
THE BIBLE CHRISTIAN.

R E M1 A R K S proof? And then lie tleory thuisfallaciously to what Christ says of tIte tinte of lis comling QUESTIONS WORTII CONSIDERING.
constriuetld is eiployed tIo prolect flic very 'n judgment :-' Of fiat day and tiat liot

"E TWO NAxTuln:S IN CIJIIST. doct i"e wic/gouy assînal fobnr n k -eh nti nn,no,no he angelsi ofmieaven, 01N1 QUESTION IN ARITIMETIC.
the purposè of consit rtlîîg il. Is inot tlie ail- but ny Falher on/y." (Maitthi. xxiv. 36.) Accord ing te the statenents of Trinitarian creeds,

"M3- FTrF.R Is GRF.iTER 'rIAN " Said laey obvious ? Christ's supreie Deity must l Ifli he ratiic passage ii Mark, (Xiii. 2,) it The Frr.Tau is a distinct Person, and truly
ai . (Joua ATER xv. 1," Aid d u tbe satisfactorily proved before titi doctrine it is tlus writtet " Of'f itait day and that and ftilly Led; and tiierefore titi Object of

our Saviour. (John xiv. :28.) And gain lie of lte two natures ea be establisieti. And liur ktowveti no main, no, not hlit aingiels Stpremet worsiip,.............; ... tiat is 1
say, 4 3h FraT a ts ta1tr.Atea -rîs At. tilis just brings lis back to lie prittmary ciues- wlio are ùi lieaven, nteiticr the Soit, but the The Sox is aiso a distinct Persont, and truly

(John x. 29.) U flie same effect also is lie liou . Fater." In ltheso passages il is evideit tutt fully Goi ; ni( iterefore fin Object of

Wc say fileth , wiiouit any iesitation, tiat that our Saviour disavows knowlegeofi-te cf flic supremue worshtit................that is 1
gaeof thle great Apostleof thle Gentil: il is impossible to construct lite thecory of tlie event referred Io, in every seisc, aItd assiutns The UmIx- Srire is likewise a distinct Per-

"t I ettiould hat ye flenow, lthat lthe head twvo nîattrs w ithtîttt resorling to lie fallacy that knowledie lc te Father erlusi1il. soît, and truly and ftilly God ; ad ithereforc

Of evcry mait i Christ ;and the head of the of ' beggitg lithe t question r atissumtgglitaI that e, then, is a dîiflity wtiet cantot be an Oect cf supreme worsip,....that8 is -

womi fi te man ; antîd rtina 1r.1 O CItasTr to be truc which ic very poit ni dispIte. il even by flic assunption of lie two na- Ruquird,-Thes total of those whîto arc
x. .f i Nting rt tf a distiict Scriptnral statu- titres. Byv wiat iiîenity tlie force of thtese truly anti fully Go ; and therefore distinctis 1 Cor. xi. 3.) Of tu sntar import ment citili xvarrait ils adoption by the passages is to be vaded, ait their plain Objects ofsupreicne worship,...........

is a lairge ciass of passages ii the Bible. Scripiural Christian. Aud titis, as we have stateitis set side, we Cnitnt ieit cut-
Thteir mneaninig ais ovioua-t cannot be mis- already said, is nowhere to be found. jecture. We iave sceti lthe orlthodox exposi- TWO QUESTIONS IN THEOY.
takei. They teaich te stbordiation cf i 'lhere is great danger tu be apprehtended tions of these texts ; ind tley do not seem .According te lte popular ittcoloigy, sin coi-

roam lite athission tofgraiitttus assiitnpions tL us Io iave evei the Pour ierit of mte against an Iiite Being ruires an li-
Soait th le in t erpretation of Secripture. Wiii plausibility. toite Sacrititc. Nothing short of titis, i is said,

