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UNIVERSALITY - OF THE DIVINE
BENEVOLENCE.

fuse enjoyment.  ‘To all, indeed, is does
not impart an equal sum of happiness,

tinetion which he has made hetween the:
diflerent genera of creatures, shall we

only is not endowed with this capacity,
but is impelled by the prineiples of bis

" For the same reason that the Deity because it conld not do so, unless every [imagine, that wheu lie proceeded to form [nature to hate the Deity, i3 infinitely
T * same red sy jeet in nature were exactly alike 3 but | the species and still more the individuals, | greater that ifferenc :
A designed to make one Luman being object in nature were exactly alike ; but | the spocies m duals, [greater than the difference between 2

bappy, he must have purposed to bestow
felicity ultimately upon all.  Tor, if
there be a single individoal whom he
created without this desigun, since he
must still have haid some desiyrn, it must
be different from that which we have
already shown to be the only one which
he could have had in view.

In’reality, his purpose with respect to
every individual mnst have been either
to make him happy or miserable. Jfit
were not to make lnm happy, it mast
have been to make him miserable ; bat
to suppose that he purposed to make any
oue miserable unltimately and upon the
whole, is to suppose that he purposed
the prodnction of misery for its own
sake, which has already been shown vo
be impossible. -

And if cvery principle of the human
understanding revolt at the conclusion,
that he is partial and capricious in his
kindness, and bas designed to make some
individuals happy and ethers miserable,
it is equally opposed by all the appear-
anees in nature. It is refuted by every
chject to which we can direct our atten .
tion. The sun, in the brightness of his
glory, diffuses light and joy through all
the nations of the earth. He has no
faverite to bless.: He regards not in
his course the little distinctions which
prevail ‘among mankind. - He shines not
on the lands of the great, forgetting to
pour his beaws ou the lowly spot of the
peasant. He lights up the Indies with
a burning glow—he smiles upon the
nations of Europe with a milder beam,
and he shines upon the hoary path of
the Laplander, amidst his mountains of
eternal snow. ¢ The Lovrd is good to
all.  He canses his sun to shine upon
the evil and the good.

The clond, bearing in its bosom riches
and fertility, pours its blessings upon
every field, withont regarding the name
or rank of its owner, ¢ The Lord visit-
eth the earth with his gooduess; he
watereth it with the dew of heaven : he
maketh it soft with showers; he bless-
eth the springing thereof.’

No where in nature are there traces
of a partial God. Some inequalities in-
deed appear in the distribution of his
bounty, but this must necessarily be the
case, if’ creatures are formed with differ-

‘ent capacities, and endowed with differ-

ent degrees.of excellence. There can be
no degrees in excellence——there can be
no variety of orders and ranks among
intelligent beings, unless some are made
higher and some lower, some better and
some worse than others. But how low
in capacity, how dark and grovelling in
appreliension, how little capable of esti-
mating the benignity of the Author of
its mercies, must be that mind which
dreams that the Deity is partial, beeanse
by diffusing every where a countless
variety of capacity, excellence, and hap-

" piness, he has adopted the means of pro-

ducing the greatest sum of enjoyment !
The great things which make us what
we are, which minister to the primary

" wants, aud which lie at the foundation

of the happiness of all animal and intel
ligent natures, are always and every
where the same.  Life itself is the same,
wherever that wonderful power, which
imparts to & mass of clay the amazing
properties of sensation and intelligence,
has operated. 'Wherever o vital fluid
circulates, from the lowest animal up to

" the highest human being, it flows to dif-

%

to all it is the source of pleasure. Simple
existence is a blessing ; simply to be, is
happiness.  And this is the case with
every race of avimals, and with every
individual of every vace. ‘The Deity
has made no distinction in the uatere of
the existence which he has given to his
creatures.  He has not mude the act of
existing pleasurable in one and painful
in another ; he has made it the same in
all, and in all he has made it happy. No
reason can he assigoed for this, but that
he is good 1o all.

IEvery appearauce of partiality vanishes
from ull his great and substantial gifts,
It is only in what is justly termed the
adventitious circumstances which attend
his bonuties, that the least indication of
it ean be supposed to exist; yet narrow
minds confine their attention to these
adventitious ciremmstanees, and hence
conelude that he is partial in the distri-
bation of his goodness; while all his
great and fundiamental blessings ave so
universally and equally diffused, that
they demounstrate him 1o be 2 Being of
perfect henevolence.  Now we onght to
regson from the great to the little, not
from the little to the great.  We onglit
to say, Decanse, in every thing of pri-
mary. importance there is no appenraunce
of purtiality therefore there can be real-
Ty ‘none, althougli in lesser things there
is some ineqaabity in the distribution of
the absolute sum of enjoyment ; not be-
cause there is some ivequality in lesser
things, therefore, there must be partial-
iry, although there ix no indication of it
in any thing of real moment,

If to this consideration beadded what
has already been established, that even
the most wretched of the human race
enjoy a great prepouderance of happi-
nesg, 15 will furnish another decisive
proof, that the Deity designed to make
all his creatures happy.

If we look inward on ourselves, and
cansider all the parts which winister to
the perfection and happiness of our na-
ture, whethier animal or intellectual, we
shall find o farther confirmation of this
great truth.  Did not one God fashion
us? Has he given to uny one of us
more members than to another 7 [as
he superadded to one, in the use of an
organ, in exquisite degree of enjoyment.
which he has denied to amother 7 Are
not all our urgans the smne, adapted to
the same nses, and produetive of the
same gratifications 7 Has he not given
to all the same number of seunses, and
made them the source of similar intelli-
gence and ploasure ?

Indeed, no one can imagine, thatin
the formation and government of the
world the Deity has been influenced by
partiality, without entertaining the most
low and puerile canceptions of his nature
and conduct.  When of one picee of
clay he made an animal without reason,
and of another a man, he felt no more
partiality towards the clay which formed
the man, than towards that of which he
constructed the animal without reason,
But he determined to impart enjoyment
to an infinite variety of organized and
sensitive creatures. It was necessary
to the perfection of his plan, that there
should be an muimal without reason ; it
wis necessary that there should be a
man. He therefore gave to cach the
properties it possesses,

Now, while we suppose that he wns
not infiuenced by partiality, in the dis-

to his character, and the man who not

he on a sudden changed the principles
of his couduet, and acted solely with a
view to gratity a capricious fundness for
one individual, and aversion to another
—that classes and orders, these great
lines of demarkation between different
creatures, do not proceed from partiality,
but that the slight shades of difference
which distinguizh individaals from indi-
viduals do ? Can auy conception be
more puerile 2 Ivery blessing ditfosed
over the creation, which is of great or
permanent importanee, is given, not to
individuals, but to the species.  This is
the tnvariable law of nature.

But, while the universality of the di-
vine benevolence will be readily admit-
ted, with respect to the blessings which
Bave been mentioned, mMAany  persons
believe that the Deity acts upoan a totally
different principle, with regard to the
distribetion of moral and spiritual favor,
and that he invariably confines the com-
munication of this description of good
to a few chosen individnals,  The most
popular systems of religion which pre-
vail in the present age are founded upon
this opinion.  But if it be a fact, that
there is no partiality in the primary and
essential gift of existence, in life, consid-
ered as a whole, in the minor properties
and felicities of vur nature, in our senses,
in onr intellectual and woral facnlties,
and in the gratification of which they
are respectively the source—if all these
great biessings agree in this important
circmmstance, thut they are instruments
of enjoyment to all, and that the happi.
ness they actually do impart is universal
—it must follow, that there is no purti-
ality in the distribution of moral and
spivitual good.  For why i3 this spirit-
ual good tnparted to auy 2 Why is it
superidlded to the merely animal aud
intellectnal nature of asingle individual ?
It must be to perfect its possessor, and
io make him susceptible of a greater
sumn of enjoyment.

We perceive, that in addition to mere
animal existence, man is endowed with
organs which constitute him the most
perfeet of the creatures which inhabit
the carth.  Why were these organs
given him?  Without doubt that he
wight enjoy a higher degice of happi-
ness than the creatures beneath him. To
the organs which constitute him a mere
(though 2 very perfect) animal, there
are then superadded others which jn-
part Lo him a rational and mpml nature,
with a view that he may enjoy a more
perfect happiness; hut, besides :.1]1 these,
other properties are added, which exalt
him still higher in the seale of crention
—propertics, for the reception of which,
the former only qualify him—properties
which make him capable of loving his
Maker, and of enjoying him forever.
Why iz he endowed with these? Cer-
tainly that he may enjoy a more perfect
happiness than he could attain without
them.  Must not this reason then in-
duce the Author of these invaluable
blessings to bestow them upon the race
as well as upon a few individuals ?

