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PREFACE.

Frw subjects have been more fully or ably. d:scusled -
than the one examined in the following pages. .’
writer feels warranted in calling the attention
pubhc to it again, from various consrderatwns. "W
truth 1s forever the same, and immutable, errori ever.
assuniing new and specious forms. It therefore be—
comes necessary, frequently, to trace it in its terglversa-
tions, and expose its insidious devices in order to protect
commuﬁity from\nmpoéxtlon. The error we here oppose,
is as changeable in its aspéct as the chameleon. Arian-
ism, Socinianism, Unitarianism, R.atromhsm, and Neol-
ogy, are the leading titles, under which it has presented
itself to.the world. But it has not always been honest
enough to sail under its own colors; but has frequently
sought to make even the sacred name of Christ sanction
its abominations, Under the garb of piety, it has insin-
vated itself into the church, and led astray some of the
sincere followers of the Savior. We would especially
beseech such to investigate this subject diligently, and
see that the doctrines of men are not received as the
teachings of the Holy Spirit. Let such beware how
they countenance a doctrine.that strikes at the vitals of
Christianity. If; as the writer believes, the error in
question is one of the most pernicious errors ever devis-

-ed, then it is the duty of every one to be thoronghly in-
“formed respecting it. Having been called to the exam-
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ination of this subject, both in public and private; atid t6
witness the various measures it adopts for its propagation,
the author has thought proper to present, briefly, theresult
of his investigations to the public, in the following pages.
Andif this little work shall be instrumental of leading any
out of error into truth, or of making the truth appear
more precious to those who have already embraced it,
his object will be accomplished.” All he would ask of
the redderin relation to this production, is, a careful and
impartial examination; _ believing assuredly that truth
will ultimately prevail, wInch is hls constant prayer.
M. W A
Byron, N.Y. May; 1842."
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WLk contemplatmg the character of the Iuﬁmte,
Uncreated, Inyisible, Immortal, Incomprehensible,
BEING:; we are at once filled with feelings -of
deep solemmty and reverential delight.

While we view his awful majesty—his Jealousy
for his own holiness—his utter abhorrénce of all
sin—his dreadful wrath, we-can. but be solemnly im-
pressed

But while we- consnder hls love in glvmfr his Son
—the condescension of. the Son in suffering, bleed-
ing, groaning- and dying to redeem us from sin ;
who can but. feel-his heart melt with emeotions of
tenderness and delight? 'While we reflect on the
vast.consequences involved in the subject before us;
we trust that the Holy Spirit will grant us aid to .
arrive at the truth in all our conclusions. -

" CHAPTER I.-

Evidences of the real humanity of owr Lord Jesus
Christ. His body was humen—He had a humon
soul, A -

"It is'an evident fact that Christ our blessed Savior

‘must have possessed two natures, or he did not.
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He was human, that is, he possessed a human body
and soul, or he did not, ‘

Now, if Unitarianisi be correct when it declares
that Christ possessed but one nature, then it follows
that that nature must have been a created nature in
every sense of the term conSIdered, or it was
not,

L . Christ our Savxor possessed a human body

1.-Thisis evident-from the ‘following passage.
Phil. 2:7, 8. . #* But made himself of no reputa-
tion, and took upon him the form of a servant, and
was made in-the likeness of men, and being found
in fashion as aman, he humbled himself,-and became
obedient unto death, even the death of the cross.”
From this, it is quite evident that he wWho was - eter-
nally with the Father took the forinof & man.

2. This form or body was one in all respects hu-~
man. Heb, 2:14—17.-¢ For asmuchthen as the chil-
dren are -partakers-of flesh and. blood, he -also
himself likewise took part: -of the-same, that through
death he’ mlght destroy him that had the power of
death, that is, the devil; and ‘deliver them who
through fear of death were all their lifetime sub-
ject to bondage. TFor verily he took not on him the
nature of angels; but he took én him the seed of
Abraham. Wherefore in all things it béhooved him
to be made like unto: his brethren, that he might be
a merciful and faithful ngh Priest ‘in things per-
taining to God.” "If he was not possessed of a hu-
man body and soul, he was not in all things like his
brethren, ‘He participated in the same nature with
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the rest of mankind, and in this respect He was as
truly human as were the. ¢hildren- who were also
_partakersof flesh and-blood, for he partook, or took,
partof the same nature which they mherently pos-
sessed. . . - S
He tells. his dlscnp]es plamly after his resurrection
what' his hody was. - Luke 24:39. <.Behold my
hands and my feet; that'itis 1 myself: handle 'me,
and see, for a spirit hath not flesh-and bones as ye
see e have.”” Here then we-have.his own words
for it, that his body was composed of flesh and bones.
It seems to be almost trifling to attempt to prove
that that flesh and. those bones:he inentioned were
human! But such is the pertinacity with which ma-
ny cling to errors, that-it is almost indispensable to
prove, that-our Lord possessed human flesh, blood,
and bones.*

