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" «LET THERE BE LIGHT.”

God said,"* Let, there be light 17
" Grim darkness felt his might,
And fled away ;
Then startled seas, and mountains cold,
Shone forth all bright in blue and gold,
And eried, © 'Tis duy, *tis day !

“ Uail, holy light 1"’ exclaimed
The thundgrous-clond that flamea
O’er daisiés'white 3
And 1o ! thé rose, in crimson dress'd
Leaned sweetly:6’er the lily’s breast,
©And bushing murmur'd ¢ Light!?

“Then was the sky-Iark born,
‘Then rose the embattled corn—
Thin floods of praise
" Tlowed u’er the sunny hills of noon ;
And then, in stillest night the inovn
"Poured forth her pensive lays ;
Lol heaven’s bright bow is glad !
Lo! trees and flowers all clad
In glory, bloom.

And shall the immortil sous of God

Be senscless as the untrodden clod,
And darker than the tomb ?

No, by the 31xp of man !

By the swart artizan !
By Guod, our sive !

Our souls have holy light within,

And every form of grief and sin
Shall see and feel its five,

By earth, and hell. and heaven,
The shroud of souls is riven !
Mind, mind alone
Ts light, and hope, and life, and power.
Edrth's deepest night, from this blessed hour,
The night of mind, is gone.

" UNITARIANISM
THE DSCTRINE OF

OUR LORD JESUS CHRTIST,

My present design iy to give an outline of the
evidence which proves that Unitarianism was
the doctrine of our Xord Jesus Christ. In
doing so, I shall appeal to our Saviour’s own
words, as recorded Ju the pages of the Evangelist,
But while, for this prepose, I shall constantly
refer o the statements contaioed in the four
Gospels, I wish it to be understoad, that the
sul»ju&ct.o‘f ‘the present address does not require,
nor indeed would it admit ofy my taking notice
of any things which are recorded in the Gospels,
‘except the discourses and conversations of our
Lord. Y mention this, to prevent any disappoint-
ment being felt at my omission of several poiuts
‘which,” were my subject. more comprehensive
it is, it would be wronug to pass over with.

T shall make only one more preliminary obser-
vation.| I would call your attention to the
great importance of the urgument which is now
‘1o be'considered.  Some may think—and indeed,
it has been said, that even though it were granted,
"that Unitavinnism was the faith of the Old Tes-
tament times, still this would pot preve our
doctrine tn be true; for that we live under
another dispeusation of veligion ; and thedoctrine
of the Trinity may be one of the points of differ-
ence betwien the Mosaic and the Christian sys-
“tems. . The soundness of this reasoning I do not
‘admit; and I am of opinion, that with regard
“to the great article of the Unity of God, we live
under no vew dispenisation. (See Mark xii. 25—
31.) But this point, I stop not now to canvass
more minutely. [ would merely vemurk, that
whatever may be thought. of the relevancy of
" these points, there can. be 10 question of the
" great importance of that which is now to engage
our attention : for, I think, there is no reflect-
ing Christian in the world who will not admit,
" that, if I succeed in demonstrating, that the faith
which was taught by our Saviour was u pure
. Unitarian faith, 1shall bave laid a sufficient
ground fuv appealing te every man, who desives
" 10 be'a disclple of Clirist, to maintain and profuess
_the same doetrine,  Such belng the great autho-
rity and influence which this is entitled to exer-
_cisc upon the mind and faith of us all, I carnestly
eall upon, both those who agres with me, and
those who differ from me at present, to diswmiss,
"as far as possible, from their minds, all precou-
ceived opinions,—all prepossessions and prejudices
«—all selfish and purtial affections,—and to listen
to the words of the Saviour with a pure and
single desire to learn,~~to embrace, to profess,
. und to obey the truth, as it is in Christ Jesus.
.And may Almighty God give to ench one under-
. stunding to discern—ceandor to avow, und iuteg-
_¥ity. to maintainye—the pure and holy  doctring
. svhich the. Captain of our salvation came juto
" this world_to reveal, and died to confirm,
. . 'The, maia point to be considered s this,—did
_our Saviour, cither in his private instructions or
public discourses, inculeate the doctrine of the
Lrinity ;. or did he tench and preach the simple
“Unity,of the Most High? Did ha pioclaim,
“that in the Godhead, there ure three distinet per-
“aons, "exactly eqaal to ous "gnother in power,
“wisdom, and eternity 3 in .ajesty und in glory,
and in all divine porfections 2 Did he farther
* declare, “that those -three distinct - persons are
nevertheless but one Biing, so, that while each
_.of them, separately considered, is truly und pro-
" prly God supreme, yet there are not three Gods,
“but only one God 2 Or did he teach, as Unita-
" rians believe be did, and agthey believe that all
" “Secripture*and all nature teaches,—that there is

