEle belief of diierent intelligent beings, and, if
tis miiark lfails uts, our wholei kntwleilte Falls ;
and We have no proof, atit alil the agents and
persons in tue uiniverse aree, not one and the
saime inind. Wien weattempt tu couceivceof
ilure Gods, we can do nothing more tha
represent te ourselves thîree agents ; dis-

:igislhed froin eaebli outer hv similur marks
andi pecuiliarites tu tlhose vwhichî separate le
pern.us of thîe Trilnity ; ad iien commio
Christians hear these persons spoken of as
contversing with eclh other, lovinug u each other,
and perforin diffierent acts, how cain they

elp regarting then as different beings, d.fier-
ent ioîîds 7

\V do, thon, with ail earnestness, though
without ureproachinv our brethiren, rotest

agaiinst thle irratini i tiiunascri pturnil doctrine
i lie Triîity. iTo ls, "iL to the Aulistie

and hile primitivo Cliristiais, " therel poste
Gud, even the Fattlier " \Vith Jeststve

îvntrslilhe Fttter, lis thîe oly il'ing and troc
1,Vi - V'are îustnuuu siueî, LI uutt a t yuuîuîCli n

rad tle New T'samet and avoid t ue cain-
victin, thiit Ithe Fatter lone is Gid. We
ihear our Saviour cimii ally apprupritinimug this
chiaracler t ule F.utier. \Ye ini the Father

conti y ditinigushteid frou dJus i by- thtis
ta. 'iGd sent his S I.' " d unnointed

.. Nw, hiw -iiiguilar a. t diexpl.cible
s linsphraslogy, whicl tIlls te New 'eta-

nent, i ti uilitle beloniig tnqally io Jesus, and
il a principal object of titi book is to reveal tE
lîutu us God, 'as pirut.koig e aquilly witl the
Futher ini suipreoie divinity ! \Ve challenue
uir opponents tdduce unei p nssae in the
New Testament, wlereEl thWord ofGd lmeans -
three person, where it is r.ot liinted to one
pierson, and vlern, nmiless tiuinicet trin its usu-
al sense by thue connexion, il dues not inei thie
Fatier. Can stronger proof be given, thuat lte
doctrine of t.ree per'sîuns ini the Guodhead is

o t m nndi ental doctrine of Cliri:,tiaity ?
'lhis doctrine were it true, must, f-ro its

thnctilty, singularity. and importance, have
b-en laitd d v viitu greut urines narded
witIi gru-at cure, and stilied with ail ymsile

precisiom. Bt where due tlui statemenit up-
pear? FromiEl le umîaniy pasages %viiihli t ect

ii G d, we a ka4l for ene, une only, lanuiielinw hwe
lre tld, hiliaitlit teis a threel d beiiig, or thtat
le - tlree p;iersins, or that ie is Father, Soi,
andit Uoly Glo,t. On Ete contrary, in thle New
'Ietlai niwt, Lheure, t Ieast, we might expect

imiay express sCs ion a t tis nature, Glid us
dteclaretd ti be une, Wjvtlhout le least ialtenipit tu
pîreei t the tccei toi i of the words in tiieir

5"jl tise ; and ;i lie is. alvays sioken oif
and addressedt li lue sitguir uni tnber, thiat is,

laIng iage i was cutiversIlly uniideirtood
tu iitdu. ai sige. ersn, a teid'lo ich nt

othuerîn hîidts cid have'heue attchttvitiut anl
xtiress adoirtio. So entirely du le Sirip.
,res tbstamiii run stating thie 'iniy, that

wl t'ir.o ppnutiet ta t insert il iito their
creeds andt d0xuloîgies, they urC coiipelled tt
leve te Bibliie andîtg invent ormI oitif w ords
iltogetiler tantin d by Seriptural phra-.
satuogy. That a doctrine so stiiratge 'se oliable

.tu Iut isipprelhension, soltytdamenial <us this'is
'uid tL be, tnd. reicirinug:siuch careful expilsi-

"""ut, au" i bet;s"undtefine adunprotec.-
ad,' tc h lic'mtade oit buy iineriice, udi t tbe
iunted thrughdisilit anid dtaiicled parts of

rlpuire, tiis is a d ilty, Viicliwe thiiil,
miu liugenuty cant exphiii.

Ve have another difliculty. Clhristianity, it
nust he ruiembered, vais planted and grewv op

aidst shrp.sighted eie-:ies, wlh ouve'i'îooked
nt , 0ibjectidniabe part of the systî'm, and who

uit-t have tfustenîed î'with great etrnesiies on a
doctrine. intvolvidg snu iv t a uparent ciitt unidiicious
as te 'l'nitiiy. Ve cannt.conceive tn tpin-
ion, agiiut wilicli he J , wilo prided themn-
selves on an adherence lo God's uu'uity, would

hive raised uin equal clanor. -'Now, houc liapl
tes iL, ti ititin the apostolic writinga, .wîicli

reate so mouch to objections agaiiist Chris-
tiality, rd ini tue contruversies which grev

<ut-of ttis religion, not cne Lords sid ln-'
pîlyilg tlîut uojectiopns were broutglt agitinst hle

GIs.Il froui L' 'doiictriie of le Trinity,inotn<tie
vroid is, uttered in is defence and e jxplatnatinti,>
out a ivord to 'rescue it froin reproamcii an d ri-

takie ? ' Tulas 'argii unhent lias aimtost the forceof
demacnstrttioii. "\Ve 'are peruad d, tia ita

ire divine'perbons been adn'iniced by thle-
fi rsetîpr a tlierdofCristian iy, aitl, cqtutl, and
alui ulpiie', cne f whoiamnu wiLs terery .Jesus

v' lidhuttiteÏy did onîi ccs b îc liiiy
of -chrittiutiy yodî uhv altinost ubùörbL

every-oliner, andt tlegreat:hitbor ofitlietAliùs.:
les.wounid haye beente repe thi citina a

sautltihi It would itvea auke. But.
rn .iisdo nt wipr 1 o bjec tion '.

C l eistianity, ïiitliitt accoiu nît,.re c oturê
rmt:p ig in-thi Episiles-wee

.not a trace of controversy called forth by the
Trimity.
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