.Jion o Christ to oid. suich a li>ertni nmiaht provt almiost ainy Antihir object ion we hdave io urge agai d te te sis cf th world. But no beiig
-il ~~~~~~ ~~1 -t1ieltJ ctxebiig tats is inlattite ext-t-lt Ccd. Ia flia de-tlt cLf Christ,Woe are very well aware, hxwever, by thing frot lie saieoti xoliume, and finit titis assumiied thelorv oftwo tatures, (andeer- tai i e t G I d.?

whIat ncanîs il is soliglt to evalde thic forte of imtet tL eadc te flore of ity airi tet, i aimil not lthe least seriotus one,) is, tit il If to ite not ti, whaiit btecomts f tue cotm-
.snech Plain andel powverful test imot-ixy of our w r ceget and p s Let us illistrate utnpulit- ecquîixcaîtionî lo otir SavioiIr. If tin iiteory of vicarious atoLnent by an Ininite

byi un exaiple. Chrislitilty is universally ever itere iad been ainy uiination givei, Satcrifice cSaviur and Ilis Apostles. nve are very wN hel tbe a religion of pcace; ittr Saviour cither by himslf or by ay of lte sacred
aware owi ilis staonuit to iake tieir vords inenttel peateelu priciiples a iis own life wVritera, liat our Lord liad two natures, and T;HRE QUESTIONS ON TlE BIDLE.

have noeaing ite cotitertc i- correspoided wit litis prec-epts-t iais lthai sOetimies lie spok ii te one' an We ind la stated in te Bibl that "God is One;"

ing Ciri-t's spremDeiy. Il is ylix a very iaeil lat<ef:i " Peae oI tarith " wast sometimles in fie otier, vc siould not fti but heti is il stated, taI " Od is Thrce" 1
Ilhe! straii twhîici utshtreditî hit imito tlie wNorld, jutiiedit in i rgin i svery seriots a cîart WXa l irase Gc the Fatther'' th

ingeniois device, but ai tost iunwxarraitable and " peace ' was the leacy li bequ-ath- aaint lte thor îtter tice. But t ict where is there fot phrase "L God th
ne. Il is iasstuie iltait Cihrist ladi /it-o tIn- led to his iis-iples oI lis ile partilre from il. sinitimt cer NaIs givei. Ie feel wItera la il si in die Bible liait Christ ial

/itres ;and by a dxtlrous emplment Of 13It sup-s a secet a touI ari , cliiiiîi g [o boind, therefore, i viaiitioî cf thte im- " ti- nîtîs" t
titis assumption, thlt advocatof the trine bi lias followers, slo should assert ntait terity and coIIsisteIIcy f Christ, to bear

Ii ee c t dit c-c ii',ecr Ch ristt il> was a arf armf-lilg religion ; thtt, snicti tclmony against so danatserous and IIe thant haIC th a mindt to think, let him think on
thiory of flie eti -eek to nullify er ifcIt, it was ta Cit at t oa prosecute se iroundeiss an issumtîtption. WIaî t ! shallt foregoinestions.

plain statement or thle Senptures regardmg war, fr and wid; and thtis flotimerly de- it l>e said of him 'in whose mouthu cnile Ne that hath a ear to hear, let himt htar tie
lthe supremaiicy of Ilie Falther and lthe suîb- fensive war. ui nearessive wat-a ar was never fonntl' that he explicitly (dis- loc-wing decaanons:-

ordination of lie Son. lit lthe iaiio which -oiht leuad il ito invadude itofcu -Lord our Got is On

is enîirdy gr-lac, adupe solely- it agi diefeteeless frei natiionis, ituricr i n, i reality, lie was ii full possession .. Tue ather" la the " on/y true God."-x-ietheir peop le, detroy their property, ande[ of ltait kinowledge ? Reinember te aswr (John xvii. 1-3.)
vieeelaite thei homes. Sutppo.e w wee cr to lue gave o the Itler wo tami to hum Ji « thn I Clrit- , lie So of the iving