but One God, the Father 2 This is the question
now to be determined 3 and to its examination I
shall immediately proceed without further preface
—appesling, as my plan requires, to our Lovd’s
own words exclusively,
1. And it does nppear to me, that the language
and conduet of our Great DMaster, on a great
variety of oceisions, shew most clearly—1 wag
nbout to 'say, beyond all dispute or doubt—that
he maintained the same striet views of the Unity
af God, which were propounded in the Old Tes-
tament,—which were universally entertained by
Lis countrymen at the time of bls appearince,
and which are profissed by their descenidants
down to the present dny j—thoss, namely of pure
Unitarianism,  For example, very svon after the
desceut of the Holy Spivit upon him, he had ve-
casion to repress an instigation to idelatry, by
which he was assailed during the scene of his
temptation in the wildernesse  And in what
manner did be do so ? By quoting an injune-
tion contained in the books of the Old Lestament,
—=¢ Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God,” or
cather, as in the original, Jenovan, thy God:
“ aod him only shalt thou serve.”  But this
text would not have been of any authovity, i
Jesus knew that two other divine perseus were
as well entitletd to religious homnge as the great
Being to whom, und to whom only, it i3 here
declared to be due.  In this case, the commanid-
ment given to the Jews, respecting the oliject of
supremne adoration, wonld have heen abuolished,
and a different one, adapied to the new revelation,
ought to have been substituted in its stead. The
same point is most convincingly estublished by
the conversation vecorded by Murk, xii. 28—3%.
The Seribe, who appenrs to have been 1 man of
sonnd understanding, desivous, as it would appear
of testing our Saviour’s fitness tor the ofiice of a
public teacher, asking him,— Which isthe first
commandment of all " Here, then, was a fair
opportanity, and, indeed, an open chollenge, to
declire any chunge that enr Loxd was anthorized
to make in the doctrine held by the Jewish na-
tion touching the One God, Had our Lord
known, thut henceforth the one person of Jeho
vah was no longer to be worshipped in the trae
Churel, be was Louwld, in comuon honesty, to
declure it.  DBut, instead of announcing any
change in the generally-received doctrine, ov in
the worship founded upon it, our Lord quoted,
for his sole answer, an explicit seriptural asser-
tion of the Unity, aund the commandment built
upon it. ¢ The first of all the commandments
is, Hear, O Israel ! the Lotd our Godis One
Lord : and thou shalt love the T.ord thy Ged
with all thy beart, and with all thy seul, and
with all thy mind, and with all thy strength.”
On this point, there was no dispute between the
Seribe and the Saviour,——no difference between
the Law and the Gospel 3 for the Scribe adumit.
ted the correctness of our Lord’s reply; aud
Jesus approved the wisdom of his ehservations,
and deelared he was ¢ pot far from the kingdom
of Gad.” ] ‘

