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CHRISTIAN.

the question, whether it is eredible, “that one so
prompt on all occasions to speak from the first
impulse of feeling, could have heard Jesus, at any
time, ussers the existence of ¢ three persons in‘the
Godhead, equal in substance, power, and glory,’
and not have expressed his surprise at what must
have appeared to him (educated has he had been)
50 neavly approaching to polytheism ? Especially,
could he have rafrained from expressions of as-
tonishmeny, if, on any eceasion, our Savienr in
the character of the predicted DMessiah—a chav.
acter which no Jew ever dreamed would be pro-
perly divine—bad claimed to be Jehovah in the
flesh, and the object of supreme religlous adorva-
tion ? Impossible ! And the fact that no expres-
sions of the kind we have been supposing, ever to
our knowledge fell from the lips of this disciple,
is one proof that Jesus never inculcated the
principles of Trinitarianism upon his followers.
But much more than this. ‘Theve are positive
declarations of Peter on record, respecting our
Lord’s character, that can leave no doubt as to
his opinions ; declavations, which connected ns
they are with the approving words of his master,
afford the most convincing testimony that Christ
did not claim to be, nor was cousidered by Peter
the supreme God. ’

We recur, for an example, to the sixteenth
chapter of Matthew. 'To the guestion of Jesus to
his disciples,—* Whom say ye that Tam ?—
Peter with his characteristic promptoess replied,
In what terms ? Precisely in such as any Unita~
rian would have used—*¢ Thou art the Christ, the
Son of the living God.’—And what suid our Sa-
viour to this? 1id he intimate that he had re-
ceived an imperfect answer 2 Did e insiunate
that Deter, not having had access to the true
source of light, was still in the dark as to his real
character in this most important particular ? Not
ac all; but bestowed on him the highest commen-
dations, reminding bim, at the same time, that
such intelligence could have come only from God,
—* Blegsed art thou, Simon, son of Jona; for
flesh and Llood have not revealed it unto thee, but
my Father which is in beaven.” And yet anoth-
er time nlso, Peter made the same explicit und
unhesitating confession. It was when Jesus said
unto the twelve, * Will ye also go away ?  Then
Simon Peter answered him, Lord to whom shall
we go ? Thou hast the words of eternal life. And
we believe and are sure that thou art the Christ,
the Son of the living Goil”  Such is a specimen
of Petar’s declarations concerning the dignity of
our Saviour's character. ~They were made on
oceasions, when, if ever, he would have acknow-
ledged his master’s highest claims, and when
Jesus, it must be supposed, would have corrected
him, had he expressed inadequate views. Yet
Peter, so far from calling him God, only professes
his belief in him as the Christ, the Son of Ged,
or, which is the same thing, the Messiah ;. and
our Lord, instead of appearing dissatisficd with
the profession, in one instance applaonded it. . -
“Nor s this all.” Peter’§ knoivn conduct, while
conversant with his master, accorded with his
declarations, Ile never betrayed the cmotion,
nor exhibited the manners, ‘nor performed the
acts of ong, who believed himself in the immedi-
ate presence of his Maker and his God. Thisis
a strong point of the argument.  Bring the sub.
jeet home to your own bosoms, and imagine how
a mortal man would feel and behave himself in
such a presence ; and having done tlis, carry
your thoughts back to the time of Christ’s min-
istry on earth, and observe haw familiarly Peter
lived with him 3 how he ate, and drank and con~
versed with him ; low he accompanied him
whithersoever he went, now rebuking, and now
commending him ; atone time uttering the moest
solemn asseverations of attachment, and at anoth-
ar denying that he ever kuew the man,—and then
lay your hand upon your heart, and say, if you
can, that Peter regarded Jesus as Jehoval:.