Let the mind dwell for a moment
upon what it is it really supposes, when
it imagines that these properties are
given to some and denied te others,
The difference between the man who is
capable of pereciving the excellence of
the great and perfect Being who made
him, of loving him, and of conforming

worm and the most exalted of the human
race. For, if before the religious faculty
begins to be developed, there appear no
remarkable  distinetion hetween them,
let them be observed after this principle
has been called into action, and has ope-
vated for some time. It will then be
seen, that in their conceptions, their
occupations, and their enjoyments, they
totally differ from ench other—that
they have hardly any thing in common
—that there is as great a distinction
between them, as between the inseet
which grovels in the dust, and the man
who first measured the distance of the
stars, and taught us the laws by which
the universe is governed.  Let the mind
look forward to eteruity, and suppose,
(as always is supposed,) that both will
progressively advance, each in his ca-
reer, through the ages of an endless du-
ration 3 how immeasurable does the
distance between them then become !

Now the difference shich is here
supposed between two beings of the
same species is never found to exist.
There is nothing similar to it in the
whole range of that part of the creation
with which we are acquainted.  Differ-
ences between individuals of the same
species - are " abservable, - but' - there is
nothing approaching . the -immensity of -
this inconceivable distinction. Whatever
differonces prevail are those of degree,
not of kind, Every individual of the
same species has every essential property
the same as his fellows ; but here a pro-
perly infinitely more important in its
consequences than the addition of a new
seuse wonld be, is given to one and de-
uled to another. This looks mnot like
the work of Deity. It is a vast and
sudden chasm in a plan of wonderous
order, for which un preparation is made,
to which we are led by no preparatory
steps, for which nothing can account,
and which nothing ean reconcile. 1t
betrs upon it traces of the imperfect and
short-sighted contrivance of man ; it is
contradicted by all which we feel and
know of the works of God, and it ought
to be driven from the mind of every ra-
tional being, that the fair creation of the
Deity may uo longer be falsified by the
deceptive medium through which' it is
viewed, and that our Maker may not be
charged with injustice because our eye
is evil—Dr. 7' Sowthwood Smith.

—————
FREE INQUIRY.

Free inquiry, by purifying and exalt-
ing our conceptions of the character of
God, Jisposes the mind to veneration,
love, and confidence ; and our homage
hecomes less unworthy of him when we
“ sing his praises with understanding.”
The fervour of devotion, the pleasure of
obedience, must increase in proportion
as we pass from the worship of an nn-
kinown or terrific God, to that of the
Universal Father.  The sacrifices of er-
ror and enthusiasm are not those ‘with
which he is well pleased. To the pre-
judiced, the superstitious, and the un-
thinking, Inquiry, like Paul at Athens,
cries,  Whown ye ignorantly worship,
flim declare [ unto you.” As we know
more of Infinite Perfection. we shall
ohey with greater facility the command
af Christ, « Thou shalt love the Lord
thy God with all thy heart, aud ‘with all
thy soul, with all thy. mind, and with all
thy strength.” ‘ S
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CHRISTIAN.

The faithfal discharge of any duty,
cannot be nunfavourablé to the general
interests of morality; especially wheu
that duty, as in the present instance, is
closely connected with all others. To

. «'judge what is vight” is an important

step towards’ dotng what is right. Ex-
perience Joudly- proclaims the utility of
education, and greas efforts are made to
render it universal. What is morally
advantageous to the child will not be
prejudicial to the adult, To make men
wiser is commonly to make them better ;
and this result is most probable when

- the knowledge is self-acquired, and has
for its object the doctrines of revelation..
"The promise of Christ to those who
‘persevered in attention to his instructions
was, ¢ Ye shall know the truth, and the
truth shall make you free.”

"The bigotry which estranges good
wen, of different opinions on religious
snbjects, from each other’s esteem and
affection, is principally to be attributed
“to a practical belief in the infallibility of
sects or leaders. It will gradually re-

_tire as Free Inquiry advances. The
well informed of all denominations are
the most liberal. Those who are most
“forward to censure persons of a differ.
"ent persuasion, and even to pronounce
on their eternal destiny have generally
received the creed of a party without
examination, and only read the Scrip-
“tures under the influence of notions

" whose truth they will not suffer them-

“selves to discuss or doubt. Thereisa

" bigotry of the crecd, and a bigotry of the

"beart. Candid Inquiry is fatal to both ;
and it frequently destroys the latter iun

“those who do not sufficiently pursue it to

“to rid themselves of the former.

"A general endeavonr among Christi-

“ans thoroughly to understand the reli-
gion which they profess, would be a

“happy presage of the return of its origi
nal purity, and its original success.
Christianity would soon be distingunished
from the absurdities which have usurped

“and disgraced its name, and impeded its

progress. Again would it appear worthy

- of all aceeptation, and great would be its

“trinmplis over prejudice, scepticism and

* opposition: 7 By Testoring the'simplicity
‘and’ ‘credibility of the Gospel, we do
‘more towards extending its belief and

“influence, than by sending forth crowds

" of missiondries to preach a system which
‘some will abhor as idolatrous, and oth-
era despise as irrational.

" Let every one then attend to this
often disputed, but still oftener neglect-
ed ‘danty ; attend to it promptly and ha-

“bitually.  Letus all value as our birth-
‘right, claim a3 our dearest priviledge,

- and discharge as a sacred obligation,

.Free Inquryl... ¥Free Inquiry, the

- friend of Christianity, the precursor of
knowledge and of truth, the parent of
liberality, virtue, and devotion ! Free

" Inquiry, the source of improvement in
‘every science, especially in theology ;

" at whose inspiring voice religion awoke

“from ‘her long torpor, spurned the

" chains of tyranny, and called on the na-

“tions to read the Gospel, and behold

“their God ! Free Inquiry, that even
now stands, like the angel which John
gaw in vision, ‘with one foot on the sea,
one on the dry Jand, lifts a mighty arm

..:to heaven, and swears ¢ by Him that

liveth for ever and ever, that time,” the

" time of error, superstition, and idolatry,

# ghall be no more 1"
) . e ——
SELF . EDUCATION.

Costly appavatus and splended cabinets huve
. vo magical power to muke scholars.  In all cir-

' cumstances, a man is, under God, the master of

_ his own mind. The Creator bas so constituted
“the human intellect, that it can grow only by its

own, action, and by its own action it most cer-
““tainly and necessarily grows. LEvery man mast,

therefore, in an important sense, educate Aimself.
.- His books and teachers are but helps ; the work
"is his.. A man is not educated until he has the
~ ability to summan, in case of un emergency, all
*"his'mental.power in vigorous exercise to effect
" his proposed object. ' It-is not the man who hay
. seen most, ;who can do this 3 such an one is in
" danger of being lhovrne down, like a beast of bur.

_i.dlen, by an overlonded 'mass of other men’s

thoughts, Nor is it the man that can boast

¥aerely of native vigor and capacity.

The great-
“est'of all the warriors that want to the siege of
Tray, hud not the pre.éminence beeause nature
had given him strength, and hecarried the Jargest
bow, but because self discipline had taught him
Jiow to bend it.—Febster.

