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beauty or blis for hin there ; but he wanders
a1mong then a discontented stranger, self-tor-
nentng and solitary, vithout companion, en-
joyment or home-his depraved habitstand
corrupted taste rendering insipid and loath-
sorne, the light and flicity of eternity.-Id.

TIE TWO NATURES IN CHRIST.
[rom Emlyn's Irrutble reltinry.]

What can ib said against ic plain arguments
that arc advanced to prove the subordination
of our Lord Jesus Christ to his Father? I
imagine our opposers have but one shift left
for the evading thein, and that is a distine-
tion, which serves them in al cases ; for they
say, Jesus Christ speaks these things of him-
self, as man only, whilel he had another na-
ture as God, which he rescrved, and excepted
out of the case. So that when he says, I
cannot do thus myself, or am nlo to be called
tc chief good, or do not knlowo this, &c. accord-
ing to lthen, the neaning is, I have not these
perfections ini my human natlre; but vet I
know and can do all unassisted, and an the
chief good in my divine nature, which ailso is
more properly myself. h'lie vanity of which
subterfuge I intend to lay open, by shewing
how absurdly this distinction of the two na-
tures is pretended, to take off the force of such
expressions fron Christs own mouth, which.
in their natural and undisguised appearance,
do proclaim his inferiority to God, even the
Father. And I shall dveil the more upon
this, because it is the most popular and com-
mon evasion, and comes in at eve ry turn
when all other relief fails.

It would lie no unreasonai bledenand to ask,
what intimation of any such distinction of tio
natures they can point us to, in any of' these
discourses of Christ ? Why should men de-
vise or imagine for him such a strantge., and
deceitful way of spealking, from ne ground
nor necessity, other titan that of upholding
their own precarious opinion ? But I have
several remaiks to nakeo upon this comnmon
answer.

1. That vhich in the first place I have to
object against it is, that our blessed Lord
Jesus Christ, if himnself was lie supreme God
in any nature of his own, could not have said
such things, as I cotnceive, in an consistency
with truth and sincerity, (w'hichl he aiways
maintained strictly,) he could say himuseif
could no do, or did not kînow the thing, which
ail this while himself could de, and did knote
very well, as bo sure if ie was thte supreine
God, he could and did ; for this wero e tomake
him say wiit is iost faIse, and to eiuivocate
n lite inost deceiffl tmainet fr thto ht we

should suppose ie contsisted of two in itely
distant natures, and s hadI two capacities ft
knowledge, &c., yet sice hirnself includes
them both, it follows, that the denying a
thingof himself in absohite tertms, vithout any
limitation in the words or other obvious cir-
cumstances, does plainly imply a denial of its
belonging to any part ohîis person, or any ia-
ture in it. For though we tnay aflirtm a ibing
of a person, Vhich helongs only to a part ef
hlim ; as I may propetly say a man is wount'd-
cd or hurt, though it b onily in one mîember,
suppose an arnc yet I cannot justly deny a
thing of hitamwhich belongs otnly to one part,
because il belongs not te another- as I cannot
say a man is not wotunded,because though one
arm b shot or woundcd, yet the other is
wvhole.

For instance, I have two organs of sight,
two eycs. Now suppose I converse with a
man with one eye shut and the other open : if
being asked vhether I saw him, I should
dare to say I saw him net, without any lim-
itation,-meaninmg to myself, that I saw Iim
not with lite ye vhich vas shut, though stil
I saw him well enough with the eye w'hici
was open,-- fearI shouild bear the reproaci o
a liar and deceiver, notwithstanding such
mental reservation as some would attribute ti
thse holy Jesus. Forknowledge is the oye o
the perso ;seus Christ is supposed to have
two ot these i oing capacities; tîhe on.
weak, the other strongeant apircing, th t
discerns all things. Mat. xxiv. 3. Now a
such an one, the disciples repair to him an
ask him, when the end of tic world and tim
of his coming shall b ? le answvers them
by giving them some gencral account of th
matter, but says that the particular day an
hour he knew net, nor did any know but th
Father, meaning, say my opposers, that h
knev it not withI his /iiman icnowleige
thougi he kncw it vell enough with this di
vine, at the same timie that lie said, the So
knows it not, absolutely and indefinitely.

And yet if Jesus Christ had a divine know
ledge and nature, no doubt his disciples, wh
if any body, must be supposed to believe i
<irected the question te that, rather than

tie imîperfect human capacity ; and yet in ait- trusted as suci ; nay that lie vas not before TO COUNTRY SUBSCRIBERS.
swer te it ho says, he ktewi no lt the daîy, whici the vrgiin Mary, according te themn, and the itcomlintltsha reached is, frontsoe tour subsrier
would net ho couted smeity ot trut m like ; and this without adding atny limitation atadisanct, orirreutlarity in the receipt oflthir palper.
Mnn. much less was Jests Christ im danger of or restriction, any more than our Lord does in Ail we cant say is, that the pap ers are regularly matiled;
it ; i is mouth mio guile eas; let us iot in- lie place mîentioned. t if ithey tlre not forthcoumtitg, th fault doe nt tlie
paute it te hini. Vhat would they say to one hvio should w lith us.