+‘T'o the gnwe effect” T.might quote ‘many other
passages ;3 but for brevity, I pass on to anather
topic. I proceed, then, to observe, that, even if
we leave out of account the conuexion between
the old and the new dispensation, oar Lord’s
own teachings would have Leen sufficient to in-
culeate the doctrine of the strict unity of the
Supreme Being.  Oun different oceasions he as-
serted It in express terms. e sald to the dis-
ciples, *f One is your Father who ix in heaven,”
( Matt. xxiii. 9.) nomention here of any but one.
# None is good but One 5 that is God,” (Mark
x. 18, Luke xvi. 10} e here tells us that
God is One.  Ilad he been commissioned to re-
venl that God was Three, or Three in One, I
cannot but believe he would have been equally
explicit in declaring the important fact; nay
much more so ;3 for it would have stood much
more in need of illustration and proof.  'Ihis
One God he declares over and over to be “Tue
Faruer ;» that is the name by which he Joved
to distinguish the great object of sworship and
veneration.  With that glorivus Being he never
associates any co-equals in partnerslip of Deity.
Qun the contrary, he aflitms that the Father is
the Only True God: ** This is life cternal,
that they might know thee ruz Oxnty Trur
Gop, and Jesus Christ whom thoua hast sent,”
(John xvii. 3.) He addresses the Father as the
Lord of Heaven and Earth,” (Lukex, 21,) a
title which he never applied to any other person
or subsistence but the Father alone. He else-
where declares that ire  Farugn is greater thun
all,” (John x. £8.) It is remarkable that our
Saviour, throughout the whole course of his min-
istry, continually spoke of God and of his Father,
and always in such a mannar as chewed that he
meant Dy the two terins, exactly the same thing,
Of ihis I may give one exnmple —** The irae
worshippers shall worship the Fatuen in spivit
and in truth 3 for the Farnzr se¢keth such to
worship biin.  Gon is a spivit, and they that
worship him must worship him in spirit and in
truth.” ‘The two names are perpetually inter-
changed in this manner 3 but there is Bo other
person, besides the Father, whose name is thus
eniployed ns a substitute or equivalent for that
of God.  Aud yet we are told that two other
persons are equally with the Father included
under this Jatter title, equally entitled to Lear it,
and that the main objoct of our Saviowr's coming
upon earth was to reveal a knowledge of this co-
equal and co-ordinate Lrinity to mankind ! If
this were the ease, how does it happen that owr
Lord scems to take every opportunity of imply-
ing and asserting the sole supremacy of the Father,
the One Divine Person, whaose Godhead no one
disputed ; while he never, upon any one ocension,

asserted the eo-equnl Deity of the Son and Holy
Ghost, two divise persens of whose Deity none

of hls heavers had cver dreamt ; and the more
especially as we ave assured that this is a glori~
ous doctrine, asaving trath, nay, a truth without
which there can be no salvation. Is it thus, 1
ask, that any orthodox Trinitarian minister
would preach the Lrinity to a nation of Uni-
rinns 2 Is it thuy that such persons do preach
the Gospel in any Unitarian?families to which
they sain adwlission 2 T allude to their conduct
in this respecty as a fuct neither for the purpose
of censure noy of approbation. It is to be hoped
they ure conscieutious in their motives ; hut 1
trast they will ndmit that our Blessed Saviour
was neither less zealous for the trath, nor less
hounest in its avowal, than themselves. Yet
vither he or they must be wrong ; for, as I have
shown, they praceed upon plans totally distinct.
They are pevpetually insisting upon the Trinity ;
he never insisted upon it at all.

2. 1 must pass over many passages which
might be selected for examples ander this hend,
and proceed to the second point which it s ne-
sessary to consider in illustrating what our Lord
tavght on the subject 3 I mean his doetrine con-
cerning himself.  Did he ever declare that he
possessed, i one person two distinet natures
united,—the human aud the divine ; that he was
truly Gad, in all respects equal to the Father,
possessed of eternal duration, almighty power,
omniscient wisdom, unbounded gooduess, and the
infinity of all the divine perfections; while at
the siune time, e was also properly a man, sub-
Jjeet to all the waunts and imperfoctions of humnan-
ity, sin only excepted 2 "Ihis is the commonly
received doctrive,  But did our Suvionr himselt
teach this 2 1€ s0, I confess I cannot fiad it in
any of his discourses.  On the contrary, I tind
that throughout all his instructions, our Lord
ever most distinetly recognised his own depen-
de.m:'c upon a superior power ; and, far from
tracing his ¢ifts to bis ewn inherent authority,
e uniformly veferred them to the will and ail-
peintment of the Father alone,

With a declaration of this kind he opened his
public ministry,  He comnenced jt by reading
to the people assembled in the symigogue of
Nuzareth, where he had been brought-u; from
his youth, and by applying to himsell the words
of the prophet Isaiah :— The spirit of Jruovau
is upon we, breause be hath anointed me to preach
the Gospel to the poor : he hath sent me to heal
the broken-hearted 5 to announce delivernnce to
the captives, and recovery of sight to the blind ;
o set at liberty them that are brujsed ; topro-
cluim the acceprable year of the Lord,” ( Luke iv.
18.) compare Isajuh xi, I, words which are most
beautifully descriptive of the elarncter and oflice
of Jesus, as a person endowend with the spirvit of
God 5 as the Christ, or the anointed one s asn
luessenger sent torth to proclaim glud tidings in
hia name, but which are atterly unsuitable to
describe one who was himself the souvee of every
endowment, and could not possibly be the. dele
eate of any higher power. " Qur S'ﬂ\'imn', there~
tore, began his preaching with a text and w dis-
course ‘mest. distinctively ” Unitarian'; fur it is
exactly in this mauner that we are accustomed
to speuk of him in our ordiniry ministrations,