* We.wish the ren'derto‘benr'j‘n mind, in the ountset, that. Unm-
rians maintain the ides that Christ possessed but one nature, and
that was-all divive. This is the doctrine of thst sect, who call
themselves, "¢ The Christian Church,” or we will say, it is the doc-
trine.of the leading ministers and members of that sect. Thus one
of their writers has it: o

“ But to believe we dn incline,
Thiat Jesns Christ was all dwme.”_

“The -reader will see in perusing this work, that we have cited
some of their authors. to prove this to be their leuding sentiment.
How comp]etely this idea accords with one John speaks of, when
hs says ;— Many deceivers are entered into the world, who confess
not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh. This is'a deceiver and
an anti-christ.”? 2 John, 7th verse. He who bielieves in'a Savior that
possesses ‘¢ Divine fesh” must entertain strange notions of Dlvm-
-3y,

The common acceptation of thé’ term dmuuy, is, “ideity, divine
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3. He was subject to.the same laws: that-all his
brethren were subject to. Luke 3:51. We find
him subjeet to his parents. -Gal. 4:4, 5. ““God sent

-forthhis Son, made of a woman, made underthelaw, to
redeem themthat were under the law.” As a 'hunian
being, it became him to be subject to the laws which
recognize government and control human actions,

4. He had the susceptibilities of man. - -

(1.) ;Tempted by the devil. - Matt, 4:1.

(2.) Fasted and was hungry. -Mark 11:12. * And
on the morrow, when they were come from Betha—
ny, ‘he was hungry.?

(8.) He was thirsty. - John 4 7 e Jesus * saith
-unto her give me to drink.” John 19:28, ' & Jesus
knowing that all things were now accomplished that

. the Scriptures might be fulfilled, saith I thirst,»

(4.) He was fatigued by his labors. ' John 4:6;
¢¢ Jesus therefore being weary-with his. journey sat
thus on the well,” ,

'(5.) He slept as 2 man, Matt..8:24. . While-the
dea ‘was roaring, its waves dashing, and the.tempest
howling, he slept.  But as soon as he was awaken-
ixature,” and we cannot possibly conceive that this nature could
suffer and die. As we have stated in another plice, so we would
say here; angelic nature might have suffered, but could not have

‘died. But if Christ possessed but one nature, and that was divine,

‘or angelic, or'if it was human, how could he say, “ I have power to
ldy down my life, and- T have power to take it again.® ‘If ke pos-
sessed but one nature, and that  was now dead, and incarcerate in

the temb, had it power of itself to rise and burst the bands of dcath ?

Suppose an angel could die,. and be buried in the-grave; has -that

angel power to lake his life again ? Assuredly not. Nor has any
mere creature that power. :
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ed by his disciplés, he rose, and at once, and with the
voice of. Omnipotence, hushed the headlong waves,
and-calmed the roarmg winds! .So there was a
great calm;

(6.) He grneved l‘elt, and wept a8 a man. John
©11:85. And was subject:to paig and death.  His
body was not a splntna] body. Spmts cannot die.’
The spirit-of man is immortal, and only the body
is-subject to mortality.. His body was not of the
nature of angels, for angelic nature cannot- die.
They have fallen and are still in’ being, wretched
being. indeed, but death'is. forever removed from
them. But the-body of- Jesus dxed

S Well might the sun in dnr]mess lnde,
-~ - -And shuthis glones in; :
When Christ the mighty 8avior dxed,
For man the crealure’s sin.”?