That you inay sec this is fair reasoning, speak or preach se, ccThat Jesus is not God,
hear how sineofthe other side own it, wien that ie cannot doe ail things, nor is equal te thte jC)
out of the hoat of this controversy. Sec Dr. Father ?" Would thiey not coicltide le was
Stilhingdeot-s srontîtoî ou Mat. x. 6. seIakiig a denyer of hlie deity of Christ, else lie wouild
of the eîqivocations o Roman Catholie never speak se unguardedily ? Upon the saine
priests, Vhose common answer, whten examiin- account, wieni Jesus Christ himself says, tiat IONTREAL, MARCII, 1816.
ed abouit wiat tihey have knon by cou- he cannot of hihnself îol ail tings, er kntow -
fession, is, tIhat they know it n7ol, which they all things, and makes no rese-ves ini is words,
thiniîk to ivindicate froi the charge of lying we may conciude lie also denies his being su- T O R O N T O.
by saying, thiat i m î confession, the priestt preme God ; else it it b a just way of speak- initarianism.- iat e fEcligious iartits.
knowsma atters as Got, not as nin, and thtere- ing inii hi, it cannot be unjust ini us te imitate
fore lie denies te kniiowv thein. meaniig it as hiimi, by denying iim inidefinitely te be, whtat The following article is from the pen of a
man." But. savs the Doctor, this is aisurd le in any one inature ls not, that is, tiat le friend and brother in the faithi residing atbecause Io say he does not know, is as iuch is not OGd, w'ithotut addîug more.
as to say lie dot net any war knov. Now if Nay, after this wray of speakiig, whichiToronto. It canîot fail te bc intcrcsting te
this lie a gond answer against lite Roman they attribute to Christ, a malt îmay ho taught Our readers, net ontly on accoîunt of the intel-
Catholics, as tic doubt it is ; thein sure it is so te say his creed backward, and yet make a ligence it conveys respecting Unitarianism,
mi the p-resent case. Therefore when Christ true irofession of his faith, by denying of Je- but likewise because of the inforn.ation itsays ho knt, mie int the day of judgnent. it is sis Christ ii absolute exressiois, whatever
ls mmuich as to say lie does netotnmi/ way knoue may be denied of one of his natures. Thus gives on the state of religious deinominations
il, and cotnsequteiitly, it is a vain shift te sav, sinee the Apostles' Creed takes notice of generally, ini that city:-
it was as mati onily. nothing t be Ielieved concerning Christ, but « 'i' Cheprogress of .littirian' xî'orqhip ping

2. As a fartier evidence, thiat Jesuts Christ what belongs t his lht[inhooil, (whici is cie progres o he Unitanan worshipn
intendled no such distinction of two natures, as strange, if there were any articles relating to Societyin thi cityb as surpassedt our anticipa
is pretended ; it is to Ie observed, tliatlie puts hissupreme deit.y, wrhich must be most import- ti"ns. When welook back tothe position in
iot the idistinction.r et'opposition betweeni the ant,) one masy venture to deny then ail, it-ih wliclh we stooi seven mnonthts ago, we are as-
Son of Matn. and thle ecterna. Tford. as some tits secret un'expressed reserve, viz., meaning tonislhcl te perceive that in this short period we
speak. but betrweein ite Son and his Father, it of the divine nature, (te which they belog have passedilfrom a state of almost hopeless
Mark xiii. 32; "Net the Son knows but only, not.) Se that one may say, I belive that insignificancy inte that of[te most promisin
the Father ;I" by vhi c h it is plail he had no Jesus Christ was not conceived ot the Holy 1 leveloieient. Outr nmîmmbers, tatlta time, werethouighît of imcludig any porson or nature of Giost, or iori of tie Virgin Mary; I hehieve
his omiw amriong the exceptei ; for whatever thiat he nover w'as cruciied under Pontis not believed to exceed ten or a dozen: now we
was not the Fatler, e says was ignoratf of Pilate, nor was dead or buric ; thut ie it our adhierents te equal in nucmbr those of
thtat day. Now il is certain, that in no nature never rose ior ascended,olier wrill rettrn amiY congregatioi, at the saine period of exist-
mas the Son the Father ; and consOîeqiently -isilhy again; for his divine nature,, vhich it ence, wlici lihas ever been fornmed in this place
where nee but hlie Father knows, none. wo ipretended le hal, was not capable of these and we hare knmowl'edge of the fact haiIt our re-is not the Father. can ie itendel ; and since tinngs. And sime they say, flic personality o s.
our Lord was making an exception in the case, is divine, bre seems more warrant tobe Iigious opinions aie gaining ground every wcek.
hie woulb not iave forgottei te except lie bolder in enyig indefinitely of the person Every additional Sabbatht brings te our Ihouîse
eternal Word teo, if there hadl been such a idi- si-tt belotge itttethe tivine nature. whose sote wmin w-e had not before observecd; and we
vine prinipe in hirmself equail to the Father le personality is, than in sa denying of hlie see almongstl is several whom curiosity first led
and distinct frein lim; for it is a known mitle, person what only belongs iot to the humtan coinme and lear wiat sort of professors of the
that an exception froua a general assertion nature ; as this interpretation makes Christ truth Unitiariais are. 'ie denunciations,,whichconfirms il, as t other imstances not excepted. te i..havelicuet frecly ieait oct freite lilpits cf