A DIALOGUE
BETWEEN A CUHRISTIAN AND \VESLEY‘S
- HYMN BOOK.
Ilymn Book.~-0 taste the goodness of your God,

And eat his flesh, nnd drink his
blood.—TIL. 2, v. 4.
‘Christian.—There is nothing in Seripture
nbout eating the flesh and drinking the ULlood of
Gods  The Seriptures tell us that * Gud is a
spirit;" and Christ tells us that  a spirit has
not flesh and bones ;" where then did you learn
to talk about the flesh and blood of God? Christ
speaks in John vi. about people eating Ais flesh,
and drinking Ais blood ; or as he explaius it in
verse 63, receiving the doctrine which he illus.
trated, demonstrated, and sealed by the sacrifice
of his life,~~by the shedding of his blood : but
Chirist never speaks about giving men the flesh
and blood of Goil to eat and dvink. That strange
and unnatora) way of talling has come up since
Chirist left the earth,
H. B.—God, who did your souls relieve,
Died bimself, that ye might live.—I1. 6.
C.—Did God then die? Could God die ?
Could the world live, and the aftairs of the uni-
verse 4o on, without God? Did Moscs or the
prophets,—did Christ, or his apostles, ever say
that God died? What horrible kind of prinei-
ples must these be, that lead men to conclude
that God could ever die?  The Scriptures fre-
quently teach us that Jesus both died and rese
agnin, but they never say that God did either.
What a thing t« teach people such notions as
these, and encourage them to sing them too in
worship !
H. B.~Earth's profoundest centre quakes ;
The great Jehovah dies !—H. 552, v. 1.
C.—It is utterly impossible. It s neither
reasonable nor scriptural to assert such a thing.

H. B.

He dies for me,
I feel the monrar smare!—¥, 552, v.4.
C.—No such thing ¢ it is all nonsense, or
worse than nonsense.

L. B.—T thirst, thou wounded Lamb of God,
To wash me in thy cleansing bloed,

To dwell within thy wounds.—1. 26.
C—T cannot understand what you mean by
dwelling within the wounds of Christ. If you
mean no more than simply bearing Christ's suf-
ferings in mind, and remem bering his-love with
affection and gratitude, - you might use a great
deal better expressions than what you' do use.
‘There is nothing in the Dible about dwelling
within Christ's wounds. I think such expres-
sions turn plain truth into mystery and error.
Besides, Tsee no Scriptural authority for address.
ing our prayers to Christ during his absence.
Christ directs us when we pray, to say, Our Fa-
ther. Ile never tells us to pray to him, The
only passage whicl: bears on this subject of pray-
ing to Christ during his absence, and when ont
of our sight, is John xvi. 23. ¢ And in that
day ye shall ask me nothing,  Verily, verily, I
say unto you, Whatsoever ye shall ask the Fa-
ther in my name, he will give it you.” You ap-
pear to go just contrary to this.  You ask Christ
for every thing, and seldom ask God for any

thing, You have n dozen addresses to Christ, T
should think, for one to God. '
H. B.—5See, sinners, in the gospel-glass,
The Friend and Saviour of mankind !
Not one of all th’ apostate »ace,
But may in him salvation find !
His thoughts, and words, and actions prove,
Iis life and death, that Ged islove.—H.81.
.C.—1T like this. This sounds like Scripture,
If Christ be God's imnge, God must be love."
H. B,—Christ has for me a ransom paid,
To change my human to divine:
To cleanse from all iniquity,
And make the sinner all like thee.—330,
- C.—This also is very goed. It is the doctrine
of the whole New Testament, that Christ gave
himselfl for us, to redeem us from all iniquity,
and purify unto “himself a peculiar people, zen.
lous of good works.
H. B.—DPardon and grace and heaven to buy,
DMy bleeding Sucrifice expir'd.—~1. 330.
C.—There you go wrong again. The Scrip-
tures say nothing like that,  They tulk of Christ
buying us from sin, but they say nothing abont
Christ buying pardon, or grace, or heaven. God's
grace is free, according to the Scriptures; and his

pardons are the same. ~ God sells no blessings,
that T know of.  And I believe T should have
known, if the Scriptures had said any thing
about him selling his blessings. Tt is true there’
is one passage in which the prophet calls on the
people to come and buy ; but It is such akind of
buying as would, in commoen prose, be called

getting things given, Xywill give you the passage.

« Ho every one that thirsteth, come ye to the
waters, and he that hath no money ;  come ye,
buy, and caty yea, come, buy wine and milk
without money and without price.”’—Jsainh iv.
1. Andif God gives things freely to his younger
children, who are sometitmes very defective in
their obuedience, hie could never think of demand-
ing « price of his cldest Sun, who pleased him
and obeyed him in all things. 1 know your no-
tion is, that God the Father sclls Dblessings to
God the Som, and that it is God the Son that
gives them out free'y.  But Scripture does not
warrant such & representation of the subject.
The Scriptures do not speak of any God the Son.
They teach us that there is but one God even the
Father. They call Jesus Christ the Son of Goad.
but they never call him God the Son.  Your
dialect wunts a thorough reformation.  Your
way of talking on religious subjects, is completely
wrong ; it is neither rational nor seriptural. 1t
is neither so creditable to God, nor so useful to
man, as it should be, It would be fur better to
let your old unseriptural phrases drop and begin
to speak in a purer, simpler, more seriprarval, and
wmore intelligible way.
11. B.—Believe, and all your sins forgiven;
Ouly believe, and yours is heaven.—30.

C.—But T do not believe you ; the Scriptures
say the contrary, ‘¢ Thongh I have all faith,
s0 that I could remove mountaing, and have not
charity, T am nothing.,”—1 Cor. xiii. 2. ¢ You
sve then how by svorks ; a man is justified, and
not by fuith only.”—James ii. 24, 1f people
were to act on your principle, they would never
get to heaven at all. 1 could hardly have believed
that your doctrines were so flatly contrary to the
doctrine of Christ and his apestles, if I had not
heard it from your own lips.
H. B.~—~And am I only burn te die 2—1I1. 41,

C.—Of course not ; we are boru to live for-
ever 5 and if we spend our life as we ought, we
shall live and rejoice in everlusting blesseduess,

————
MRS. RANBY'S SINFULNESS,
| From Afrs. Hannak More’s Ciwlebs. |

¢ In the evening, Mrs. Ranby was lnmenting in
general, in rather customary terms, her own ex-
ceeding sinfulness. © Mr. Ranby said, * You ae.
cuse yourself rather too heavily my dear: you
have sins to be sure.”  “ And .pray what sins
have T, Mr. Ronby ?' said she, turning upon him
with so much quickness that the poor man started.
¢ Nay,” said he, meekly, ¢ I did not mean to of-
fend you ; so far from it, that, hearing you con.
demn yourself so grievously, lintended to com-
fort you, and to say that, except a fesv faults
¢ And pray what faul's ?° interrapted she, con-
tinuing to speak, however, lest he should cately
an interval to tell them. ‘I defy you, Rr,
Ranby, to produce one. My dear,’ replied he,
¢ as you charged vourself with all, T thought jt
would be letting you off cheaply, by naming only
two ov three such as—~——' Here fearing matters
would go too far, I interposed ; nnd, softening
things as much as T could for the lady, said, ¢ T
conceived that Mr. Ranby meant, that though
she partook of the genera) corruption——s iere
Ranby interrupting me with more spirit than T
thought he possessed; said, ¢ General corruption,
sir, must be the source of particular corruption.
I did not mean that my wife was worse than
other women.”  “ Worse, Mr. Ranby, worse ?*
Raoby for the first time in his lite,
not minding her, went on, * As she is always
insisting that the whole species is corrupt, she
cannot help allowing that she herself has not
quite escaped the infection. Now to be a sinner
in the gross, and a saint in the detail—that is, to
have all sins, and no faults—is a thing I do not
quite comprehend.’

¢« After he had left the room, which he did as
the shortest way of allaying the storm, she,
apologizing for him, said, * he was a2 well mean-
ing man, and acted up to the little light be hag ;
but added, * that he was unacquainted with ye-
ligious feelings, and knew little of the nature of
conversion,’

cried she.

¢ Mra, Ranby, I found, scems to consider
Christianity as a kind of f{rec-masonry, and
therefore thinks it superfluous to speak on serious
subjects to any but the initlated. I they do not
return the sign, she gives them up as blind and
dead, She thinks she can only make herself in-~
telligible to these to whom certain peculinr phrases
ave familiar ; and though her friends may be
correct, devout, and both doctrinally and practi-
cally pious,’ yet, if they cannot catch a certain
mystic menning,—if there is not a sympathy -of

intelligence between her and them,~3f they do

S S e

not fully conceive of impressions, and cannot
respond to mysterious commmunications, she holds
them unworthy of intercourse with her. She
does not so much ingist on high moral excellence
uy the criterion of their worth, as on their own
account of their internal feelings,”

BOOKS FOR SALR,
At the Vestry of the Unitariun Church,
’1‘IIE ENTIRE WORKS OI' WM, E*

CHANNING, D.D., iu Two Vols 8vo.
Cloth, Lettereds  Price 10s.

