
278 REÂSON AND ICRIPTURE.

literally, that God and Christ are oine being. You ask
him how two beings cati be one being, and h le answers
that hie does not pretend te explain it. It is a niistery,
and must be received notwithstanding its repugnance to

reason. But lie wouid not aliow the Catholie to make
the same plea i favor of tlue doctrine of transubstautia-
tion.

The Unitarian goes on to apply reason to the interpre-
tation of thiis passage aiso. He inquires if the same
writer do nlot ernploy the same word ir. cases where no
identity of being is intended. He reads on a few chap-
ters, and lie finds the Saviour praying for his disciples ini

these woxds,- Il that they ail rnay be one." And in the
next verse lie specifies the sense ini which they were to
be one te be the saine with that in whidh he had'applied
the saine expression to himself and God, -" That they
xnay be one, even as we are.", if the expression be ai-
iowed to prove that God and Christ were munericaUly onie,
then the sarne expression mnust be allowed to prove that
God and Christ and the disciples were alLone being.

The only differeuce, then, that there is between the
Unitarian and other Christians is, that he applies reason
te the interpretation of ail the Scrîptures, whereas they
do only to a part. Without the use of reason, revelation
wouid be useless; for we could neyer know what was
reveaied and what was net ievealed, what was figurative
and what literai. If it be meant by piacing reason above
Scripture, that, when reason and Scripture corne in con-
flict, we believe reason in preference to Scripture, we
deuy that any such case ever happened or ever cari hap-
pen, for we affirin tha t the Scriptures teach nothing that is
neot perfectiy reasonable, when they are properly interpretd.
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