Is. Il is a paire faiticy-a mee logic-a nter on an argument with stuc persots, i requsiig for ler sos certain pitces of G."-(Ma. xvi. b.)
artifice ; and y-et, withoaut il, tlie Trititiariait i r t show Iln ow titierly tpposite their dignity itt luis kn1a1m. Iis reply was, "To Additional Qtc-ry:-CaIn a Sn Le ceal with
grouid could fnot unc natiiitained one moment. iey tif Cliritiiity ucre Io Ite wi hole sit ottny t-i-lut 1tand anid on1 myI ieft, is ntot his ton thi er

tecachinig and spirt of thle religion as: repre- Ilnnee to g',but 1l shiall bet- glven to themnt for.
il is assuimed ltait Christ had wo iaire-,- tIXjtÈî selted i' tl wTtmet in doingJ whom îit is prepared of m y Father." (Matt. It ais tittte bltha lte nakeai îiinness. O'soime of
tne divin t aid fIe ctier lhumai ;--that le - wie sii td cite a-ae altr pasage af- xx. 23.) Shait be said, w cisk again, of the abie etitan be mu caie tir rIc-e. nut as tac

was perfect God and perfect ma iturious- fOrding hie clearest ptof ltait Ch-ilstws a him w-lc k\\ exw to teceit, 'ltat lie positiv'Iv iie i inteaaidedl. ta ie we ir ai parties cemed
leacher Of peace. Suiplosea all this tole ; disclaiieid ail powNer c- ol confer a certail ta ta"<tire cuattiniliv wiettIur tue sittittmeeti tire net tise,

IV c-c:aititicl. AIl thlai il ks Iciîtbite taitld our waila-lita Critisilais siould repl> privilege, sw-ien, in. reality ilv, lat o was alt prctly consistent wit l the systei of Ithe prevalent-ot la e li -aly f i i -r wo afi- tieî-iîîTî. %îVith .Ls" f-i) ellte tt- st-t ait- o tue Deitt,
force of the dirct tatemets wxichlu tetell 4 > ou iave in xie fully aait ; bt it fusl>l s ? Suppose tny cf us were to go uue R aitit to e tri-pertt- t oft e t eity,
liSsubrdination is turiUald astle hiy asertadoes ot alltet uti u e uestion ai issue. Te- a i e 'lie Ici a Cw enro rine, and appcy f th qtis fl es c-tion as stated above h-as either the mteti antin g which

that sueh thias wer- afli.e of, =nd b>, pasaaes .ou cite lave referetîce mercly te im fori ai certain Office ; atn suppose he ittiptai thts ai it. Fr ee tine tif itee hrtwity le
our Lord, in referene Io lis liui nature Christ in lis charaer as a peacmae bt wereo sa-, plainly and witliot an;y e - "iy Ile stuter "t luai i isaîu te i-tt--r

i r do not buar againlst ilas character ais ilt ar- platuantion , that i haut ioflice wVats unIt mt, Iti stemit terteei i ia
o-ly. This is a mlunournful way Of emb how h e said, 'I cane powexvr to-rant,-thlait lte SOereign ofiBritain stuc" lt-liii tteery tiecsrrect, taut -tie Fatlier1Nith. the OoîOus sonluiis of lite Ivor(i of lot to seil peace bita six ol -- you ido înot l lpt is betoail lui tis xOwi lIatIts. Whiait Son, ciel liait Spirit, retere ut anie aîtîalà itite iiteit

Goal. That il ees with so Ianral a rt-c- sItc eem toutierstn thtI ist is tl îrc cilt be wot- iuhfre S i I -rai, taa the C fratam, tue c cf ian, aid
lion aflords laieiable af tf fle readinuss in te di.itct ligts ; ou ti iot seto be, that tiie overnor iatd l iot il'iis power tite God of Jacob, are tIret cdis,' tuat there is Oaly I
Of Ient to aciopt in iy muethod of explaation i ehend tut he as both a pela$cmaker to bestow ite oiet. AtiII if any une claimnie wti ta Uittitnismu 'iittriaisin. if

swîlic welu enat t t i te c i 1i steir a i l t ltat G vxnm i s tspeCial friei d this e o, let il le breneat tireigit ni cte. jiut if tir.