TIE ENTIRE WORKS OF O. DEWEY,
D.D., Pastor of the Church of the Messiah,
New York, in One Vol 8vo. Cloth, Lettered.
pp. 887, DPrice 10s.

COMMENTARY ON THE TOUR GOS-
PELS, by Rev. A, A, Liveraorg, in One
Vol. Belfust Edition.  Price 3s.

1255 The above Bouks mny also be bad at Mr.
McKay’s Baok Store, Notre Dame Street, and
at M Brysoxn's, St. Fraieols Xavier Street.

GREENWOOD'Y HYMNS
For Sale ut Mr. Bryson’s Bookstore, St. Frane
cois Xavier Street.
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MONTREAL, AUGUST, I845.
“ WHO BY SEARCHING CAN FIND
ouTrT GOD2
THE TWO ANSWERS.

One of the common charges made
against Unitarians is, that they make
too free a use of veason in religious in-
vestigation,—thut they are accustomed
to array it in opposition to revelation.
It is commonly said, that the ecause of
their rejection of certain doctrines is to
be found solely in the ditticnlty they
experience in bringing those doctrines
within the limits of human reason, and
making them harmonize with their ra-
tionzl convictions. But such a charge is
generally made without reflection, and
listened to with unquestioning confi-
dence. It is one of those things, there-
fore, which pass current in the world,—
the multitnde neither knowing.why nor
caring wherefore, - -

It econtains a mis-statement of the
whole matter. We reject certain popu-
lar doctrines, not simply because they
are incomprehensible or irreconcilable
with reason, but because they are un-
revealed in the sacred records. Take
for example that dectrine, the rejection
of which separates us from the rest of
the Christian world : we mean the doc-
trine of a tri-personal God. We say
it is not true, because it is not only not
revealed in the Bible, but is contradicted
in that volume,—because it is not only
nml-sm-iptuml, but anti-sceriptural.  We
say, Prove the doetrine from the records
of divine revelation, and we will believe
it. We say it is because this cannot be
done that we reject it.

There is a wide difference between
that which is incomprehensible and that
which is contradictory in itself, There
are many facts connected with our own
nature which we cannot comprehend or
explain. This innbility, however, will
not prevent us believing in the fact.
But if any assertion be wade which
confounds numbers, and palpably con-
tradicts first principles, we are compelled
to reject it as unfounded and untrue.
There is a marked difference also be-
tween that which is incomprehensible
and that which is unsustained by proper
evidence. Nothing is more common,
however, than for theologiaus, in their
writing and spesking, to glide from the
one Lo the other, as if no such distinc-
tion existed. The hidden operations of
the natural world are frequently refer-
red to for theological purposes’ Weare
told that in the shooting of a blade of
grass a phenomenon is presented which
transcends our comprehension, and that
we should not, therefore, be surprised
if we failed to comprehend the sublime
mystery of three Persons subsisting in
the Divine Being. . But the obvious
and important difference is, that the one
fact is established and admitted, and.the
other is not. - ‘I'he grass springs up and
flourishes before our eyes, and carries
the proof of the fact along with it ;}—
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while the doctrine that Jehovah of
Hosts 'is & threefold Being has no pro-
per evidence to sustain it. It should
be first proved, and then its incompre-
hensibility might be considered,

Bat in presenting the proof of that
doctrine, the Trinitarian leaves himself
justly open to the charge so commonly
but erroneously preferred against the
Unitarian,—that of arraying reason
against revelation. It is admivted and
urged on all hands, by friends and op-
ponents of the doctrine of the Trinity,
that it is not a doctrine of express reve-
lation. 'The highest ground that has
been claimed for it, by its most enlight-
ened advocates, is, that it is a doctrine
of inferential reasoning from the scrip-
ture. It is deduced from the Bible by
some such proeess as this:—First it is
alleged that the employment of a cer-
tain idiomatic expression by the writer
of the Book of Genesis justifies the in-
ference of a plurality of Persons in the
Deity ;*—then it is said that certain
attributes, works, &c. which are predi-
cated of God throughout the scriptures
are likewise predicated of Christ and
the Holy Spirit; and this circumstance,
it is argned, justifies the inference that
Christ and the Holy Spirit are each
Supreme God, as well as the Father
Almighty. Ye need scarcely remind
our readers that every conclusion thus
inferred from stated premises, is accom-
plished by & process of reasoning, and
does in effect depend for its truth on
the correctness of the human judgment
in ascertaining the premises and con-
ducting the reasoning. In this mauner,
then, the doctrina of a tri-personal God
has been drawn from the scriptoves. It
stands merely on a basis of inferential
reasoning. If it were anywhere stated
in the sacred volume that ¢ God is three,’
in would impart an entirely new com-
plexion to the controversy. But we
complain of this human inference, that
it flatly contradicts the authoritative
declarations - of the scriptares.  The
mode of proof could be shown to be
fallacious ; but even if this were not the
case, we should :be -compelled to reject
it on account of its open and unqualified
contradiction of the plainest expressions
of Holy Writ.—« The Father is God,
the Son is God, and the Holy Ghost is
God ; these three are equal in power
and: glory,” says the Trinitaviun contro-
vertialist, ¢ ‘The Father” is ¢ the only

true God,” says our Lord Jesns Christ.

Here, then, we place the infullible de-
claration of our Saviour, iu opposition to
the inferential reasonings of man. Can
we hesitate a moment as to which should
be believed 7

Who by searching can find out God ?
In the veplies which the Uuitarian and

CLrinitarian would severally make to this
-question, we ean perceive the Trinitarian

tendency to scrutinise, and explain
Deity, farther illustrated. The believer

‘in the doctrine of tri perzonality, hesi-

tates not to divide and expound the
Divine nature. He undertakes to state
what part or person is first, what is se

‘cond, and what is third. Having settled

the division and order of precedence, he
then proceeds to tell, how one person is
« made of none,” another * begotten,”
and another ¢ proceeding.” I1e not only

-explains the relation which the several
-allaged ‘persons of the Deity sustain
towards each other, but also determines

the parts they respectively perform in
the economy of Divine Government. In
short, by reading the creeds and formu-
laries of Trinitarians, we shall be led to
believe ‘that they had * by searching”
fouud out the incomprehensible Jehovah,
Thus it is that men betimes
¢ rash in, where angels fear to tread.”

¢ Who by searching can find out God ¥’
The Unitarian is8 more reverent in his
mode of treating this question. He pre-
sumes not to penetrate the depths of the
Divine nature, as.the Trinitarian dves

- He hows before the incomprehensibility

of Deity. e offers the reply which

© * We inay state here, however, that this por-
tion of the.process has been considered unsatisfuc-
tory and unsound by some of the ablest contro-
versialists on that side of the question. = Calvin
designates such inferences as © vivent interpreta«
tlons,” :

the records of revelation furnish :—
««There is but one God, the Father;”"—
« God is Oune ;”—¢ God is a Spirit"—
« God is love ;"—¢ His tender mercies
are over all his works.”  With such ane
swers, drawn from an infallible source,
the Unitarian is satisfied to rest.

Mark the two modes of reply. Let
him that readeth reflect and anderstand.
———
UNITARTANISM IN TORONTO.

Early in the last month, the Rev. J.
Cordner, of the Unitarian Chuareh in
this city, made a visit to Toronto, and
preached there on two Sabbaths. A
commodions chapel in George’s Street,
formerly owned and ocenpied by the
British Wesleyans, was procured as a
place of meeting. The services were
publicly notified, and the attendance on
them was good,—better, we shonld say,
than was anticipated. This was the first
time, as far as can be ascertained, that
religious serviees were held in Toronte
by a minister of onc denomination.
Several persons were drawn together
and made known to each other as Unit-
arians, who had never been matually
acquainted as such before.  Some of
these had been brought up in our faith
before coming to this country, while
others had become Unitarians by their
own ealm reflection and candid inguiry
in religion. A meeting of those inter-
ested in the matter was held, for the
purpose of considering the establishment
of a worshipping society. Those who
assembled manifested a very laudable
degree of carnestness, and passed some
wseful and important resolutions. They
have taken means to sccure the use of
the George's St. Chapel, and have agreed
to hold private meetings for religious
exercises there, couducted by some of
the members themselves, until the ser-
vices of a suitable minister can be ob-
tained.