In tullilment of the commission thus annonnced,
Jesus travelled frow place 1o place through Gali-
Iee, Jud?n. aml the neighboving countries 3 every
where giving evidence, by the mighty miracles
which he wrought, that the spirit of the Lord
was actually upon him.  The merit of these
wanderful works he never once assumed to him-
self.  On the contravy, he repeatedly declared
that “« the works which he did were works that
uis Farngr had given him to finish,” (John v.
3(_;,) L!lllt LA T8 FA'I‘IIER, who dwelt in him,
himself perforimed the works, * (John x. 30.) A
strange deelaration this st appear to those who
consider it as proceeding (tomn the lips of the Al-
mighty I On one vceasion he expressly thanked
the Father for enubling hiin to work a miracle
in answer to his earnest prayer -—¢ Farurn ! 1
thanle thee that thou hast heard me,” (John xi.
41.)  Iaskmy “Lreinitavian friends to consider,
is this an expression sach as was ta have bean ex-
pected in accordance with their theory 2 On the
same oceasion he intimates that al) his miracles
were preceded by prayer to God for power— I
knos that thou hearest me always.” Is not
this most strange and unaccountable to those who
regard him as omuipotent ?

Ile delivered doctrines the most sublime that
the world ever heavd 5 but he referred the wis-
dom by which he spoke to the inspivation of the
Father.—*¢ My doetrine,” he said, *¢ is uot mine,
but Ais that sent me,” (Jobn vill. 16:) “ He
that sent me i true s and I speak to the world
those things which { have heard of him,” (John
viite 26 3) ¢ Even as eur Facuen hath said unto
me, so Ispeak,” {Johnxil, 50.)  These senti-
ments are in most exact agreement with - the
opinions held by us Usitavians 3 but they muxt,
appear somewhat extraordinary to those who sup-
pose that ie by whom they were spoken was
himsell’ the omuicient source of all wisdom und
of all knowledge, ’
© His devotional habits lead us to the sume cone
clusion 3 for hie was much in prayer. Inevery
important emergency of his lite, his prayers are
expressly recorded ¢ on some oceasions we find
him withdrawing from the world, and spending
whole nights in supplieation.  ~T'his fact alone
would disprove the commonly received opinion
vespecting his Supreme Deity 3 for why or Low
could he have prayed, if he had, in his own per-
s0m, an omnipotent natare, which eould, by a
word, i thought, accomplish every wish > If the
coummon dactrine be true, he was himsell the
hearer of prayor, and under necessity of praying
to none.  But yet we find he prayed—he prayed

to the Futher ¢ be theveby owned subjection to
the Father's power, and testified to his own infe-

-
rior and dependent nature.  But more than this.
He prayed in agony, until his sweat was asit
were great drops of blood ; and in that very
prayer, he owned subjection to the Father in ex~
press words,~** Not as [ will, but as theu wilt,””
( Luke xxii. 41—~—43.) In this hour of distress an
angel was sent to cowfurt him, but the immaedi-,
ate object of the prayer was not fulfilled 5 for it
pleased the wisdom of the Eternal Father that
the bitter cup, which he deprecated, should not
pass away until he had drained it to the dregs..
Could the being who prayed-—who prayed to an-
other—who prayed thus fervently—whese pray-
er was thus refuscd—could this being be Al
mighty Gud 2 1 almost shudder to put these
Jquestions ; but they are needful to clucidute the
truth.

