THE BIBLE CHRISTIAN.

I noted down these passages, and read on,—
The rest of the book still recognized, in the
plainest and most explicit manner, all those cer-
tain truths of which I have spoken. The whole
tenor of the New Testament cerlainly proved
them. Now what was to be done with those
texts which seemed to contradiet them? 1
reasoned with myself thus: if, in reading any
other book, I should come fo hints and state-
ments which seemed to contradiet the plain as-
sertions, and to differ from the general scope
and tenor of the work, I should endeavor to
give to those hints and statements an interpre-
tation and a meaning which would harmonize
with what was plainly laid down. Todo this,
it would not be correct nor natural forme to
assume incredible propositions.  This would be
no way to harmonize discordant ideas, nor to
reconciie contradictions.

But this strange and unnatural plan, it ap-
peared to me, had been pursned with the Bible.
That holy book had been treated as we should
not think it right to treat any otier. T'he doc-
trine that Christ possessed two natures, a finite
and an infinite one, had been assumed to ac-~
count for those passages where he seemed to be
spoken of as God. I say this dactrine had been
ussumed, for it is nowhere pluinly laid down.—
This course I could not justify, and what next
was to be done ?

Was it not possible that those perplexing pas~
sages might be interpreted in some other way ?
It they proved what they were said to prove,
namely, that Christ was Ged, they proved that
there were, at the same time, one only God,
and two Gods; and that the same being had
both a finite and an infinite nature, These
things were contradictions, and could not be
proved in any way; nor did I sze anything
about the mystery of the Trinity. These pas-
sages, then, must have some other meaning.—
I now read the various interpretations of learned
men, both T'rinitarians and Unitarians, and was
soon satisfied that they did not assert the deity
of Christ, but that a fair interpretation could be
given to all of them, which wonld peifectly
harmonize with those plainly revealed truths,
of which I have spoken, and which were lik --
wise tanght by the whole tenor of the New
Testament. These passages, then, did not
teach the deity of Christ. Christ was not God
—the Bible was consistent with itself—and the
doctrine of the Trinity existed no longer in my
mind as an article of faith.

Yousay ‘¢ you should be lostif your own
Teason were to be your guide.”> Your expres-
sion is rather indefinite, and it depends upon
what your exuct meaning is, whether or not 1
can agree with yon. .If you mean that.it
would be dangerous—aye, fatal—to depend on
reason alone, 1-fully and ‘heartily. acquiesce in
your declaration,” Butif you mean that reason
is to be laid entircly aside, 1 cannot at all agree
with you. Without reason, of what possible
use would a revelation be? Place the Dible
in the hands of an idiot, who never enjoyed the
gift of reason—or of a madman, whose reason
had been dethroned—and what a mockery you
make of their sad misfortunes? You cannot
Love is much too pure and holy, then mean 'that we are lo make 70 use of rea-

Friendship is too sacred far son. But if you believe that with the revela-
For 2 moment’s reckless fally tion from our ileavenly Fatherin our hands,

we ave to use our uimost efto.ts {o ascertair

Thus to deso]ate' and sar. what it is that God has spoken, why, then, as I
Angry words are lightly spoken, said before, in this matler we entirely agree. T

Bitterest thoughts are rashly stirred; am as much opposed as you can he to exalting
Brighest links oflife are broken reason abore revelation—to deciding what
" By a single angry word. ought and what ought not to be in the Bible;
but we must certainly use our highest faculties
and our best efforts to ascertain what is there.
And if the Scriptures anywhere seem to teach

1Destry.

KIND WORDS.

What a world of deep sweetness
There is in the tone
‘That comes to us kindly
‘When weary and lone;
Enwreathed with the lanrel,
What rest could we find,
If love never cheered us
‘With words that are kind?

‘The floating of music,
When moraing is bright,
May fall on the spirit
~ Like dropppings of light.
Tor O, they are pleasant—
The hymns of the birds;
But never, no never,
So sweet as kind words.

I’ve sat in the shadow
Of twilight’s short wing,
And dreamed about angels
And songs that they sing.
They 're lonely—such visions
By fancy combined,
But O, how much sweeter
Are words that are kind.

O thou, who art favored
With fortune and friends,
In whase cup of gladness
No bitter drop blends;
‘Wherever the tempter
Is spreading his snare,
Remember, I charge thee,
Thy brother is there;
And although all degraded,
And sinful and blind,
Thou yet may’st redeem him
With words that are kind.

ANGRY WORDS.