We have confidence in the prudence
and zeal of our brethren in Toronto.
The aundiences which Mr, Cndner ad-
dressed while there, were quite as large
as those to which he preashed when he
first came-to Montreal, about twenty
months ago.  Since that time the regn-
lar members of the Montreal Society
have fully doubled in unumbers, a con-
gregation has been organised which is
still steadily increasing, and a new and
substantial charch edifice erected for
their nse. These facts should impart
encouragement and hope to our Toraonto
friends. At the same time, we feel
bouud to warn them of the many diffi-
calties that may lie in their way, but we
beseech them not to be easily discone-
aged. Those difficalties spring mainly
from that unacquaintance with Unitarian
principles, which so generally prevails.
Timrous minds, ave afraid of —they know

not what, prejudice shuns and abhors—

cure a Society and a sanctuary in which
they can worship God, according to the
dictates of their consciences.  May the
God and Guardian of all truth assist
them in their effort, and hasten the day
when the Christianity of Christ, shall
be established in the world, on the ruins
of the theology of men !
————

BOOKS.

We would direct the attention of our
readers to the advertisement of Books
which appeirs in another column of our
present sheet.  Of Channing's Works
we need say nothing. They ave now
largely civenfated and extasively known,
The edition of Dr. Dewey's Wotks now
offered for sale is quite a new one. It
comes from the same publishers that is-
sued the ¢ People’s edition’ of Channing,
~Messrs, Simms and M:Intyre, of Al-
dine Chambers, London, and Belfast,
freland. 16 contains, in one substantial
and handsome volume, all the published
works of the author, comprising ¢« Dis-
courses on various subjects,” those on
Commerce, Society, and Polities,” thosc
on ¢ Huoman Life,” and those « in Hlus-
tration and defence of Unitarianism,” to-
gether with ¢ 'Fhe Old World and New”
and « Miscellaneons Discourses and Es-
says.””  “The Old World and New” is
the title given to a lengthened and in-
teresting series of remarks, presented to
the public in the form of a Journal, kept
by Dr. Dewey during a tour in Earope.
— Livermore’s Commentary on the four
Gospels, now offered for sale, is reprint
ed from the American Edition, and pub-
lished by the Northern Suunday School
Association of Treland. It comprises in
one larger volume, ‘all the Comments
contained in the first and second volumes
of the American Jidition, but without
the text.—We would earnestly recom-
mend our readers and friends to pro-
cure these books for themselves, and
assist in their cireulation.

—‘4:——

CANADA CHRISTIAN CONFERENCE.

The Upper Canada Christian Conference held
its annual session for 1845, on 7th July last, in
Oshawa, C. W.  Our General - DMeeting was
truly intevesting : we had good, sound, spiritual
preaching, a large congregation, and good atten~
tion.
We trast the fruits of the meeting will he seen
in eternity to the glovy of God.
one of some interest, not so much union ag was
We re~
weived a delegation from the Unitarian Congre-

Cur session was
desirable—reports generally favourable.

gation at Montrveal, in the person of their worthy
ard talented Pastor, the Rev. Mr, Coxpyew.
from whom we heard, on Monday evening, one
of the best sermons in favour of the liberal prin-
c¢iple of the Gospel we ever listened to. We
gratetully ackuowledge their favour in notiving
us by a delegation, ‘and shall consider them fel-

it knows not what, and dogmatisin de-
nounces—it knows not what.  Inany
case, we implore our friends not to ‘re.
turn railing for railing.” ‘Their system,
if they understaud it aright, will raise
them above mental timidity, narrow pre-
judice, and unhesitating dogmatism, and
we hope they will never descend to em

ploy the weapons of auy of these. The
Christinnity of the New 'Testament
teaches not mental fear, it speaks of ra-
tional enquiry, and a sound mind ; it re-
commends not a narrow prejudice, but
inculeates universal love——nlove so truly
universal, that no child of humanity is
exeladed. It sanctions not a harsh and
thoughtless dogmatism, but instructs us
to maintain a proper respect for the con-
scientious opinions’ of others. Wlhile
we advise our friends not to resort to
such unseemly methods as may possibly
be directed against them, we must not
fail at the same time to recommend them
to neglect no proper opportunity of ex-
tending a knowledge of their principles.
This we conceive to be the simple and
proper way of connteracting all gainsay-
ers. Let the world, if possible, know

what Unitarian Christinnity really is.
1f it be true, let it snceeed, and'if it be
not true, we do not wish its success.
Most sincerely do we hope our friends
in Taronto may accomplish the work in
which they nre engaged. Most sincerely

do we hope they may be enabled to se-

tow-labourers in favor of an uncorrupted Gespel.
—Christian Luminary.
PR S
"UNITARIANS IN SCOTLAND.

The Rev. George Havris, formerly of Glas-
gow, and more recently of St. Mark’s Chapel,
Edinburgh, has accepted the pastoral charge of
the Unitarinn congregation of Neweastle-upon.
Tyne, England.

On dr, Harris’s notice of his intended resig-
nation becoming penerally known, carnest wishes
were expressed that he should visit the fiiends
in different parts of the country, Uefore his de.
partare from Scotland. Variety of circumstances
unfurtunately prevented the full accomplishment
of these intentions and desires.  Happy and in-
strnetive hours and days weve, however, spent
with long-known and highly-esteemed friends in
Greenock, Glasgow, Aberdeen, and East Lothian.
Sunday evening, April 13, Mr. Flarris preazhed
in the assembly rooms, Falkirk, to a lavge audi-
ence; Sunday, April 27, crowded congregations
filled to uverflowing the chapel at Aberdeen, on
the  morning and afternoon of which duy" he
preachied in that city. Tt had been his design to
preach in Glasgow on Sunday, May 11, nnd on
the evening of that day, at Paisley ; but _ﬂlé un-
expeeted departure of Mr. Boucher, for Irelind
and England, on the affaivs of the Glasgow cha-
pel, frustrated the design.  In the marniug of

Thessalonians, ii. 19, and in the afternoon de-
livered his furewell  discourse, - av - Edinborgh,

which was founded on Aets xx, 27,3!,32,

Sunday, May 18, Mr. ’I-Im'ris 1)[‘(‘:!(:!10" from Ist ) '

Some difficulty was experienced in obtaining a
suitable place for the farewell entertaiument to
My, Hlarris, on his depurture from Scotland ;5
but the Oak Ilall, Bristo Pluce, havifig’been
finally fixed upon, the ineeting was held in jt, on
Monday evening. May 19. * The hall was taste~
tully decorated with evergreens and floweis, and
was crowded in every part, even to inconvenictce.
Old and young seemed equally interésted in the
proceedings, and all were animated by kindly
feelings, ecarnestness, and enthusiasm. . - Many
friends were also present from Glasgow, Falkirk,
Dollar, and other places ; and from others still,
Tetters of regret at compelled absence, from varl-
ous causes, were received, giving evidence of
warmest approbation and sympathy in the objects
of the meeting. . : o

About seven o'clock, on the motion of the See~
retary to the Cougregation, Mr. R.7R: Nelson,
seconded by the acclamations of the assembly,
George Hope, Esy of Fenton Barns, was éalled
to the chitiv, and Mr. Morison, Leith:Strect, one
of the oldest members of the congregation, ‘was
appointed  Vice-President. o
The Chnirman, Mr. Hope, thenread thie'resa-~
Tutions of a Specinl General Meeting of the Con-
gregation of St. Marks, held an Sunduy, 20d
Mareh, 1815, Mr G. I, Girle in.the Chair.

On the motion of Dr. Garduer, recorided by
Mre, Philip, it was vuanimously and cordially

Resolved,~—*¢ Thut tha conduct of the Rev.
George Iarris, aa Minister of this Chupel since
October 1541, has been distingnished by zeal,
talent, indefatigable industry and assiduity, aud
unceasing efforts to prowmuote the important inter«
ests coufided to bim, ) o

“*T'hat his personal conduct has procured for
him the highest esteem and vespeet of his' Con-
gregation, to whom his departure from Edinburg
will be a subject of very sincere and heartfelt
regret,

« That in order to mark the sense entertained
by his people, of hls merits aml sucrifices, it ia
expmdient that a subseription should-be ralsed,
for the purpose of presenting him with a pecuni.
ary donation, at such time prior to his departure
from Tdlinburg, as the Committee may deters
wmine."” . .