;xitvtîtîtions. t-t sat, lis distiiie.- we siouic atIt t-tii aitser, Your distine- SIoII a fierwaris seek litor ai le of Sherlock' theory, thta" îhe Fthier, Son, tt itoiy choit,

lotu of tii-o niat ut'es in Cirist is a lotion Of two chariacters iii Cirist is i pure distitincetint between Iiis persoial ad Ilis cf- are as reat ditd W rsoet s asPeter, dnes, and Jhi,
graltitu asuinpin, atdopiu tut tiet Ile issaittipOiit- it ilaîs i0 un rop r foil datiol; i etil tapati aiuc say Ilat li e - i ac t f whelit us t>tu a uc t alltw cait Person (ht

c-tiei-a y tif thue eas'. S it a diltiition aic n pt il It o u, is cLiaidid aici coit- lte po r, a d thaï ls ti delial of il was il " he ait .;-ths miîthery b uthe more poIuilaul
is înowhure ttadu itn lthe ,ible. No e i s ceientious people, will oit avail youîrselves to bu udelrsîatood ii refi-urtce lo One of 1s ""t i tui . a t "t""

ilitaili~~~~it yoi INOz, 'li i oimi t. corraîect.tit sauidl lis is sponc of, or hx, Cii i, cf such a aiei tt iltai your positon, tw c apaice--inut such a c-mse, su tldI tt nott utttun, e tîcr core.

refertcute ls iuiI tnaturc,' o- 'thtis, in anId to evate the prIevalet teachilng of t overy right-mid riaî reard the dlcmal DN Go- dé, ? Ti we ut iittit- titsstîeuc ict
reference to his divine nature.' IVe look in Se-ipas aaintt iotil. We aire ihen ti iii tlie I-lht of a ? gtehediquiroctin ?
Vain ilo te staemlent of sici a doctritu as by t je reioù tlcr.liait il is nec-sar t make Noiw, shaill e ibe bd enug to place our tttetîtcttt it iiiiic ttat iteeie
ltait of tlhe c two uatr i i lih Seriptires. lthe assinption tf lit l 1w - li ch raucter of Saviiur lai a siuîuila puiion,, usy iiii lite situ i and ut eath of the Almi ghtyt or case Nec tin tii

Now here us il situai ere Records Our Lord, i order t butrp et ct scuehi a passai-e hte relly hai ltie powelI to confer tlite dign i it>- set ut-ati l iny propai-eratr imcautnitg iat n. i5 of no avait
thait ' our SUviour Ial woaîturiies.' Stuch ai-s at as th at -iereil it s ii e - catne tB sel d tn Zebedce's stons, whil ie pos e y andi Ita urge, u tpsitiotu s cuietuiit, flie myttsteriuts

tutu exp-essicint isa not to bue fou troua% t a ast i atmny with te oher teah- nuualificly tisclaimd it Wte hionotr fci-t a tle l- t uttt" fotr if the elment of
leginiinr of Genesis t h nd if Reveea- itgs cf ic Seriptturs cnerning hia. Christ too sieil ho iuto e any uch equixvaa- tinîi aies otat catr tutu ti cehiauaiation, ad becîtua
tiot. IW il ital hiil belil stylet 4 a inure ow te i anaiogy is obvious betwen tllisti n aîto imt. Ute îectiiiim lto ligiy the sujnetot surrtg ald leti, il cantut ite tu infinite

uminli t ie-lion, 1o boIltr np a iman e înd tat wiicii is m e ln-Jy ut- to sUppCosl iliait Le s-ouluI employ igatuge serite- w i this, tt cuit- tc be aeniae etint-ep;
uit-or. îler t-nsiew. i ca-t, t lue general ir ceticuiaitecd uislead i wl om lie mind to adnmit this, wouL lie t usettiue and unaiay lthe swhuo