Will they say, thiat b the Fatheris meant 5. Finally, il weighs sometiing with me. is
ail three porsons, viz. Father. Soit, and 1ly opposition te this way of interpretation, tha otther sects, have limtermlly served to advance
Ghost ? What. can the Father as otpposedh te the Evantgelistsiever take any occasion, whets our camuse ; for there is, bi our community, as in
tue Son, b put for tise Father and lie Soit ? they had so mn, te subjoinu any caution ail others, a fair proportion of that spirit ofjustico
What woful work vill this maike trvith against taking Christ's words it tieir obvious whicht prompts mnm te decline te condenmn their
Scr i ptîure, te suppose that what are oppos-l te sense, -ienelic says, "e did net kIowu the fellowr-men before they have given them a lfaireaci other do ichude each other, limier the hour," and the like. If, as Ie said, Our Lard liarin Besides we lndvery ciaracters by whici they are opposed ' ad ni o mind te reveal his divinity, though I ierc, as in omier
As weii may they say, thtat ii thIe Ialtisal sec nt still why le shotid demi it thus,fyet places, that the very act of denomuncement is often
fornn. b>y thIe Father is meatt, Father. Son, sure lis Apostles, wvhio wrrote so mnany -ears Ie surest means of proipting te te commis-
and Spint, though leit he distinguisici from lie uafter, hviloin it concerned[ to reveal ail im- sion of the net forbitdden. I kinow of setoe wlvhtose
othier tuo Ani t should despairof' ever lun- portant truths most clearly, would nt fail t a ttendance on our worship is now regumlar, whose
derstanding the Scriptures alive aillbooks hlit have set the reader riglt, by removing such d entramnce inte our church was the direct
evr were written. a this rate of imtereta- obvious objectio as these are agamst the sut- cseq ce of a otstringentpoibition laidtion. No dilouit. thierefore. but lite Father, as premne mity of Christ ; and sayig, hue spake
opposed te lie Son, excludes ill lit is lme tthis only in respect of hi inMhood, thathe upon ilhem te avoid ail intercourse with our de-
Son ; and then there coult beo Son ot cfod knie not all /titgs, &c. John ii. 21 ; xi. 13. noiminuioni.
that knew of fhlit day wlhi only lite Faithr But here is not ne cautie giv, as often we It may ne ot b uninteresting te your rentiers te
kiew of, and conlsequently ole Son that is God tiid there was about less matters. No doubt le-nrn somei details of otr relative position to te
equal t lite Father, i was becautse they would iavt flite ting various religious denominuations around us.3. Iioreo -er, ltaIt iterpretation tut nieeds u înuerstood as il fairly lies, net thinkigg of any I salt brgin th te Church et E gland
be unjust, whicli, if admitted, diil make ail, such secret reserve ii Christ, of a divine mua- 1 t'hi
evenf lite most plain speech, uncertain, andut- ture in lis porson. te bc tacitly excepted, vhose nutîmerical pîreponîderance, added te the
terly insigitihicait ; as this imterreiation O vhcn le hal denieîd sucî perfections of his position in society occupied by isitembers, en-
Christ-s words would do. For as 1Lask the person iidefiinitely. titles itte priority. We have little te say of our
patrons uiitis onuiîon, imitaI words Jeusus- fellow-Christians of this body. Thmere is a spirit
Chirist comuld in briefhed e htimself lt hbe T iiEssINcs OF CHRISTIANITv. of indtlependene, and perhaps of religieus libe-Cod most htighu if lie ha a mil ind to de il, more A beautful vriter says, that Clhristianity rality, se far as doctrinal distinctions are con-
plaim and ullilitan these, imwhichli e saVs, eners ite lut of the pour mai, and sits down
lue knlew not ai things as the Father did,nor withimlîbut and his children ; it makes thern cernel, amuongst its iemibers, which keeps thern
could do ai lthinss ? Sa I vould fai have contentei in the midst of privations, and tolerbly fre of thiat tendency ta vituperation
thlem stes ne, wat words of that nature lue caves behind an everlasting blessiig. t andi uncharitable declamîation whici is found
cotild have used, which the sause wty O in- walks the cities amidst ailltheir pomnp and aiongst other bodies of Christians inaking fair
terpretation, as they' Itere use,vill net evade splîenîdor, thîir imaginable priie, antd theirii- iiglier tpretensions te religious freedom. I have
and i make bsigtihicant ? For iad hie said, or utterable misery, a purifying, ennobling, re- not heard et any instaure iihi we have been
sworn in plaim words tlius, viz. ccI tell yoit I deemiting angel. It is alike tihe beautiful.
anm net the supremme Ged, and none but my champion of childhoid, and the comiforting assaihed from their iiit ; and I am vermh
Father lias tat g1ory"; they svomul uponf the associate of old age. It enbichies the noble, inclined to believe thuat any such manifestation
same reason still have said, tIis was to be un- gives visdom t the vise, and nev grace to fron their clergy would be very unpalatable to
derstood of him as nan only. Se that o the lovely. The patriot, the minister, the the autditors. The latter entertain very elevated
;words professimg luiiself not te be God, could poot, and eoquent man, derive sublime pow- conceptions of hlie purity of their own doctrines,
be a proof of it, if this way of interpretation or ft'om its influence. and of t cuperior respetabilt of their Church:
ho alo d int ai btherefore sately say Iis îNrs es.-Every person las amore e lthe have ie aversion te the most unimited