Even more decisively to the point are the ine
stractions which our Lord has given to his disci-
ples on the subject of prayer.  He commanded
them to sauddress their prayers to God, even the
Father. « Pray to ruy FaTuzer whoe is in secvet,”
(Matt. vi. 6.) ¢ When ye pray, say,—Qun
Famnew who art in heaven,” (Matt. vi. 13.)
e true worshippers shall worship Tue Fa-
raer,’ (Jobn iv. 23.) ¢ How much more shall
voun HEAVENLY FaTiEr give good things to them
that ask him,’” (Matt. vii. 11.) These instruc-
tious are literally complied with by all Unitarian
Christiangs  The worship which the Saviour
enjoined is constantly practised in our churches,
and in eur families our supplications are address-
ed to Tiie Fat Ens and we humbly trust, that
woe adifress them to him in spirvit and in trath.
The wovship, therefore, which the Saviour re-
cotnmended i3 a pure Unitarian worship. 1le
even went further, for he expressly disclaima
being the heaver of prayer. ¢ In that day ye
shall ask wme nathing.  Verily, verily, 1 say unte
you, whatseever ye shall ask the Father in my
nawe, ke will give it to you,” (John xvi. 28—
26.) How can this be reconciled with the idea,
that Christ is God, equal with the Father ?

ITe expressly discluimed all thought of equality
with Gald.  The Jews ou une aceasion, falsely,
—and to all appeavance, waliciously—accused
him of making himself God, or rather a God,
(Johin x. 33.) If he had said so, ov if he were
so in fact. e was bound to avew and justify his
claitn.  Dut didhe doso? Noj but, on the
contrary, he shewed that the accusation was
fulse.  Ile shewed that he had uot asserted any
snch character  He produeed, fromm the Old
Testament, a much stronger expression than that
which he bad employed 5 and he proved, that
the charge was groundless.  * Jesus said it is
written in your law, ¢ I have said ye wre Guds.”
If then, he (thatis, the psulmist) called them
Gods unto whom the word of God cime,’ how
say ye of him, whom the Father hath sanctified
and sent into the world, thou blasphemest, be-
cause Lsnid, Tam the Son of [Ged,”  (John'x,
34—36.) - Surely it the common opiiion’ res-
peeting him had been- true;, Jesus wonld not have
had recourse to suchi’equivoeation“as’ this,” "On
our prineiples, and, we Uelieve, on the principles
held by our Great Master, the rensoning is just,
and the exculpation tviumphant; but, on the
Orthodox bypothesis, I caunot but thiok, the re
ply was evasive, not to say deceptive. :

Gu anather accasion, Jesus dischimed divine
knowledge in express terms. ¢ Of that day and
hour knoweth wo man ; not the angels which are
in heaven, neither the Sou 3 but vie Farcen
( Mark. xiii. 32.) o

Oa another occasion, he expressly disclaimed
the attribute of divine power.  “ Lo sit on my
right hand, and en my left hand is not mine to
give; but to those for whom it is prepured of my
Father. (Matt. xx. 21—23.)

On aunother accasion, he expressly disclaimed
the atiribute of divine gooduess,  © Why callest
thou Mg geod ?  There is none good but Oxs,
that is, Gon,’’ (Murkx. 17, 18, Luke xviii. 18,)

On another oveasion, he. directly affirms his
owa inferiopity to the Father., *¢ It ye loved me,
ye would rejoice because I go unto the Father ;
for the Father is greater than 1. (John xiv. 28.)

His customary language plainly ansserted uwit
proved his subordination to the Father, Xe de-
claved, that God his Father had sent him,—hud
anointed him—Dhad sanctified him—had given
him his spivit—had sealed him—-huad given him
a people out of the worll—had granted him to
have Iife in himself~and had appointed him te
Judge the world.  With this cursory mnotice I
must pass over all these topics. and the passages
of our Lord’s discourses in which they are found.
I shall only mention one or two points more.
e deeired thnt while in this world, © he lived
by the Father,” (John vi. 57.) Heanmounced
to the diseiples befure his reraoval from this earth,
that he was about to ascend ¢ to his Father, and
to their Father ; to his Gud, and to their God.”
(John xx. 17.) .

Such is the account which our. Saviour hime
self has given of his mission, power. doctrine,
devotion, life, resurrestivh, und ascension.  For
my own pirt | inust declare, that I cannot recon-
cile these numerous, and repeted, and express
aysertions of inferiovity, to uny other system of
doctrine, except that which us 1 Unitarian Chris-
tinn I glory in professing. And where 1 to at-
tempt to explain them on any othére. prineiple, I
should feel myselty al every ‘step, contradicting
my Saviour’s direct aflivmutions; and- virtually
impugning either his knowledge or his-verncity.
[ Yo be concluded in gur next.)
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