(7.) The angel, by the appointment of God gave
the most significant- title to the Savior before his
birth. | He was.to be ealled JESUS,. because he
‘was-to save his‘people from their sins. But he was
also to be called IM-MANU-EL, God with us.
Of this being; it was said by Isaiah, that « Butter and
honey- he’ should eat,” intimating that he “should
receive the same kind of nutriment that other men,
or human bemgs. partook of, that he.should bé one
WITH Us, and at the same time GOD. Of him
it is said, ¢ He was-made of a woman, made under
the law, to redeem themi that were under the law,”
and the first promise that alludes to him as the Say-
lor, speaks of him as ¢ The seed of the woman.”
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Gen. 8:15. He was God, made known, or mani-
fested, in ‘the flesh. From his name, Immanuel,
from. the fact that he was the seed of the woman,
of the seed of Abraham,” what other rational con-
clusion can be drawn, than that hé possessed the na-
ture of human beings.? In this nature, God-was
manifested to us, and-this weé term thé incarnation
of the Deity. - How Divinity was united with hu-
manity we do not pretend to know;but we do know
thatthe Bible teachesthisdoctrine, and on the verdcity
and validity of inspiration.we most heartily believe
it.* Some. have supposed his: body was.not hu-
man, because it is said that-* God sent his Son in
the likeness of smfu] flesh.” But obsérve, * in the
likeness of sinful flesh.” His nature was perfectly
pure; bat it had the likenessof ours, which is whol-
Iy corrupt. He was temjpted in all points as we
are, yet without sin. - Now the man who reads the
evidences of the human nature of our Savior;,which
are so abundant in'the volume of Life, and yet can-
. not see that the- doctrme we ate here advocatmg is

*The union of matter and mindin mnn ls ustaily. belldved, but
the manner of that inion we cannot define.. We know this con-
nection exists, and if. we acknowledge it to be incomprehensibie,

_yet it is indisputably true. Nothing_can be known of mind as .a
separate entity, and the body withont the mind is perfectly insen-
sible, yet the only medium through which the operations of the
mind are known to us is the body, We ask the man who rejects
the idea that Christ possessed human and divine natures united, be-
cause be cannot completely comprehend it, If he is not bound by
the same principie to rejeﬂ the union of- matter and: mmd in man ?
Certainiy so. But this is rejecting hls’ senses: and : consciousneas !
and denying what he knows tobe true.” .
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scriptural, must dwell in rare darkness. What
proof could be possibly sufficient. to establish this
point, if it'is yet unproved? 'Though Unitarians
may. reject or ridicule the idea -of an incarnation of
the Divine Being, yet we:.can 'scarcely see how _ine
spiration can make the proof ore pomted, or more
conclusive.

‘But where- and what is the: evxdeme that Christ
possessed but one nature? Thisis asserted over and
over and again by Unitarians, but:where is the proof?
Itis objected by Unitarians, that #<the.Bible does-no
where assert that: Christ possesses.two natures,?
The Bible no where asserts that one and one are
two, yet we belieye it. . *But the Bible asserts .that
Christ'is God, and that heis- man, and we know
the nature of  God is one namre, and the nature of
man is another nature; and we call these, fwo na-
tures 3 and as-we find thern both manifest in one per-
307, as plainly as that the sun illuminates and warms
the earth,: wedo believe that person has these two.
natures. "I'he reader will:see that the’ above ob_]ec-
tion is a mere: prevarxcatlon. '

Another objection :is this. - ¢ Did a very man
come down: from heaven?- Surely not. ‘Then Christ
was not a very man.” I am sure no one will say
Abrabam’s seed came down from heaven.”* The
writer- here is either at war with' himself, or with in-
spiration; and we should think with both; for certains
ly this objection. cannot touch Trinitarianism. We
do not say that the human body. of* the Savmr came

"Elder 0. Barr’s % Truth Trmmphimt,” page’'33. -
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down from heaven, but we believe it was he who
said, A body hast thou prepared me,” that came
down fromi heaven. Trr this he séems to be at vari«
ance with himself.” But when le asserts that Christ
was not of the seed of Abraham, he is at war with
inspiration. ¥ Conecerning. his' Son - Jesus “Christ
our Lord, which was made of the seed of Davidy
aceording to the flesh.” Rom, 1:8. ¢ Remember
that Jesus Christ, of the seed of’ David, was raised
from the' dead, according to my .Gospel.” 2 Tim.
8. ¢ He took on him the-seed of Abraham.” Heb.
2:16..-S0 wé see that the writer was not opposing .
Trinitarianism; but Unitarianism, or the Bible, ¢r
- both. For the Bible asserts that he was of the seed
of -Abraharn according to the flesh, and.that in some
sense, he came down from heaven. His humanity
onlydied. And while- this August Person suffered, na--
tuie seemed tobe convulsed toits centre, light left the
lividsun and fled uptothe throne of God.’ The moun-
tains and valleys shook; the adamantine rocks clave
in sunder, as Jesus bowed his majéstic head and
. ‘commended his soul to God his Father. '
. But soon he’ll break death’s envious chain,
And in full glory shine, -
O Lamb of God was ever painy. .
. Wns ever love like thine :
(S ) He is called the Son of Manw—Son of David;
and it is said he ‘sprang from the tribe. of Judah.
He.is called a little child (paidion).eight times in
the second chapter of the gospel by St. Matthew.
(9:) As he was equal with God in his divine na-
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- tiire; 80 he makes hxmse]f equ al wnth man inhishuman
nature; and consequently. declares his inferiority to
him. John 14: :28. ¢ If you loved me; ye wonld re-
joice because I'said I go to my Father;for my Father
is greater than 1. On the" hypothesxs that Jesus
Christ possessed but ozie nature,. it is impossible to
reconcile this passage with those where he says, I
and: my Father are one.”” < He that hath: seen’ me,
hath seen the Father,” John 14:9.