l melf nth to bet sme lt less imfluence. 'Ite greater the talent, the laudation of themslves; but, at the same timeiîimsel miel te lief litesulîrmne Cati, or eqîmal te largeCr lt Tuolhlie liie Ieofclt tialnc h mle;hce i an iehIl lre the wealth. thehiigher fthe offilee, [the
f the Fathter, as plainly as words could speakca or vider vill bo the infinence. Rememeiber this, they have too much manly pride te permit of

in brief express; and that tIis declaratton and se live that your good ueeds and daily thcir indulging in uncalled-for depreciation of
o made lby im already, is net to bc evaded any example May lead to truth and virtue. their inferiors.

f s h iho uatd M b r ur prosperity and happiness it lie maity h'lie second in position are the Roman Catho-

lie could have tdesignedly utsed in the matter. depend on cthe principles swe adopt, and the lies. Wer certainly have me complaint to make
Let any one try if this do net hold truc ; and course we pursle. ''hie hath of rectitude un- against tenm. Hore, as in Ireland, the Catholic

s sure il.itust be ai absurd vay of interpretaion, avoidably leads t happiness-that of vice recognizes in his Unitarian neighbour, a friend,
d which leaves a mati io opportmnity or power always ends ii mnisery. whose advocacy of Catholic liberty and Catholic
e of speakimg his meamnig plainly, se as ta be Love te God can never be selfisi. The riglhts has ever been uncomnproimising. It is a
, understood. far of danger, the hope of revar, can never well known fact, that tle Unitarien is the only

e the atgain,this ay of ier reation, hiee awaken it. There is but ite trutlithat can professor of Protestantisn who is ready te recog-
d mucht nessitated ho for uphlding ther cause, call it forth-the truth,that Gd first loved us. nize i his Cthe felhow-men the great oct-

does plainly overthrow it agabn, and may b Date net te judge, frein one year of unhap- linos ofChristian character; and yet itis singular
turnedi agaimîst themnselves ; for if it b just pinîess, the Elt-nal, who ias shown uis pater- ftt of al believers in Divine Revelation, the
and truc to demîy of Christ absolutely what nal care of mankind for six thousand years, Unitarian differs fron ie Catholie the most

un belongs to hunîn m ene natture,because there is and is the same great Father et ail. Be wvtho
another nature i whiciI belongs neot tohim ; has supported, formedh, and educatedf the h]u- .idels on peints .specclaîbve thelogs. Quî

- thon, sinceto bo the chief Cod belongs ta him, man race, will not desert one, even the least. putlpits never ritig with those violent anathemas

, according te our adversarnes, only inmone na- Of hlie smallest ephenera of a day, huis provi- against Cathohicisn which our orthodox brethren

t, ture, and net in respect of the alter, or human dence ias protected lie race frein Adam toius. se frequently deligit to hurl. We do not choose
t' nature, it follows that it may as justly be said Let your ieart be tender, but your breast ta declare the Roman Catholic t obe an idolater,

Jesuts Christ is net Cod, nt-obe worshippied or strong, and your strugge anid hope at the same and the temporal head of huis Chureh, Antichrist,
lime.-Richtler.
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