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I will stand upon my watch, and set me upon the tower, and will watch td see what he will say unto me,

———

and what I shall answer when I am reproved—Han. ii. 1.

.
‘Rn. AL BURWELL, Edutor.)

THREE-RIVERS. FRIDAY 10th SEPTEMBER 1830.
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FOR THE CHRISTIAN SENTINEL.

g POCTRINE OF THE TRINITY —No. IL
E;i(::y‘?lmtt Essay on the Doctrine of the Trinity, T as’sumei t::; goi
defiyeq B abthe ravipur of sinuers is of necessity their od. l othe
ex})eptut‘.’ e, a eing whom any one worsl.ms and serves, \l\xN\f eL the
that 11, 10n ofrecel'{lpg kindness and protectien from him. o e r‘ds '
ocany S l!s the condition under which all idolaters v orship tx..se.'go I;
fact ::9_ they rexard them as kelcrs, or proteciors, ot © ”,“,,;,“.\;. L
i:lp,:,:’ Cls tlze “Iropnd'of all worship., Tenee in Seripture the, sr;/».(.,r.
th ‘-) rod is placed in opposition to falce gods, as the only being wor-
AV the title of God, and of the confdence of his worshippers. It is
or this reason that the Seriptures teach ug to trust in Chiist—to be-
txeve oo his name, or have faith in him as a Saviour—to pray to him,
bl 1oy hostor axd worship him.  TIf there were any superior Beirg
able t,(,) pluck us cut of his hand, he is not *uble to save to the uticr-
m”f 0 any case, aud onr confidence micht as well be p'izxced ina
ng\ °D Image.  None can save but the “rye (Cos,” and kim only is
1t law fl}! to serve and worship. Christ hath said of bimself, that he
N tk('. [fe of men.  Juhn says of him, “ God hath given uuto us clcr=-
nal life, and this iifo ig in bis Yo “KVe are in Lim that is (rue, even
lJn bxs.Son Jesius Clirist, ¥4y s the true Cod and eternal 1+ Anﬁ

‘LI;Q‘::XY:Q(I:;_{E(-l)- adds: « Little children, kecp vourselves from idols.

" Joh ? e cw 0 ef realcd being
~'libeing ::alt gxgt’dﬁll;if, but the worship . of some crealed being
fo of‘i lllsnf}:l‘the;*fcxefnplify this notion of a God, as strictly }\PPH"“M'”
is life ‘bl'?, e Jim ’%. To whem does a redeemed sinuer ovwe
ing t.0,, .‘lem‘i', his affection—his alicgiance itself 7 Let us, accord-
kife, Xufl LOFCS common enstom, draw an illustration from human
"ebellio‘?. sl:rf‘(} e took for a like purpose a king who commanded his
the .{in"sds‘u.,;locts to be brought and slain before him, let us suppose
steps into }(\‘C f‘(‘(]»s the death of such a one. But an innocent sul:-_]e(;t
Minal, ]:x[{'ace, and surrenders his own life to save that of the cri-
oW to whomn;{)'g accepts l“m. “S_“‘“ eqnivalent, and sets the other free.
? Can he pe Ooslhf owe his life,and to whem shou'd he be gmff-
Eermitted it asi:}” ‘h?““"'g, “;ho coldly assented, and indifferently
clieve that ’mer .I:S; .benomctor, !_ns Saviour ? No, he canfiot. Does l{e
to the reverse s o7 d"'ﬂue“"e‘l his Majesty to spare his life ? He knows
‘ ile hig e ces nothing more in fim to call forth his gra-

titude, or kindle b : C
im to exccutioen,hls affections towards him, than as if he had ordered

r ... i s . 0
!chexzcelqic:i :?na Parallel cage, in regard to GGed, on the antitrinitarian
in the meqn iimm‘; saved by the blood of Christ, supposing it possible
Almighty cold teli ‘:l‘ a creature to ho a Saviour, I-?e baxePiy owes the
ion >ant thanks, ang hardly that. He sees in the trans-

NO prevail; . y :
should lpveprat};l;l‘nz"a:] ﬁ;’t"e‘."o especial personal rcason why he

'm agaip , - ¢ him. Heneed not wish ever to hear of
bare! gp:l;ﬁtf:gliselm the vo'untary kindness of another, whom God
and the Al o be kmd., he sees nothing directly between himself

Bet personq) gyg 0y 0 Uind him by the ties of affection: nothing to be-

allegiance to him ; nothing from sponta-
ful a joyful and happy obedience. And yet,
W meicy, he js commanded to lova ‘the Lord with all