Memorials weve then read from the Unitarian
Churches of Glusgow aud Aberdeen, and from
the Unitavian body in Seotland,

The resolutions and memorials, all béautifully
engrossed on vellum, were then presented by, the
Chairman to Mr. Tarris, in name of the differ-
ent bodies by whom' they had been forwarded.
The feelings excited by the réading of these me-
morinls cannot be expreﬁéud H nor,!hg-i g!it_h\iéniilil
which responded to their vavious pnssages, and
the remarks of Mr, Hope, be adequately des.
cribed, Acclamation after acclamation mnnifested
the heartfelt response they found jn every breart.
It was an overpowering scene,. and can never. by
forgotten' by those who witnessed jt,.~ "

The Memorial from the Unitarian. Christinng
of Scotland, with the sheets of signitures from
the different Congrégations and Missionary Sta-
tions, including also the resoluddsns and memo-
rials of the Congregations ot Edinburgh, Glasgow,
and Aberdeen, all ‘very handsomely bound | td-
gether in purple moroceo, have béen forwarded ‘to
Mr. Harris, nt Neweastle. This interesting'and
valuable voluine, bears the following inséription
in gold letters ;—¢ Memorial from the Unitarian
Christiuns of Scotland, to, the Rev.  Georg
Harris, (on his removal .to Newecastle-upon-
Tyne,) as n Token and Testimony of their Sin-
eere Gratitude and Esteem for his Faithful and
Zewlons Lahours among them, during s period
of Twenty five years, May 19, 1845.” One
hundred volumes of haikdsomely bound books
aceompanied the manuseript volume,

‘Other highly prized testimoninls of ‘private
fricndship were sent to Mr. Harris, both from
Glasgow and Edinburgh. . Amongst ilie Jatter,
it is grateful to recard the following inseripiion,
prefixed to & benatifully bound volume of Thom-
son’s “ New Universul Guzetteerand Geograph-
ical Dictionavy "= "I'hiﬂ.V(lllifﬁé;'rﬁgdi'nili'eiy
ewblematic of the Christian. Unitaviau’s *Hope,
the gathering together of all Natious in'one' Botid
of Union, irrespective of colour, caste, o clime
is, with esteem, love, and verierition, respectfully
presented to the Rev, George Farris, Father of
Scotlund’s Unitarlan Christians, by and lu grates
ful acknowledgment of the benefits’ theéy ‘have
received from bis teachings and advice, 'which
have ever ténded to lead them't sce God in‘every
thing and everything in' Gad, ~May 19, 1845,

RELIGIOUS INTELLIGENCE,
The annual visitation exercises”of the' Cima
bridge (U.8.) Divinity School téok plice 'on the
18th July, before'a large atid attentive audierice.
The gradunting class ‘vumberéd thiviéen; being
targer Ly more than one half, thin that of 'iist
year.—The prospects of - the Divinity ' School
were tiever go flittering as’ o piesént,a gréater
nuinber 'of students being connected with it now
and a larger number abiout fo enter, we Lollve,
than ever before.—Hoston Christian World. .
The_new Unitarian Church i’ Netv York,
(Rev. Me. Bellows's,) will be dedicated'bn ‘the
2204 October. A Conveiition 'of Unitirians
from all parts of the country will be held at thiat

time and place. =" L

T T TR

" NOTICE. . i
625" ‘The hoiirs of Pablic Worship'-on

duys, in the Unitarian Chapel, Montreal," afeim
Eveviex in the Forenoon, and Half.past ‘Skvix .

'

in the Evening.—Free Sittings are provided for
Strangers. ' ' o
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" «LET THERE BE LIGHT.”

God said,"* Let, there be light 17
" Grim darkness felt his might,
And fled away ;
Then startled seas, and mountains cold,
Shone forth all bright in blue and gold,
And eried, © 'Tis duy, *tis day !

“ Uail, holy light 1"’ exclaimed
The thundgrous-clond that flamea
O’er daisiés'white 3
And 1o ! thé rose, in crimson dress'd
Leaned sweetly:6’er the lily’s breast,
©And bushing murmur'd ¢ Light!?

“Then was the sky-Iark born,
‘Then rose the embattled corn—
Thin floods of praise
" Tlowed u’er the sunny hills of noon ;
And then, in stillest night the inovn
"Poured forth her pensive lays ;
Lol heaven’s bright bow is glad !
Lo! trees and flowers all clad
In glory, bloom.

And shall the immortil sous of God

Be senscless as the untrodden clod,
And darker than the tomb ?

No, by the 31xp of man !

By the swart artizan !
By Guod, our sive !

Our souls have holy light within,

And every form of grief and sin
Shall see and feel its five,

By earth, and hell. and heaven,
The shroud of souls is riven !
Mind, mind alone
Ts light, and hope, and life, and power.
Edrth's deepest night, from this blessed hour,
The night of mind, is gone.

" UNITARIANISM
THE DSCTRINE OF

OUR LORD JESUS CHRTIST,

My present design iy to give an outline of the
evidence which proves that Unitarianism was
the doctrine of our Xord Jesus Christ. In
doing so, I shall appeal to our Saviour’s own
words, as recorded Ju the pages of the Evangelist,
But while, for this prepose, I shall constantly
refer o the statements contaioed in the four
Gospels, I wish it to be understoad, that the
sul»ju&ct.o‘f ‘the present address does not require,
nor indeed would it admit ofy my taking notice
of any things which are recorded in the Gospels,
‘except the discourses and conversations of our
Lord. Y mention this, to prevent any disappoint-
ment being felt at my omission of several poiuts
‘which,” were my subject. more comprehensive
it is, it would be wronug to pass over with.

T shall make only one more preliminary obser-
vation.| I would call your attention to the
great importance of the urgument which is now
‘1o be'considered.  Some may think—and indeed,
it has been said, that even though it were granted,
"that Unitavinnism was the faith of the Old Tes-
tament times, still this would pot preve our
doctrine tn be true; for that we live under
another dispeusation of veligion ; and thedoctrine
of the Trinity may be one of the points of differ-
ence betwien the Mosaic and the Christian sys-
“tems. . The soundness of this reasoning I do not
‘admit; and I am of opinion, that with regard
“to the great article of the Unity of God, we live
under no vew dispenisation. (See Mark xii. 25—
31.) But this point, I stop not now to canvass
more minutely. [ would merely vemurk, that
whatever may be thought. of the relevancy of
" these points, there can. be 10 question of the
" great importance of that which is now to engage
our attention : for, I think, there is no reflect-
ing Christian in the world who will not admit,
" that, if I succeed in demonstrating, that the faith
which was taught by our Saviour was u pure
. Unitarian faith, 1shall bave laid a sufficient
ground fuv appealing te every man, who desives
" 10 be'a disclple of Clirist, to maintain and profuess
_the same doetrine,  Such belng the great autho-
rity and influence which this is entitled to exer-
_cisc upon the mind and faith of us all, I carnestly
eall upon, both those who agres with me, and
those who differ from me at present, to diswmiss,
"as far as possible, from their minds, all precou-
ceived opinions,—all prepossessions and prejudices
«—all selfish and purtial affections,—and to listen
to the words of the Saviour with a pure and
single desire to learn,~~to embrace, to profess,
. und to obey the truth, as it is in Christ Jesus.
.And may Almighty God give to ench one under-
. stunding to discern—ceandor to avow, und iuteg-
_¥ity. to maintainye—the pure and holy  doctring
. svhich the. Captain of our salvation came juto
" this world_to reveal, and died to confirm,
. . 'The, maia point to be considered s this,—did
_our Saviour, cither in his private instructions or
public discourses, inculeate the doctrine of the
Lrinity ;. or did he tench and preach the simple
“Unity,of the Most High? Did ha pioclaim,
“that in the Godhead, there ure three distinet per-
“aons, "exactly eqaal to ous "gnother in power,
“wisdom, and eternity 3 in .ajesty und in glory,
and in all divine porfections 2 Did he farther
* declare, “that those -three distinct - persons are
nevertheless but one Biing, so, that while each
_.of them, separately considered, is truly und pro-
" prly God supreme, yet there are not three Gods,
“but only one God 2 Or did he teach, as Unita-
" rians believe be did, and agthey believe that all
" “Secripture*and all nature teaches,—that there is