Again he says, Rev. 20:10. .-Tam the ROOT and
OFFSPRING of David. This declaration is une-
quivocal, . He is, according to his. own words; not
only the-author of tlie very existence of David, but
he is truly his descendant, Now, if he’ possessed but
one. hature, as Unitarians so conﬁdently assert, how
could this “be true?. Or, to-use the blessed Savior’s
own words to the Pharisees; who denied that he pos-
sessed the nature of God and man, and often ac-
cused him of. being 'but a'man and yet making him-
self God:—.If David then called him Lord, how
is lie his son? - Mat. 22:45. ‘They could not an-
swer him ‘2 word, Nor can Unitarians - of these
days, who - affirm that he possesses but one natire,
make any better answer than thé Pharisees did. - So
we are brought fairly to the -conclusion, that as
Christ was David’s offspring and ‘David’s sonm, he
possessed lns nature ; that is, human nature. And,
as he was the Lord anql ‘Root of Davxd, he possess~
ed divine nature also. . We also conchide, that no
solution of these’ passages can be made, that has
uny clmm to propriety, or merits any degrée of re~
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gard from intelligent Christians, and careful read-
ers: of the sacred volume, -in aocordance with  the
doctrine of any sect of Unitarians on earth, . As
far -as our knowledge extends, itis a t‘undamemal
principle with them that Jesus Christ possessed but
onenature. - If) therefore, that one nature was ¢ all
divine,” how could he be the Son ‘and offspring of
David, according to the flesh? And.if that one na-
ture was all kuman, how could he be his. Lord, and
the:suthor of his existence, or, as he styles: hxmseli'
« the Root of David?”®  But with these remarks con-
cerningthe humanity of the body of our Savior we shall
leave the candid inquirer after truth to make up his
mind on.this point. 'We hope this one thought may
Yevolve in the mind of the reader, that i is, The hody
of* our Savior must have been human, or ¢t was not,
and if it was not human, it'must have been angelic
or divine, and consequently he was not the person
.of ‘whom Isaiah spake when he said, ¢ He was a
MAN of sorrow and acquainted with grief,” nor
was the-dpostle cortéet who testified, « He was made
like unto his brethren in all things,” and that the Is-
raclites ‘were the people ¢ whose are the fathers,
and of whom as concerning the flesh Christ came,
who is over ALL, God blessed forever. Amen.”

“II.. Christ possessed a-human soul.

1. It is as evident, dsthe Scriptures of divine truth
can make any thing evident, that Jesus Christ ere-
ated ‘all things which are in heaven, and on earth,
whether visible, or invisible, and that without him
was fiolhing made that was made. 'The blessed
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‘'volume also asserts that Jesus Christ is before -all
things, and by him all things consist. Let these
passages be kept in view constantly, while we pro-
céed to prove, that he had a human soul. 'This will
enable the reader to see whether the proof is suﬂi-
cient to sustain the proposmon
‘2; It is-a peculiar -characteristic of the .human
soul, or mind, that it constantly expands while it is
cultivated. Let it also be remembered, that the an-
gels are created mlelleclual beings. . Now we are
expressly informed, ‘Luke 2:52,7 That ¢ Jesus in-
creased in wisdom,” as well asin stature, * Neura
kai osta eisi aloga® Nerves and bones are . with-
out wisdom, or reason. His bdody ‘could  not
have -increased in wisdom, but it-did increase in
stature.  Theé body without the soul is dead.”
Thus it was with the body of the Lord Jesus, when
he said, ¢ Fathér,into thy hands I commend my
spirit.” . Luke, 28:46. Where is-the individual
who would be guilty of the hardihood to assert that
that intellect ‘which "created the tallest angel that
dazzles before the throne of God, should in
the space of a few transient days here on earth,
be said to *increase in wisdom?” -Can it be said
that that mind which planned the path of Herschel,
that spread the belts across the disk of Jupiler, that
set the mighty rings around the planét Salurn,th at
taught the Comels their elliptic orbits, increasedin
wisdom' in a few revolving days? - Certainly ‘we
- think no believer in revelation, would assert this!
I8 it not proved by indubitable Scriptare testimony,
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that JESUS CHRIST created all these planets, and
reared the mighty fabric of the universe? . Itisso.
Then was - that mind that Zncreased in wisdom, the
tdentical mind that at the first drafted the.plan of
the universe? Most certainly not. Then as can-
did and rational men’ we must come to the conclu-
sion that our Lord Jesus: possessed a hAuman mind,
- and that he was in all respects truly man in regard

