
THE CH~RISTIAN BANNER.

mantiers of the lives-of the christians gave it."
IIad the poor worms of t!îe'dust. .Alexander and Arius and Atha-

inasius, been let alone to enjoy theii- speculatious, witli a niederate '

attention to the word of God, thieir differences of *opinion wouid
cither have donc no harm, would have ben hecalcd, or would have J,
died with thein. IV

Jorncs, in bis ]istory, remarks, that."4 the effeets of this general
i council wverc to lay the foundation of a systen. of persecution of -a
:complexion altogether new. professing cliristians tyrannizing over the
iconsciences of caeh other, and inflicting tortures and cruelties far

greater thait they had sustained froin their heathien persecutors."1
Eahside of the Ariaii controversy, ivhicn in power. pcrsccuteda the

iother ivithi the inostruthiesa sanguinary vioiencc. Truc christianity
had not.hing to do in this dark busincss. This was* the revelation
ortiîe _Mai of Sin whiieli liad been prcviousiy let or hindered by paganl
enîIperoi-s.

he différence bctwccn Alexandcr and Arius arose froin thc ncg-
leet, or <isrcgard of the doctrinal statements and faeLs as revealed Li
the wiord of G nd on thc subject of the nature and character of Christ,
and by indigling in inetaphysical speculations, aided by Clement's
natural religion, without regard to tiie word.

It is impossible for those who entertain a revorential regard for tIc
great God not te be struck wit.h tb&epresuir.ption of sinful, ignorant,
crri inortalis, ivlio would dare to investigate a subjec. of sueli awful
ilnpvrt as tLie mod~us of the divix,ýe existence, or wVh0 *Vould presuine
to go f'ur" ler ini ,th(3 discovcry of G..d( t1han lit las rcvealed hini-
self.

it rimuld nlo% secmi, that* according to the miost c"ligh tened serip-
ture vie-os of the subjeet, hoth sides of the Arian eontroversy ini thc

*fourtlh century vere wron g. aînd yet both in sonie degree werc riglit,:
for as lias beeni observed hy a distingisled orthiodox i#riter of Eu-
rope of tic urescrit dayand wl.ich agrees pretty inlueli withi the prim-

*ciples cd jthe Anidover sehool in ',VM.isacliuEetts, 4 Divine revelation
never iecads us te concoive off the Son * of 'Gçod abstractly from flic
inicarnaztion! of thc WTord. The Word tInt was God was ide ilcshi.
TIe Hdoy Ghost oversbadowcd tIc Virgin Mary ;,-this vwas thc

rc1o~ ne ,lof her conecoi-.-ing that boly t.bing, but aliso cfits bcin
caldth-~ Soni cf God. Aitheugli thc sonlship of christ alway3 sup-

Posms and- iincudcs bis godhead. in which ehc eternal original 'Rua
essenttial ii(giity of his person Ponsists ; ye t it docs not appear frorn

*senipt-ure that le i.s callcd the Son of God, inercly as God, or to tcachi
us the ci-igin and inanner of bis existence in the godbea' - it secnîs
a pplicable tu ilim as BaueGod with us.,? Hunian knowledgc of'
Jebova'd can go no fîîrther than thc tenus in wyhich the divine înature

as Father. Son, and l-ol.y Ghost, arc revea1ed. The cherubi:n Veil the
rest v.ità t.hcir wings.. .

Li thc western states a vcry in-profitablc controvcrsyV Irs Oxist"d
on ti subject. If mon couldi be Acont ent wiflî . the s,-riptui-é *$fnte-

ieti.fthe maLure cuil character of Christ, and e-éuld yreJuiz*e the

fatta lsswrilpe as God by inspired apostles asud chris-