) ln . . . v .
from natyre soul, and strength, without a single motive arising

or N h :
of affection, I;x?;?;l? ship calculated to call forth that great tribute
Ten region for the c“&a"‘sm Is certainly a cold, a cheerless,and a bar-

at it has ad;‘p"tatji(m‘of the plants of grace. And I do not

gion eng.. A this motto: “ Where mystery begins, reli-

We are .
0 wh(f;ls(z,g”’ “hno Mman knoweth the Father save the Son, and
¢r the Son will reveal him ?” But how, and in

ter does the Soq reveal him ¥ Why truly, in himself,

in_his own conduct, as it were by persoral intercourse in_the person of
of Immanuel, God with us, Wi:h this agrees other Scripture. “Phi-
lip saith unto him, Lord, shew us the Father. Jesus saith unto him,
Have 1 heen so long time with you, and yet thou hast not known ME,
Philip? He that hath seen me, hath seen the Father: and how sayeth
thou thea, Shew us the Father? Believest thou net that Iam in the
Father, and the Father in me 2 The words that I speak unto lZ'Ou I
speak not of myself: but the Father that dwelleth in me he doth the
works.”  Tie'uaity and community of nature and interest he has
with the Father, precludes the possibility of his doing agy thing  of
himselj’” as distinet and radically of another ordrer of be}ngz « No
man hath seen God at any time; the only begotten Son, which is in (ke
bisom of the Father, he hath declared rim.” But tow? Npt by a
curious acconnt of his nature and person, but by declaring lns‘ good-
ness and ether attributes in Lis own doctrine and conducs, llis own
actions were those of “the fullness of the Godhead,” and were no
otherwise His than they were the Father’s, nor the Father's that
dwelt in him than they were his. Thus,in human partrerships, where
there is unity and community of interest, design, aud activn, whatso-
€ver one partner does as « reriner is yet the Jo'nt action of all. Tre
“ fulness” of pover resulting from the plurality 1n unity of the part-
nership resides in each one; and yet no oue partner can do aught as
of himself, but as of the firm. The partuership is one ; its power is
onc; its interest is one: and whatsoever is of either is equally aud in
the same sense of all. And since the ac:ions of Christ are literally
and properly the actions of God by the Uity of the divise natuve,
St. Paul saith: « Be ye followers,” (or as it is in the origiual, imita-
lors or mimics) “of (;od as lear children, and walk in love as (hrist
also hath loved us.” But how imifate the actions of God, seeing no
man bath seen him at any timne ? Why truly, because the Sen hath
revealed him in himself and by bis own conduct. He hath declared
!um, not merely as permitting the request of another, and coldly allow-
mg him to do good to the unfortunate ebjects of his own displeasure ;
but in the person of the Son exhibiting himself « the God of all con-
solation ;” "as himself laying in the strongest persoual claims to per-
sonal attachment and urdivided loyalty and love, in the same character
that is sustained by the God of Israel throughout the Old Testament.
The Trinity in Uity is a partnership of nature, not of mere occasi-
onal convention. 1tis a firm co-existent and co-eternal with Deity. Tt
kas its foundation in the Divine nature itself, and therefore it can ne-
ver be dissolved, The glorious and lovely attributes of God naturally
flow out of it as living streams from an exhaustless fountain. And,
Oh! here Icould be éloquent' on s0 sublime and magnificent a subject,
were it proper to give the reign to my feelings in the midst of argu-
ment and disquisition. .
Slllé)pose again, that all the King’s suljjects were in open rebellion :
the King hasthem com letely in his power, and is going to judge them
by the Jaws of his king«Fom. His son somehow manages by great per-
ronal exertions and painful sacrifices to interpose and procure their
exemytion from punishment. He suffers amazingly on their account :
he undertakes to advocate their cause. He mediates for them : he
procures them life, liberty and happiness : he does every thing that
can tend to rivet their affections on his own personal self. Suppose
him also ambitious of his father’s throme, saying: “ O, that 1 were
made judge in the land,” and should play the part of Absalom in stedl-
ing the hearts of those who already owed him theirlives and liberties ¢
how long would David wear his crown in peace ? Could Absalom sit
doxn with his Father in his throné (see Rew.iii. 21.) and rule the
kingdom with him and for him, and yet equally for himself, unless
David and Absalom were somehow substantially one in unity of coun-
sel, means, aim and end, in such manner that it were naturally impos-
sible for them to feel as two distinct beings, having separate individual
rights and interests, which might clash with eazﬁ’ot er, sud produce
ambition, jealousy, and rivalry
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