Angry words are lightly spoken
In a rash and thoughtless hour,

Brightest links of life are broken
By their deep insidious power;

Hearts inspired by warmest feeling,
Ne'er before by anger stirred,

Oft are rent past human healing,
By nsingle angry word.

Poison-drops of care and sorrow,
Bitter puison-drops are they,
Weaving for the coming morrow
Saddest memories of to-day.
Angry words, O let them never
From the tongue unbridled slip;
May the heart’s best impulse ever
Check them ere they soil the lip.

METIOD OF INVESTIGATION.

{From Mrs. Dana’s Letters.]

My Dear Siry—You say I would never
have arrived at my present conclusions by read-
ing the Bible alone, and insinuate that I have
received my ideas from Unitarian books. You
forget my assertion, in a letter to my father,
that. my mind was satisfied upon the subject
before I had read a single Unitarian author,
excepting, of course, the writers of the New
Testament. -As this matter is evidently mis-
understood,I will give a particular account of'it,

I started then in’ my investigation, with one
idea firmly fixed in my mind—this idea was
the unity of - God, which doctrine is cerlainly
revealed -in the Qld Testament. This, then, T
considered a cerlain lruth, and now my object
in examining the New Testament was to learn
whether a Trinily was there taught, I soon
discovered another certain truth, namely, that
Christ was a distinct being from God, and
another, namely, that he was called the Son of
God; and yet,another, namely, that he was a
human. being. Here, then, were several cer-

tain truths, plainly reveuled.

But. I soon artived at some assages which
seemed fo assert, inferentially, that Christ was
God. Here, then, was something at variance
with.those certain truths contained.in the same
revelation. . Here was a:truth, apparently re-
vealed, which contradicted the certain truth of
the unity of God, and those three other certain
truths, hamely, that Christ was a distinct being
from:God,,and that he was the Son of God, and
that :he’ was a‘human being. ~These truths
were contradicted ; but stifl Isaw nothing about
the Trinity; . . ¢ 2 ‘

doctrines contrary to those which they have
elsewhere plainly taught, we are bound, if pos-
sible, to give those seemingly discordant pas-
sages a different construction : and if, as may
be the case, we cannot find out what they
mean, we must imitate the great John Locke,
and humbly say so; and we must patiently
wait until we enter upon a more perfect state
of existence, when all will be explained to us
—when all that is dark will be brought 1o light
—-when faith will be exchanged for sight.

The Rev. John Wesley, in his controversy
with Toplady concerning Election, said, that
he would not believe any doctrine which
charged God with unrighteousness. No words
ror texts of Seripture, he said, would compel
him to do it. So Isay in regard to the Trinity.
No words nor texts of Scripture will compel
me to believe that the Bible contradiets iself,
We must keep reason in its right place, but we
must not undervalué it. It is dangerous lo
use it rashly, but it is quite as dangerous not
to use it at all. There is danger in everything.
The very fact that we possess reason places us
in responsible circumstances ; and responsibility
implies danger.. Qur reason is the highest gift
of God ; let us see to it thalt we negleet not
“ the gift that is in us.>> If we make no use
of our reason, would not our Heavenly Father
justly” charge us with the guilt of hiding our
talent in the earth? Isit not clear, that as
cach man,in his individual capacity, is res-
pousible to God, so each individual must sift
and determine this matter for himself? At
the same time, I heartily respond to the excla-
mation, “Let him that thinketh he standeth,

take heed lest he falf 122

it» My dear Sirysodo L.

scope and tenor.

arrive al Unitarianism.

not to fiee from wrath,”?
not persuade men to a fulse peace.
an eusy, indolent religion.
from it.
on the Law of Retributivn, and see whether

cver think of pronouucing them light. .

lax morality and a worldly spirit!

opposer,’? #

scheme, it that scheme be true.  To depend
for salvation entirely upon the mnerits of anather,

fortable thing.
stances, what moral progress can a wman be
expected to make? 1 joyfully acknowlodge