but One God, the Father 2 This is the question
now to be determined 3 and to its examination I
shall immediately proceed without further preface
—appesling, as my plan requires, to our Lovd’s
own words exclusively,
1. And it does nppear to me, that the language
and conduet of our Great DMaster, on a great
variety of oceisions, shew most clearly—1 wag
nbout to 'say, beyond all dispute or doubt—that
he maintained the same striet views of the Unity
af God, which were propounded in the Old Tes-
tament,—which were universally entertained by
Lis countrymen at the time of bls appearince,
and which are profissed by their descenidants
down to the present dny j—thoss, namely of pure
Unitarianism,  For example, very svon after the
desceut of the Holy Spivit upon him, he had ve-
casion to repress an instigation to idelatry, by
which he was assailed during the scene of his
temptation in the wildernesse  And in what
manner did be do so ? By quoting an injune-
tion contained in the books of the Old Lestament,
—=¢ Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God,” or
cather, as in the original, Jenovan, thy God:
“ aod him only shalt thou serve.”  But this
text would not have been of any authovity, i
Jesus knew that two other divine perseus were
as well entitletd to religious homnge as the great
Being to whom, und to whom only, it i3 here
declared to be due.  In this case, the commanid-
ment given to the Jews, respecting the oliject of
supremne adoration, wonld have heen abuolished,
and a different one, adapied to the new revelation,
ought to have been substituted in its stead. The
same point is most convincingly estublished by
the conversation vecorded by Murk, xii. 28—3%.
The Seribe, who appenrs to have been 1 man of
sonnd understanding, desivous, as it would appear
of testing our Saviour’s fitness tor the ofiice of a
public teacher, asking him,— Which isthe first
commandment of all " Here, then, was a fair
opportanity, and, indeed, an open chollenge, to
declire any chunge that enr Loxd was anthorized
to make in the doctrine held by the Jewish na-
tion touching the One God, Had our Lord
known, thut henceforth the one person of Jeho
vah was no longer to be worshipped in the trae
Churel, be was Louwld, in comuon honesty, to
declure it.  DBut, instead of announcing any
change in the generally-received doctrine, ov in
the worship founded upon it, our Lord quoted,
for his sole answer, an explicit seriptural asser-
tion of the Unity, aund the commandment built
upon it. ¢ The first of all the commandments
is, Hear, O Israel ! the Lotd our Godis One
Lord : and thou shalt love the T.ord thy Ged
with all thy beart, and with all thy seul, and
with all thy mind, and with all thy strength.”
On this point, there was no dispute between the
Seribe and the Saviour,——no difference between
the Law and the Gospel 3 for the Scribe adumit.
ted the correctness of our Lord’s reply; aud
Jesus approved the wisdom of his ehservations,
and deelared he was ¢ pot far from the kingdom
of Gad.” ] ‘

+‘T'o the gnwe effect” T.might quote ‘many other
passages ;3 but for brevity, I pass on to anather
topic. I proceed, then, to observe, that, even if
we leave out of account the conuexion between
the old and the new dispensation, oar Lord’s
own teachings would have Leen sufficient to in-
culeate the doctrine of the strict unity of the
Supreme Being.  Oun different oceasions he as-
serted It in express terms. e sald to the dis-
ciples, *f One is your Father who ix in heaven,”
( Matt. xxiii. 9.) nomention here of any but one.
# None is good but One 5 that is God,” (Mark
x. 18, Luke xvi. 10} e here tells us that
God is One.  Ilad he been commissioned to re-
venl that God was Three, or Three in One, I
cannot but believe he would have been equally
explicit in declaring the important fact; nay
much more so ;3 for it would have stood much
more in need of illustration and proof.  'Ihis
One God he declares over and over to be “Tue
Faruer ;» that is the name by which he Joved
to distinguish the great object of sworship and
veneration.  With that glorivus Being he never
associates any co-equals in partnerslip of Deity.
Qun the contrary, he aflitms that the Father is
the Only True God: ** This is life cternal,
that they might know thee ruz Oxnty Trur
Gop, and Jesus Christ whom thoua hast sent,”
(John xvii. 3.) He addresses the Father as the
Lord of Heaven and Earth,” (Lukex, 21,) a
title which he never applied to any other person
or subsistence but the Father alone. He else-
where declares that ire  Farugn is greater thun
all,” (John x. £8.) It is remarkable that our
Saviour, throughout the whole course of his min-
istry, continually spoke of God and of his Father,
and always in such a mannar as chewed that he
meant Dy the two terins, exactly the same thing,
Of ihis I may give one exnmple —** The irae
worshippers shall worship the Fatuen in spivit
and in truth 3 for the Farnzr se¢keth such to
worship biin.  Gon is a spivit, and they that
worship him must worship him in spirit and in
truth.” ‘The two names are perpetually inter-
changed in this manner 3 but there is Bo other
person, besides the Father, whose name is thus
eniployed ns a substitute or equivalent for that
of God.  Aud yet we are told that two other
persons are equally with the Father included
under this Jatter title, equally entitled to Lear it,
and that the main objoct of our Saviowr's coming
upon earth was to reveal a knowledge of this co-
equal and co-ordinate Lrinity to mankind ! If
this were the ease, how does it happen that owr
Lord scems to take every opportunity of imply-
ing and asserting the sole supremacy of the Father,
the One Divine Person, whaose Godhead no one
disputed ; while he never, upon any one ocension,

asserted the eo-equnl Deity of the Son and Holy
Ghost, two divise persens of whose Deity none

of hls heavers had cver dreamt ; and the more
especially as we ave assured that this is a glori~
ous doctrine, asaving trath, nay, a truth without
which there can be no salvation. Is it thus, 1
ask, that any orthodox Trinitarian minister
would preach the Lrinity to a nation of Uni-
rinns 2 Is it thuy that such persons do preach
the Gospel in any Unitarian?families to which
they sain adwlission 2 T allude to their conduct
in this respecty as a fuct neither for the purpose
of censure noy of approbation. It is to be hoped
they ure conscieutious in their motives ; hut 1
trast they will ndmit that our Blessed Saviour
was neither less zealous for the trath, nor less
hounest in its avowal, than themselves. Yet
vither he or they must be wrong ; for, as I have
shown, they praceed upon plans totally distinct.
They are pevpetually insisting upon the Trinity ;
he never insisted upon it at all.

2. 1 must pass over many passages which
might be selected for examples ander this hend,
and proceed to the second point which it s ne-
sessary to consider in illustrating what our Lord
tavght on the subject 3 I mean his doetrine con-
cerning himself.  Did he ever declare that he
possessed, i one person two distinet natures
united,—the human aud the divine ; that he was
truly Gad, in all respects equal to the Father,
possessed of eternal duration, almighty power,
omniscient wisdom, unbounded gooduess, and the
infinity of all the divine perfections; while at
the siune time, e was also properly a man, sub-
Jjeet to all the waunts and imperfoctions of humnan-
ity, sin only excepted 2 "Ihis is the commonly
received doctrive,  But did our Suvionr himselt
teach this 2 1€ s0, I confess I cannot fiad it in
any of his discourses.  On the contrary, I tind
that throughout all his instructions, our Lord
ever most distinetly recognised his own depen-
de.m:'c upon a superior power ; and, far from
tracing his ¢ifts to bis ewn inherent authority,
e uniformly veferred them to the will and ail-
peintment of the Father alone,

With a declaration of this kind he opened his
public ministry,  He comnenced jt by reading
to the people assembled in the symigogue of
Nuzareth, where he had been brought-u; from
his youth, and by applying to himsell the words
of the prophet Isaiah :— The spirit of Jruovau
is upon we, breause be hath anointed me to preach
the Gospel to the poor : he hath sent me to heal
the broken-hearted 5 to announce delivernnce to
the captives, and recovery of sight to the blind ;
o set at liberty them that are brujsed ; topro-
cluim the acceprable year of the Lord,” ( Luke iv.
18.) compare Isajuh xi, I, words which are most
beautifully descriptive of the elarncter and oflice
of Jesus, as a person endowend with the spirvit of
God 5 as the Christ, or the anointed one s asn
luessenger sent torth to proclaim glud tidings in
hia name, but which are atterly unsuitable to
describe one who was himself the souvee of every
endowment, and could not possibly be the. dele
eate of any higher power. " Qur S'ﬂ\'imn', there~
tore, began his preaching with a text and w dis-
course ‘mest. distinctively ” Unitarian'; fur it is
exactly in this mauner that we are accustomed
to speuk of him in our ordiniry ministrations,