to his body and mind.. Co
- 8, ltis evident that our Savior possessed a hu-
man soul, from the fact that he  was tempted in all
points liké as we are. We are aware that satan
tempts the Christian, by throwing his vile insinua-
tions into thé mind. - If hepossessed no-humanzsoul,
and:all the soul he had was his divine nature, then'
he could not have been tempted, * for God cannot
be tempted with evil, neither tempteth he any man.”
In order that he.could be our example, and fulfill the
law for us, and in so doing make it honorable, he
must have inherited the capacity of being tempted,
and of course he possessed a human mind, endow-
ed with all the faculties that the mind of our first
parents possessed in their primitive state. There
could have been no propriety in his suffering temp-
tation, as our example, if by his nature, (being des-
titute of a human soul,) he was infinitely above the
power- of temptation. = Now this ‘must have been
the case, if he had no soul, except the indwelling of
‘the Godhead, for, as we said before, ¢ God canrot
be tempted » o

_ 4. Jesus Christ testified that he had a soul At
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one time he: was. heard: to say, My soul
(psuche) is-excéedingly - sorrowful » . Mark 14:84,
- Again-*¢ iy soul (psuche) is troubled and what shall
I say.”? ~John 12:27, - But perhaps a Umtanan
friend may- ob_]ect, “that this-soul: Jesus spake ‘of
Was not human, or hke the souls of the rest of man-
kind, but it was that derived intelligence, whom God
authorized and delegated to create the universe,and
thit it was angelic or super angelic.” ” Bat it should
be understood thatthe angelsaie spoken of as spwua,
and not'as souls. Says an apostle, speaking of an-
gels, ° Are not they all ministering spirils? (pue-
umata.) Here they are called spirits. _ Heb. 1:14,
~also Heb. 1:7. We frankly. acknowledge that the
human soul is sometimes termed (pneumn) or the
spirit of man., But we have fo recollection of an-
gels  being described as’ aouls, or -of thelr bemg
known by the appellation, psvcHE.

Dayid, while personating the Savior, say* « Thou
wilt not leave my soul in hades” nor suffer thy. holy
one, (thatis, his body,)to see corruption.” Ps. 16:10.
Here we have his soul and body brought to view
very clearly again, But certamly ‘Christians will
not dispute what the Lord Jesus said with_his ex-
piring breath, ¢ Father,” said he; ¢ into thy hands
I commit my spirit.” Gr v Pater eis cheiras sou
parathesomai to pneuna mou.” Even with his la-
test breath, he wishes to commend . his soul into the
bands of God hlg Father, thus following ‘the exam-
ple of many of the illustrious dead who had left the
world, sagéu_lg, “ In manus tuas Domine commendo
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spiritum meum.” Thus he lived as a man and died
as a man, conmending his soul to God. . '
Finally: ‘There is the same evidence that Jesus
our Savior- possessed a human - body, that there is
‘that Peter, John or Paul did; and there is equal ev-
idence that he possessed a- Immtm soul that there is
that he possessed a human body. :
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CHAPTER 11

Emdences lhat the Lord Jesus possessed dwme na-
lure, and was in that nalure as truly God as he was
man in hzs human nature. ‘

Um‘r,\nuns often ob_)ect to thisidea, because they'
conclude it is mysterious. But we care not wheth-
er the idea is said to be mysterious or not mysteri-
ous, 50 we can make our ldeas tntelligible. ‘This is
the mystery an apostle speaks of,:when he tells us,
¢ God was manifest- in . the flesh; justified in - the
spirit, seen of angels, preached unto the Gentiles,
believed on in the world, received upinto glory.” 1
Tim. 3:16.-. Bat will . not- Umtanans beheve any
thing that.appears mysterious? ~' .