2. Aud why should it be supposed by any that
Peter ought to have so regarded his master ?
Whence could he derive the doctrine of the Tri-
nity? How washe to learn that the Messiah
was God ? It is conceded that he did not bring
these notions with him tfrom the synagogue ; and
we shall now show that he could not find them
in the school of Christ. The instructions that he
received, in common with the other disciples,
were invariably and strictly Unitarian. An ex-
ample to the contrary is not upon record. We
do not assert this unndvisedly, We have read
the Gospels through with particular regard to
this point : and we know that in no’instance
did Jesus affirm that the ‘Deity exists in three
equal persons, or that he himselfis God. Onthe
contrary, we know that he repeatedly, and in the
most unequivocal Janguage, bore his testimony to
tbe proper unity of the divine nature, and to his
own inferiority’to and dependence upon the Fa-
ther Almighty: - Of what -essential attribute of
Deity did he not expressly and more than once
dsselaim the possession 2 OF underived and in-
dependent existence 7 He said, € L live 0y the
Father; asthe Father hath life in himself, so hath
he given to the Son ta have life in himself’ - Of
almighty and underived power ?  These are his
words, ¢ T ean of mine own self do nothing ; all
‘power is given nnto me.”  OF omniscicuce 7 His
language is this, ¢ As my Father hath taught me,
1 speak,’ ¢ of that day and hour knoweth no man,
no, nat the angels, neithier the Son, but the Father
only.' " Was such teaching as this very.well suit-
ed to make siich a pupil as Peter a Trinitarian ?
You remember our Suviour's answer to ond.who
applied to him_the appellation of * good” “Fai_ ton
high a sense ; ¢ Why callest thou me’jrond ? “(here
is notie good blat ohe, that is' God.' | Did" Peter,
constant as he had “been ‘in hid ‘atténdance “upon
his'mnster, know. nothing of this 2 You remember
too our Lord’s veply to the Jews, who falsly ac-
cused him of making himself equal with God,

ORIGINAL POETRY.
ADDRESS TO THE OLD YEAR.
Thou good Old Year,~—lirger, ah! linger yet;
How can we see thes pact, without regret?
Didst thou not bring us gifts of priceless worth,—
Joy to the heart, and swinmer to the earth ?
Hast thou nat Ql_mred in all our hepes and fears,
Witnessud alike Lright smiles and secret tears?
Within thy uld and withered breast there lies
A world of sweet and sacred memories 5
And can we see thee part, without regret ? ’
Thou good old friend,—linger, ah! linger yet.

With thee has many @ sunny day been spent,—
With thee has joy, aud song and mirth been blent.
Friendship has made thy passing hours all bright,
And Love bas tinged them with a holier light ;
But, more than all; thou hast ¢alm seasons brought
Of high resolve, and deep and solemn thought,
When goodness seemed to kueel within the heart
And supplicate she never might depart.

Yes, precious hours wrere thine, thou good (9101
Year,

And even sorrow muakes thee but more dear.

Whatever blessings may be yet in store,

Thy pleasant fuce we never shall see mere,

Let others hail the advent of the new,

And eagerly its promised joys pursue;

But I still turn to thee with fund regret,

Thou good Old Year,—linger, ah! linger yet,

L. J. D,

THE

APOSTLE PETER
A UNITARIAN.

Before Peter” became acquainted with our Sa-
viour, he was a Jew. As such he had been born
and - educated. © He must therefore have been a
believer in the doctrine of the Divine Unity. He
must have been a worchipper of One Ged in one
person.  This will be conceded by all who are
conversant with the Jewish history, and whose
opinion deserves respect. That Peter could bave
been a Trinitarian before his conversion to Chris~
tianity, is as improbable as that he could have
been an atheist. If he ever afterward departed
from this fundamental principle of the religion in
which he bad been brought up, we may reasona-
bly expect to find some notices of so remarkable
a change, in the copious-accounts we have of his
subsequent life, * These accounts are contained in
the Scriptures of the New Testament, - Welearn
from them that, almost from the very commence-
ment of dur Lord’s public miitistry, to his ascen~
sion into heaven, Peter was his most talented and
zealous disciple, and that subsequently, for the
gpace of more than thirty years, he was one of
the ablest and most successtul advocates of the
Christian cause. ' ‘

The question now presents itsel{—have we any
evidence thut Peter, either while a popil in the
school of Christ, or at any time afterward in the
course of his ministry, abandoned his old belief,
in the doctrine of the divine unity, and embraced
Trinitarianism ?  Have we vot, on the contrary,
the most satistactory proof that he was, both as
a disciple, and a teacher, a Unitarian ?