In tullilment of the commission thus annonnced,
Jesus travelled frow place 1o place through Gali-
Iee, Jud?n. aml the neighboving countries 3 every
where giving evidence, by the mighty miracles
which he wrought, that the spirit of the Lord
was actually upon him.  The merit of these
wanderful works he never once assumed to him-
self.  On the contravy, he repeatedly declared
that “« the works which he did were works that
uis Farngr had given him to finish,” (John v.
3(_;,) L!lllt LA T8 FA'I‘IIER, who dwelt in him,
himself perforimed the works, * (John x. 30.) A
strange deelaration this st appear to those who
consider it as proceeding (tomn the lips of the Al-
mighty I On one vceasion he expressly thanked
the Father for enubling hiin to work a miracle
in answer to his earnest prayer -—¢ Farurn ! 1
thanle thee that thou hast heard me,” (John xi.
41.)  Iaskmy “Lreinitavian friends to consider,
is this an expression sach as was ta have bean ex-
pected in accordance with their theory 2 On the
same oceasion he intimates that al) his miracles
were preceded by prayer to God for power— I
knos that thou hearest me always.” Is not
this most strange and unaccountable to those who
regard him as omuipotent ?

Ile delivered doctrines the most sublime that
the world ever heavd 5 but he referred the wis-
dom by which he spoke to the inspivation of the
Father.—*¢ My doetrine,” he said, *¢ is uot mine,
but Ais that sent me,” (Jobn vill. 16:) “ He
that sent me i true s and I speak to the world
those things which { have heard of him,” (John
viite 26 3) ¢ Even as eur Facuen hath said unto
me, so Ispeak,” {Johnxil, 50.)  These senti-
ments are in most exact agreement with - the
opinions held by us Usitavians 3 but they muxt,
appear somewhat extraordinary to those who sup-
pose that ie by whom they were spoken was
himsell’ the omuicient source of all wisdom und
of all knowledge, ’
© His devotional habits lead us to the sume cone
clusion 3 for hie was much in prayer. Inevery
important emergency of his lite, his prayers are
expressly recorded ¢ on some oceasions we find
him withdrawing from the world, and spending
whole nights in supplieation.  ~T'his fact alone
would disprove the commonly received opinion
vespecting his Supreme Deity 3 for why or Low
could he have prayed, if he had, in his own per-
s0m, an omnipotent natare, which eould, by a
word, i thought, accomplish every wish > If the
coummon dactrine be true, he was himsell the
hearer of prayor, and under necessity of praying
to none.  But yet we find he prayed—he prayed

to the Futher ¢ be theveby owned subjection to
the Father's power, and testified to his own infe-

-
rior and dependent nature.  But more than this.
He prayed in agony, until his sweat was asit
were great drops of blood ; and in that very
prayer, he owned subjection to the Father in ex~
press words,~** Not as [ will, but as theu wilt,””
( Luke xxii. 41—~—43.) In this hour of distress an
angel was sent to cowfurt him, but the immaedi-,
ate object of the prayer was not fulfilled 5 for it
pleased the wisdom of the Eternal Father that
the bitter cup, which he deprecated, should not
pass away until he had drained it to the dregs..
Could the being who prayed-—who prayed to an-
other—who prayed thus fervently—whese pray-
er was thus refuscd—could this being be Al
mighty Gud 2 1 almost shudder to put these
Jquestions ; but they are needful to clucidute the
truth.

Even more decisively to the point are the ine
stractions which our Lord has given to his disci-
ples on the subject of prayer.  He commanded
them to sauddress their prayers to God, even the
Father. « Pray to ruy FaTuzer whoe is in secvet,”
(Matt. vi. 6.) ¢ When ye pray, say,—Qun
Famnew who art in heaven,” (Matt. vi. 13.)
e true worshippers shall worship Tue Fa-
raer,’ (Jobn iv. 23.) ¢ How much more shall
voun HEAVENLY FaTiEr give good things to them
that ask him,’” (Matt. vii. 11.) These instruc-
tious are literally complied with by all Unitarian
Christiangs  The worship which the Saviour
enjoined is constantly practised in our churches,
and in eur families our supplications are address-
ed to Tiie Fat Ens and we humbly trust, that
woe adifress them to him in spirvit and in trath.
The wovship, therefore, which the Saviour re-
cotnmended i3 a pure Unitarian worship. 1le
even went further, for he expressly disclaima
being the heaver of prayer. ¢ In that day ye
shall ask wme nathing.  Verily, verily, 1 say unte
you, whatseever ye shall ask the Father in my
nawe, ke will give it to you,” (John xvi. 28—
26.) How can this be reconciled with the idea,
that Christ is God, equal with the Father ?

ITe expressly discluimed all thought of equality
with Gald.  The Jews ou une aceasion, falsely,
—and to all appeavance, waliciously—accused
him of making himself God, or rather a God,
(Johin x. 33.) If he had said so, ov if he were
so in fact. e was bound to avew and justify his
claitn.  Dut didhe doso? Noj but, on the
contrary, he shewed that the accusation was
fulse.  Ile shewed that he had uot asserted any
snch character  He produeed, fromm the Old
Testament, a much stronger expression than that
which he bad employed 5 and he proved, that
the charge was groundless.  * Jesus said it is
written in your law, ¢ I have said ye wre Guds.”
If then, he (thatis, the psulmist) called them
Gods unto whom the word of God cime,’ how
say ye of him, whom the Father hath sanctified
and sent into the world, thou blasphemest, be-
cause Lsnid, Tam the Son of [Ged,”  (John'x,
34—36.) - Surely it the common opiiion’ res-
peeting him had been- true;, Jesus wonld not have
had recourse to suchi’equivoeation“as’ this,” "On
our prineiples, and, we Uelieve, on the principles
held by our Great Master, the rensoning is just,
and the exculpation tviumphant; but, on the
Orthodox bypothesis, I caunot but thiok, the re
ply was evasive, not to say deceptive. :

Gu anather accasion, Jesus dischimed divine
knowledge in express terms. ¢ Of that day and
hour knoweth wo man ; not the angels which are
in heaven, neither the Sou 3 but vie Farcen
( Mark. xiii. 32.) o

Oa another occasion, he expressly disclaimed
the attribute of divine power.  “ Lo sit on my
right hand, and en my left hand is not mine to
give; but to those for whom it is prepured of my
Father. (Matt. xx. 21—23.)

On aunother accasion, he expressly disclaimed
the atiribute of divine gooduess,  © Why callest
thou Mg geod ?  There is none good but Oxs,
that is, Gon,’’ (Murkx. 17, 18, Luke xviii. 18,)

On another oveasion, he. directly affirms his
owa inferiopity to the Father., *¢ It ye loved me,
ye would rejoice because I go unto the Father ;
for the Father is greater than 1. (John xiv. 28.)

His customary language plainly ansserted uwit
proved his subordination to the Father, Xe de-
claved, that God his Father had sent him,—hud
anointed him—Dhad sanctified him—had given
him his spivit—had sealed him—-huad given him
a people out of the worll—had granted him to
have Iife in himself~and had appointed him te
Judge the world.  With this cursory mnotice I
must pass over all these topics. and the passages
of our Lord’s discourses in which they are found.
I shall only mention one or two points more.
e deeired thnt while in this world, © he lived
by the Father,” (John vi. 57.) Heanmounced
to the diseiples befure his reraoval from this earth,
that he was about to ascend ¢ to his Father, and
to their Father ; to his Gud, and to their God.”
(John xx. 17.) .

Such is the account which our. Saviour hime
self has given of his mission, power. doctrine,
devotion, life, resurrestivh, und ascension.  For
my own pirt | inust declare, that I cannot recon-
cile these numerous, and repeted, and express
aysertions of inferiovity, to uny other system of
doctrine, except that which us 1 Unitarian Chris-
tinn I glory in professing. And where 1 to at-
tempt to explain them on any othére. prineiple, I
should feel myselty al every ‘step, contradicting
my Saviour’s direct aflivmutions; and- virtually
impugning either his knowledge or his-verncity.
[ Yo be concluded in gur next.)
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