ces in moral growth and vigor; but T believe
they do it in the very teeth of their creed, they
do it because both Scripture and common sense
teach them that % as a man sows, so shall he
also reap.”?  On the other hamd, the Unitarian
doctrine that men are to be rewarded hereafter
according to their works, while it is a doctrine
of reason and of revelation, is, from its very
nature, a prodigious incentive lo constant
watchfulness and warfare. All the expres-
sions of the Apostle Paul, in regard to the
Christian’s life of conflict and danger, Unita-
rians {ully understand, appreciate, feel. They
well know what he means when he speaks of
¢ striving for the mastery.””. They can enter
into his feelings of joyful exultation when he
was able to say, -« 1. have:fought the good
fight.?>" They beheve-the Apostle James was
cortect when he said, that # by works a man
is justified, and ‘not by -faith only.”’ They
attend to the injunction of the Apostle Peter,
“ Be diligent that ye may be found of him in
peace, without spot, and blameless.”” At the
same time, they believe that their salvation is
all of grace, or fuvor; that it is oblained
through the apomiding merey of God, in Christ ;
who has graciously promised to forgive the
sing, and to overlook the shortcomings of those
who earnestly tepent and endeavor to reform,
They believe that the lives which they live in
the flesh, they must live by the faith of the
Son of God, who loved them and gave himselft
for them. T'hey endeavor to follow lim—he is
their example-——and thus it is they live by faith
in him—a faith which will inspire them with
zeal and with strength to follow him ¢ fully.»
It seems strange to me, that any one can
believe that the requisitions of the Unitarian
faith are easy; that only those whe wish to
lead careless lives choose that religion. I

gospel morality is higher, my views are more
altogether more ardent than they were before
my change of views.

a vast amount of sorrow and regret.

nocent,

wain, you observe, « When I draw instruc- | and certain way tolive a truly Christian _l_lfe_,_‘
tioﬁ?‘rz:):n’ t)h(:auBible I tike to take the twhole of | is losee faithfully to it that my ;m,,; Is ggh't. =
X And thisis a great | with God. : : N

Unitarian principle. They take the whole Bible,
and judge of detached passages by its general
In this position, I am glad
{o be able to inform, you will find yourself sus-
tamned by the whole body of Unitarians. And
it is by adhering strictly to this great, this radi-
cal principle of all just interpretation, that they

You are certainly laboring under a mistake
when you assert that Unitarianism ¢ would
persuade men to be at peace with themselves,
Unitarianism does
It is not
No, no, very far
Let any one read Dewey’s Sermons

Unitarianism points out an casy road to heaven,
“«This is a system,” says Dr. Gannett, « which
requires of its disciple the greatest measure of
goodness that he can render, which prohibils
cvery indulgence contrary to the striclest
virtue, and irrposes continual effortand conflict.
Who that comprehends its requisitions would

Unitarianism as we receive it, the patron of a
3 Verily, it
requires a confidence by uo means enviable fo
make such au assertion in -the face of every-
thing that has been said by advocate and by

But, the fact iz, I know of no easier mode of
arriving at heaven, than by the Calvinistic

who has become our substitute, is a very com-
But then, under these zircum-

that those who hold this faith do make advan-

CONVERSION 10 UNITARIANISM, - -
{ From the New York Christian Inquirer.)

Tt may be interesting to your readers to read
some of the exercises and trialsof mind of one
who more than thirty yeuars since, was con~
verted from Calvinism’ of the straitest sect,
to embrace the prineiples of Unitarianism,
and unite with “a seet which was then every
where spoken against.> If others can say .
with Paul, “I was free born,® it was not so ‘
with the writer ; forhe purchased his freedom.
from what is falsely called orthodoxy, * with
a great price.”

1t may not be irrelevant to say that my
parents were both Catholics, my father being
educated for o priest in that church, but
changed his intention as a matter of course
‘n being married. Al my early instruction
was in favor of the Catholie fajth, but losing
wmy patents while young, and being brought
in'close conuection with the orthodox Baptists,
[ adopted their views, and became a zealous
member of that sect, and advocated with great
zeal their peculiar sentiments.  Being a great -
adnirer of Dr. Gill, Dr. Andrew Fuller, aud
Booth, T read their works with great diligence
and embraced their views of doctrines with
much avidity. Gill’s Body of Divinity and
Commentaries were my constant companions ;
Fuller’s ¢Gospel its own Witness,” &e. &e.,
and Booth’s ¢ Reign of Grace’ [ considered
unauswerable 3 and hence I became a Cal-
vinist of the straitest sect, believing in here-
ditary total depravily, particular election and
atonement, and that the call of the Gaospel
was ouly to the elect for whom Christ died,
and that the rest of mankind were from eter-
nity doomed to eternal misery. . All the con-
comitants of this creed—as the eternal son-
ship of Christ, the covenant of grace between
the Father and Son, and the suretyship of
Christ as the Federal head of the Church,
were [irmly believed by me. I need not add
that being well indoctrinated in the Athana-
sian views of the Trinity, the vicarious sacri-
fice of Cluist, and the five points of Calvin-
ism, and being able also to quote every pas-
sage both in the Old and New Testaments
which had any bearing upon these doctrines,
I felt myself able to cope with Unitarians and
Arminians of every grade.  Satisfied that my
sentiments were in accordance with the L
Seriptures, and that all who differed from me ‘
were wrong, I most zealously devoted all my - -
energies to propogate them. . I remained un-"'":
disturbed in my. ereed, until .the controversy. . i
between Drs. Channing and Woreester, which™
excited so much interest in New England. - 'I
took sides with.Dr. Worcester and his friends
against Dr. Channing and his friends, whom
1 fooked upon with the utmost horror as being
“ the enewmies both of the eross and erown of
Chirist,”” and that Unitarianism was only inf1
delity baptized with the name of Christian,
The letter of Dr. Worcester I deemed unan-
swerable, and was more than ever confirmed
in the truth of my sentiments.
About this time, however, some of my
particular friends avowed themselves anti-
Triuitarians, rejecting all human creeds, and
11taking the Bible as the only guide of faith and
practice. This circumstance greatly alarmed -
me ; and after having attempted to convinee
one of .thewm of his errors without effect, he
requested me as a favour to read “Yates® AR
Yiundication of Unitarianism.?? I relunctantly