1t it be assumed that he ever did abandon his
old belief, in the respect we have mentioned, we
ask, When ? Nor are we unreasonable in our
demand. Certainly, an event so extraordinary,
at least to his own mind, could not have been
passed over in silence, nor even with a slight
notice. -If others sasv fit not to record it, he as.
suredly would not have omitted to mention it,
‘He must have dwelt upon it often and feelingly,
"He must have told us at what time, and under
what eireumstances, a change so fundamental, so
opposed to his most deeply rooted prejudices, and
5o widely affecting the great system of religion,
took place ; us he has done, with such minute-
ness of detail concerning the fur less important
subject of admitting the Gentiles to Christian pri-
vileges upon equal footing with the Jews, Now,
we repeat the question, when did any such chunge
ag described take place? We say, never, And
we rest this assertion, in the first instance, on the
silence of the Scriptures. We challenge any one
to lay his finger on.a single sentence, cither from
Peter himself, or from any other inspired man,
which in its proper connexion -affords the least
_particle of evidence, of his ever having embraced
Trinitarianiam after he had abandoned Judaism.
We reit aur ‘assertion, in the seeond place, and
chiefly, upon the positive proofs of his Unitarian.
jsm, derived from his known declarations and
_eonduct while a pupil of Christ 5 from the vecord-
ed instructions which he, in common ‘with the
other disciples, received during that period ;5 from
_his public discourses, controversies, devotions, and
.private teachings, as given ug by the sacreid his-
torian who repoited the acts of the Apostles ; and
from: his -own writings that have come down
to, us. Lo .

1. We hegin with his declarations and conduet
svhile a-pupil of Christ.  Puter way, of all the
"disciples, the mostPikely, from his natural ardor
and habitual forwardness, to olject to, whatever
“our ‘Savidur might ‘propose adapted-to shock his
"prejudices, And so it was in fust. Tt was he
who rebuked his master, when hie announced his
‘future sufferings.  But we need not cite partic:
ular instances. - OQur readers must be prépared,
‘by what they recollect of Peter’s character, for

seeth the Father do.’

But why multiply texts ? Who does not know
that the teachings of Jesus abound in such pnssae
ges? And where ave any of a contrary import to
be found 2 Read over his sermon on the mount,
to which the disciples listened. - Not a word of
Trinitavinnism appears there. Rend his parables;
nothing of such n doctrine appears in them.
Listen to his devotions ; all are addressed to the
one God, the Father of all.  Look at the direc-
tions he gave to his disciples as to the object of
their devotions.  Does he tell them to pay religi-
ous homagetohim? O no; how different from
this are his injunctions, even without a single
exception. ¢ When ye pray, say, Our Father.’
¢ In that day yeshall ask me nothing.” ¢ Whatsn-
ever ye shall ask the Yather in my uame, he shall
give it to you.” Witness his miracles, ‘I'buese we
ure told, prove his supreme deity. Why then did
he, before he bid Lazarus come forth from the
grave, addvess this prayer to God,—¢ Father, I
thank thee that thou hast heard me?' And why
did he so often, as if purposely to multiply guards
against that error of subsequent times which we
ave opposing, refer nll his powers to the Father
as the author of them ?

Listen now to the language of his common dis-
courses with his disciples.  Does he neot continu-
ally speak of himself as sent Ly the Futher 5 as
coming from the Father ; as anoinfed of God;
as depending upon God ; as being one with Lis dis-
ciples as he was one with the Father ? And cun
you believe still that Peter was taught to regard
him ns the supreme God?  Without the least
qualification, he suid—* My Father is greater
than L' Could Peter ever after believe and as-
sert that God the Father was not greater than
his Master ? Turn your thoughts to the Saviour
in the garden.  Peter was one of his chosen com-
panions. He if any one witnessed his prayer ;
* O iy Father, if it be possible, let this cup pass
from me ! nevertheless, not as I will, but as thou
wilt.'  What words could this disciple have lis-
tened to more expressive of his Master’s couscious-
ness that he was infevior to, and dependent vpon
the Most Iigh? TLook again, and see him an
unresisting prisoner, and now a bleeding vietim
on the cross.  Hear his memorable words, ¢ My
God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me?’
¢ Father into thy hands T commit mny spirit.’
Behold him bow his head and give up his breath.
See him entombed. Are these demonstrations to
the mind of Peter of his DMuaster’s deity ? Is it
said that Peter was not a witness to these scenes.
Be it so. We will look further. After the resur-
rection Jesus taught Unitavianism.  Go to my
brethren,' said he to Mary, * and say unto them,
I ascend to my Father and your Father, tomy
God and your God,"  Ronder these words, Has
God brethren ? Flas the eternal and self-existent
a Father and-a God, such as men have 2 Among