intes statin ithu suicharnt ainness our tciniiig of ite Sriltures is plain, powerftil, iiiiediately addres, and su calciulatled Io
opinions conienaing ite cuîmmouîn tm- doctrine cf precise, uand nott toic e isiIiuderi.od ; but,. -mutislctdi e simiple-mided reader of ite 'r-ere aresne, we ns, wio are tnt af'ruIaid l carry

thIe Iwo natures in Christ, we are nt intensi- n boli cases, thter are a few texts to be Bibl t-. Or opinion of thle Saviour t ttis : i itai Iaii ttî s.te" itat
ile la tht l that tai mitds somof ftiIsu wihich Clash, apparently, wilh lite tat suweee e spoke lue neant justrwhatuutaa î e tt a ta l ne

Cir txpressions Jutay appetr aimlpt, ulla1- tgueeal teacing. iitll dersticitl, illy lie sam-iilut t ail iglitest auppmauilto the of "a cruijird fu,"&c., which slay lue found iu
tliorized, and domcli-. t-e conles s-e wilI be foulid to iinivolvi c-nltradictlion. eilivoca ti it-tut n tatul reserva- the tyms o soue Ortiodox Cturcis, noir to the Weil-
hiave tnt ct IlCneiou red tiiitn, - sOfteji, O If is nuit- huainis tie, Io ellhavoiui to un- tint ilatsoeve. k liasa of thle Litany, wiere the Diy is invokei

sIoothi Our lîhraîse li this mailler. IWe hi- ierstan hid tum, cuad to discover iow they is of great importance that sie shîouild h tl tis iigony and boiodsate-by his cris and pt sie,
live Ilu îlauory tf ite two nt-es b l ay literreue in harmony with the lodk cloeely le fuis Ilteory tf the two ntut ures -y luis i/reS stud buIrta0k,' &c. we rcfer- ratiter ta lthec uaer

fallaciOns, and wxe liave said so very plain ly. Curent langiig and leneral tenor of iii Christ. Il takes Our Lord a shliftitig in- prte wrtr, wio sits dlown delibertely, in titis at-e o the
Ute liav stYld il a - assptio, ie- Sciiture. WC ar inOt aIt liberty to icaike lige instead of a distinct reality. I throws il world, and writes the (itait) tatrutl doctrine that Gi
cause it directly rests tpoa a mere assump- gratuitops assumlis ti suit our oVin pur- cloud cf obscurity about his ui N'as lte - died Not very long -ince, a theological wor appetared in

lion. It is higi fine ltait peuple shouli look Poses aid to save suue favorite doctrinal rightness of the Falte' glory. Acording mite Uttaltttes, etitd, - The SuIIriigs of Citrit, by
leI this-it is lihi ti tliat Itue attention of theory froms buing town.-Commo t it, ie is now ine thing an than anther, a Layum." t Li this the doctrine is stiteid iakeily Rai

bite equirer s culd be fairly directed to ih- sns revo lts aul tI assumiption whici would aid ihuis we are prevenIteti fruningiting anyP i"l. t"t elia gra* itra"" utu" of lile New Tetanet t,"

for on it really depends for support thillIe unit two W chiarachers ii Christ so cuntirely in- clear and definite Perceptions of lis persoI "' tile s-riut, irtuSE" esih"tr us Gatd, and wiluse lteuie Ii

doctriune of lte TrinIiby. If titis pop le uts- compalible tus Itose of a perfect peaceei r or huis character. Noti as exe- sur- ttInt, flie (o<iiei ai taatnhood otîe Meeintuaa Cet

isouild the wliole tuctuIttre of lite rune amd I bloody warfarer. And surely the as- prised ais msore tha t rark with tat a"" an ' aite nuit ti iimlie
hlicory of the Godhead ut topple and fail. sumliptioli is not jss unreasoal and ii- unulspetitgconice the Trinitarian cont-