clevated, my aspirations after moral excellence

l carnestly wish that i ) o1rLi i

my standard of dufy had been all my life what (t‘);n:;isa"?r&}) 1:;'1.:31”1 lggfﬁﬁnféstg ar(tilyitfnend, 1
it is now; it would undoubtediy have sav{:ttltr?c I hiad f;uisiled)tile reuding of it, I was aston-
£ e | - K . = 2, .

. . - . ished, but not convinced ; sstonished that so
sa}rr}e[tl}ne [fxalnkl__y ‘i()llfeS:’ t}mt "m"ly. t}\m}gs mucl! could be found i the Scriptures in .
wiiteh once Ceemed Wiong . how think in- favor of Unitarian sentiments, aud that even
more justly between essenliuls and mon-gs- those passages which I had relied on as prov-
senligls ; and 1 am more than ever persuaded porly interpreied, proved the reverse. - Like
that, _m’t.eaj of binding myself by certain other Teinitariuns, I maintained, that although
outward rules and regulations, the only safe the Old Testament did not reveal a 'l‘l'inizt,;y"

T'have learned, I hope, to discriminate

h : d, adding wever, the ing
semiy e o yor, T 1 by how | S, g, bovevor lha roing
at many things which I formerly deemed mat- y sy . :
ters of trivial importance. My standard of

of the truth of Unitarianism.
that when I took Yates® work into my hands
to read, I felt as if I were commitling a saeri-
logious act; 1o read such a book appeared to

After

ing the supreme Deity of Jesus, when pro-<

of His Own Time,’* vol. 1., pp. 8, 5, Lond. 1848
Dur. Apans says, “with regard to their mora
code, the principles ol the Unimriang de no

be actutted by an earnest desire to

practical religion. Love is, wath them, the fulfil

Displayed ; apud Field's Letéers, p. 25,

ling of the law; and the habitual practice of
virtue, from a principle of love to God, and benevo-
lence (o man, 15, in their judgment, the sum and s s

substance of Cllrislinginy‘.:"-—« R'cligimw Woria | 50me furthor particulars of the conversion of

# [y regard to the high tone ofmorality smong | but a plurdlity, yetthe NewTestament distinet-
Unitanans, Bishop Barnet says, “ [ must slso do .
thus right to the Unitarians as 1o own, that their | Godhead ; that a)l those pussages in the Old -
rules i morulity are exact and severe ; that they | Testament where the Aleim says, Let us make

are generally mea ofprobity, jnstice, and charity, | man, &e., proved the plurdlily of ithe Godhead;
and seetn to be very mueh in earnest in pressing

the obligations to very high degrees in virtue.”
3 ot e o o)t - D,

—Brsuor Burser; apud  Field’s fetters, p. 26.--

See ulso life of Burnet, prefixed to the # History

ly stated thatthere were three personsin'the

- | doctrine of the Trinity were true, I must re~
sort to the New Testament for the proof. -

" Ax Oup Unrranran,

i I recollect well
although it is more than thirly years ago, *

but Yates, at oné stroke, knocked away: -
this chiel corner stone of the Trinity, by -
showing that by a rule of ¥ebrew syntax, -
“ Nouns signifying majesty- and dominion, "
11 havinga plural termination, -are . frequently

In a future communication- I will relate:

-3l

t | jvined to a'verb in the singalar number.” Fur- .
seem to admit of their Ioosening, in the least, the | ther examination of this argument in favour:
Londs of duty ; on the contrary, they appear to | of the plurality of the' Godhead, satisfied me -
promote { that it was wholly unsoetund, and " that if the. -