+{ the last words he addressed to Peter and the other

diséiples are these ! ¢ Behold I will send’ you the
promise of my Futher,’ ‘As the Father hath sent
me, even so send Iyou.' ¢ All power is given unto
me.” Bat why prolong the discussion ? Such, as
we haveseen, was the course of edncation through
which Peter passed, upder the immediate direc-
tion of Jesus Christ. It was not varied, in res-
pect to the doctrines in dispute, that we know of;
up to the moment of our Saviour’s ascension into
heaven. How then stands the case?  From all
we can learn of Peter's declarations, conduct, and
edueation, while a pupil of Christ, we are com-
pelled to believe that he was a Unitarian’ at the
period of his history, at which we have now as-
vived, i : :

But new revelations are to be made to him, it
may be said.  Qur Saviour, just before his death
promised to the disciples further illumination, by
which they would be ¢ Jed juto all truth.’
knows, it may b2 asked, but Peter, Unitarian as
he doubtiess was at that time, may yet see cause
to change his opinions and become a teacher of
Trinitarianism ? In reply to this, we will not
stop to show the jutrinsic improbability of such
an event ; but proceed to ascertain how the mat-
ter stands in point of fact. The question is to be
settled by recurring to the records we have of his
preaching, controversies, private teaching, devo.
tions, and writings, That we may not be nccused
of taking a partial view of the evidence in the

cuse, we shall adduce all of it that velutes to the
subject. . .

3. What then do e learn from the Apostle’s
preaching ? Ilis first sermon ngours in the second
chapter of the Acts, He delivered it, we are
told, immediately aftér the special illumination
of the Holy Spirit. Daes it contain anything Jike
Trinitarianism 2 Not'a syllable, Itis thoroughly
“Unitarian from beginning to end. The points of
dactrine it presents ave these, 1., The divine
mission of Jesus Christ, * Jesus of Nazareth, a
man approved of God among yous;’ or, asit
ghould Le rendered, ¢ proved unto you to be a
man from God.” 2. Theevidence of the divi-
nity of his mission. * ¢ By miracles and wonders
and signs, which God did by him in the midst of
you, as ye yoursélves also know.” 3. IIis death,
and how the event stood connested with divine
providence and human agency.’ ¢ Him, being
delivered by the determinate counsel:and fore-
knowledge of .Gord, ye have taken, and by, wicked
hands have erucified and slain.” 4. s resurree-
tion, together with the author and. proofs of it.
“'Whoin God hatk raised.up,. having Jovsed the
pring of death ; this- Jesushnth God raised up
swhereof we all are witnesses,” 5. His exaltation,
and to whom he was indebted for it. ¢ By.theright
band of God. caalted, 6, His pc of the
promise of the holy apivit, digpensed ihrough him
to the firat Christians, and how he cime by it,

“ Ylaviug received of the' Father the promise of
the Holy Ghost, he hath shed forth this, which ye

¢ The Son can do nothing of himself but what he '

Who {

——t
now sce and hear.”- 7. His dffices, not underived,
but conferred by the Most High.. € Let all ‘thy
house of Jsrael know aswsuredly, that God hath
made that snme Jesus both Lord and Christ.’

- Of this character are the doetrinal ]im'ts of
Peter’s first sermon. It contains not &' word, as
to the point in guestion, different from what we
have quoted.  'Who does not see that it is Unita-
rian in every particular ? Counld one be delivered
more directly opposed to Trinitarian views? Anad
yot, free as the Apostle’s prenching was from
what are so much vaunted, in ourf§iday, us the
“doctrines of grace,” it was not without the most
salutary effects.  When the people heard it, ¢ they
were pricked in theiv heart,” and said, * whag
shall we do ?*  And now we have a specimen of
Peter’s practieal directions. Do they savor of
modern Orthodoxy 2 Does he tell them 1o wor-
ship the Trinity, to mourn over native and entice
depravity, to confess they can do nothing them-
selves, to hope for a transfer of the penalty of
their guilt to a substituted victim, or to calenlate
on having their moral deficiences supplied by the
imputed rvighteousness of Christ? As fur from
it as possible. He says to them,T* Repent and
be baptized, cvery one of yon, in the name of
Jesus Chvyist, for the remission of sins.® Sape
yourselves from this untoward generation.” So
taught the most able and zealous of our Lord's
ministers.  We have too muoch respect for the
understandings of our readers to add a single
word by way of comment.