And it is unsound. [et ts l at lue possibl .wIiclî wiould combine in tone antud troversahist gIids frolthite on ' nature' of lite m inger. licîyst lufer treter; TOTiiue itaIEY a
wodce of prouf by wxitich il is soiîglit to be ns- fic saime pcrson site attriblCtes Of ltle Scu- Christ tu tue Othter, jUSt uts he findacs it con- lisioitril wleeta 'vit repttitdlsu by sOm fte OrtlIsottox

tablishied. T 'o Seripture hmes (oi claisses pmîe G tan the qaiie of a mOrtal mant. velîent for his arguient. Il is but seldom prints, ant t is we te perceive the startied by surit us
or phratses) att-e prodiucI, in t1tu Of whiuh ih it is to assume flait the id oi f tha persoit hie thiniks it necessatry lu attemspt anuy proof stet; t wîttt tc as> thiet i it butie tt-

is said Christ's supret Deuy is taught, anid is at Once crueted andtt unrclutel, ftile anid of lthe ' two natures.' Ylet, wîiithout ils aid, timste realit O theiir own syseimt. ti\ny there are, wa
in thte oth lis subordiia it tire. lnl, it iunfiiiite, thtan which tue greater contradiction hie could not eveit prond to w sxithustandîi tli know, who are dtisposed to throw a Veil of worts over the
is uriged, Triust be admitted iii lthe setnse at- catit lie suppos ed or asselted. Scripttural arguirueuits brouglit aigainst ilte thueory, te concetl ils inconsitency, amnit titie stster etier
tclied to then, and fron thiis it i ugci ltat But oveut ci-c-ut tiis as.saumltioiî of luo nalureis in riinita thory, so plain, s0 powerfuli, so the cont5tst piea ot stery, t evade the fîee otie legi-
Christ lad txwo natures. 'lic tlieo-i tufis our Lord canitt b uade t covuer a lthe eir- precise, and so ovewi-s-htelmsintg iln nuîmbtîiîer. titatie conclusion whisit lws frot il. wherver that
constructed is ilhn imnployed o defcnd f ic mstaes Of ilIe case, and protect lte What Cai ) ire remsarkable tIanto leaconclusion is disowned, we elsolît bue srry te press it; but
doctrine of Christ' supremacy against fle thecory of Christ's supreine Deity lren he and rati of mes first admilling the subordina- ut th saue tiu, W-r niaietaiu thit te dist-n lte cocU- 4'

overwhxelmtinitug evidence of Scripture, teach- difliculties wluiclu press cuponu it frot the lion of I/ue Son, and thenl protlueus ceceinttg le prove tlit". iauvIrutîtA at abBnt le ' Ite ueuory, Cl

ing his suborinationwich caî le arrayed plain statetnuls of Scripture. Those state- his Supreme Deity ? This lias aut ite sae t- i" ""t"î "" t'" lu'sI' - siaI ta> nouin-
aigaiunst it. Now we ask the careful reader ments inot only>' neîtgati the suprerntacy of tue meaning uts if they suere firsat e st eug fie ia lcuttitteture doteurineas
to mark tie fallacy. Is it not plain that in Soit, bnt they atfina lte suprnsaey of the t be lack, and Ilîcn proceed to prove that Jt cas etway- be stat in seiuure tanguat-.

lie first iristance-in constructing tlie theory Father. In tius makinug express altinai us while. Il has about flic sane neaning as
of the two natures-the reial point in contro- of the suprimtue Deity cf the Falhelr only, they if they vere first to admit a figure te be a pt-taS for tit <Coutitcr et
versy (Clrist's supreme Dnity) is gratuitous- obviously exclude the supremoe Deity of the circle, and then proeed to rJaove hliat ilis ai THE MONTREAL UNITARIAN SOCIETY
Iy .assiumied, or tini for granted, withoutmî Sun in any and eery sense. Letus advert triangle. -~t~
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