But it will be asked, perhaps, whether Peter
always preached So much in the wmanner of a
Unitaviau ?  We will see. Another opportunity .
offers itself for listening to him. We find him
in Solomon's porch, surrounded by a multitude,
that had been drawn together Ly the miraculous
cure e had just wrought of a lume man. (Acts,iii.)
e prepares to address the peeple. Will he, who
but a little time before preached - Unitorinnisn
with such succsss, now adopt an entirely new
course, aud unfold an opposite faith ?  Let the
recorded {unets decide.  The very first statement
he makes involves'the doctrine of God’s supre-
macy and the inferigrity of Christ. ¢‘The Gud
of Abraham, and ofIsaac, and of Jacob, the God
of our futhers, hath glorified his Son Jesus.” Is
this Drinitavianism ?  Is the Son of God the
very God whose son he is?  Is he who is glori-
fied, the same with him who confers the glory ?
Peter proceeds. ¢ Ye denied the holy one and
the just, and killed the prince of life ; whom God
raised from the dend.” Is it Jehovah that the
Apostle accuses the Jews of denying and killing ?
Is it Jehovah'that he says God raised from the
dead ? The inspired preacher goes én. ¢ Moses
truly said unte ‘the fathers, n prophet shall the
Lord your Guod raise up unto you of your brethren
like. unto me.” ‘Lhis Peter applics to; Christ, -
Lookat its finport. € A prophet like unto Moses,”
—=* of their brethren,’__¢ 1uised up by Godl''Is

diseourse in these words, ¢ Unto you, firat, 'God,
having raised up his Son Jesus, sent him to Lless
you, In-turning wway every one of you from his-
iniquities.” Iere, again, Trinitavianism is not.
only not recognised, but opposed.  Jesus is repre-
sented simply as the Son, the sent of God, while:
the supremacy of the Father is maintained, as it
is uniformly in the teachings of this distiuguished
minister of the gospel.  Such as we have seen
was the charscter of Peter’s preaching,  We do
not believe he ever uttered a word in his public
instructions, incﬂnsis!em with what we have now
given, Not u single expression occura in any of
his sermons that ‘have been reported, which can
by any just rules of interpretation, be made to
yield support to the doetrine of the Trinity. . And
what was the eflicaey of the sort of preaching we
have been considering ? Was it impotent, as some
are so {onid of representing Unitarianiam to be >
Three thousand souls were ‘converted to the
Christian faith by Peter’s first sermon, and five
thousand by the second !

[ To be concluded i1 our next.]

MINISTERS OF THE TRUTH.

Devoted and selt-denying-pioneers, in the cause:
of truth and righteonsness, hitve nevir been wint-
ing.  Always thiere have been some of then on
earth, protesting with all their strength-against
iniquity, and in favor of holiness~—and always.
theve will be.  Circumstances hielp to create them,
No form ‘of oppression or selfishness can be earyi-
ed out, for any great lerigth of time, without
stivring up, in svine' few minds, & detérmined- op-
position to it.- No matter whether it’is Judaism,
or Catholicism, . or Protestantism, or Slavery, or
any thing else, there are ever some who- have
goodness enough to separate themselves from it,
and' to ‘call its supperters to repentance.  And if
there were niot, God would raise them p mirac-
ulously, rather than be destitute of a ministry=—
rather than be destitate of sin-opposers. % It fs.
by the foalishness of preaching,”—in-the hmf;uagtr
of the Apostle Paul,~or by morul_agitations,—
by the proclamation of truth,—that the world .is
to be saved. Aud it theve is ot '« titled, high~
salarfed, peculinviy-privileged, fashionable minis~
try“to do this work, there will be'n self-denying,
untitled, unsnlagied, unprivileged unfashionalle
winistry, to do it "And forone,. I have no fears
of thé world ever belng without a 'ministry. Nor
have L'any fears of its éver being without o

‘Churéh.—Milford Praitical Christian, |
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