The-eternily of God, his underived exnstence, isin
reuht" mysteriouis, that is, it is something we can-
not comprehend The view of the universe crea-
ted and sustained by him is incomprehensible, yet
we generally believe it. - We might see a chain let.
down from a "height, and understand that the low-
est link hung on the one above it, and so it might
continue to do to almost an infinite extent, but af-

ter all to suppose the highest link in the vast chain,
hung upon and sustained étself would seem mysté-
rious. Thus it is'withthe existence.of God.. Grav-
itation also is something that. people-generally sup-
pose ‘has a real existence. "We see its effect. - The
planetary worlds seem to feel its influence at a great
distauce from the centre of: the solar system. Her-
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schel, at the distance of one thousand eight hundred
millions of miles; obeys its invincible - mandate. A
man cannot comprehend himself, nor even.a hair.
that grows from his-head. Then certdmly it discov- -
ers gross folly to undertake to comprehend the in-
compréhensible Jehovah, and it discovers gross in- .
fidelity for a man to say he wnll believe nothing- -but
what he clearly’comprehends.. There are things of
which we may have very distinet ideas, which in
themselves are “utterly undefinable. Gravilation
cannot be defined; that 'is, a man cannot tell what it
is, but he may form some idea what it is not. When
we say the underived -existence of God forms a
proposilion, which in 'its nature cannot be defined,
we wotld not wish to be understood that the prop-
osition itselfis one that cannot be made tnlelligible.
These remarks we have made, in order to:show the
inconsistency of Unitarians, in repudlanng the doc=
trine-of the humanity and divinity of our Savmr,
on the ground that it is mystenous -
. 'The existence of Jesus Christ is coetaneous
] wntb etermty ltself or with the existence of Jeho-
vah.

David seems to speak of his' existence in this
sensé when he says, ‘ Berors the mountains were
brought forth, or even thou hadst formed the earth
and the world, even from EVERLASTING to EV-
ERLASTING ‘thou art GOD.” Ps. 90:2. He
thought the Creator existed from eternity to eterni-

ty, as far as thonght can extend backward, nay, far-
ther, or farther than it can reach into. futurity.
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This is the highest and. clearest - description of the
eternity. of God to which-words in human language
can possnbly reach. - -But it undoubtedly will be ob-
jected by Umtarmns, that 'this language does not
refer to Jesus Christ at all. » _Well, it does refer to
the Creator who formed the earth and the world,
and it only remains to prove who was the Creator,
in order to settle this questlon. It must, we think,
be admitted, that the Creator was “from eternity to
eternity, according to the words of thetext. Then
we have found one being that has eternally existed.
But a question of some importince on this point is,
Who was the Creator?”. We answer, God was .the
Creator- of all things. - This we trust we shall be
able to prove.  We find that the Almighty has said,
¢I am the Lord that maketh all things, that stretch-
eth forth the heavens alone, that spreadeth abroad
the earth by myself.” Tsa.. 44:24. Agaip. <« For
thus saith the, Lord, that created the heavens, God
himself that formed the earth and made it; I am
the Lord, and there is none else.” Isa. 45:18.  Itis
certainly clear that he who formed the earth pos-
sessed underived existence, because he is said to be
* from eterlasting to everlasting.”  This ‘perhaps
a Unitarian would admit.. But we ask ‘again, Who
was the Creator? We answer again: It was that
person in the trinily whom we -call. Jesus -Christ.
This we also canreadily prove. * For by hin were
all things created, thatare in the heaven, and " that
are in earth, vtsible and invistble, whether they
be thrones, or dominions, or principalities, or pow-
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ers: all things were created by him, and for him: and
he is before all things,-and by him all things consist.”
Col. 1:16, 17. ¢ And thou, Lord, in the beginning
hast laid the foundatjon of the earth, aud the heav-
ens are the worksof thy hands.”” Heb.1:10, « All
things were made by him, and without him was not
any thing made that was mnade.” John'1:8, These
last three ‘texts are all spoken in reference to. the
Lord Jesus, as the reader may see by consultmg his
Bible. If; then, we have succeeded in proving that
the Creator of all things had an existence from eter-
nity to éternity, we have provedalso that Jesus
Christ has the same underived existence in respect
to his divine-nature, and consequemly our first prop-
ogition is sustained. But it ig objected, ¢ that Jesus
Christ is not in any sense se]f-exnstent, because he
made the world; and so on, by delegated power.”
Now this ob_]ectlon defeats 1t=elf from these consid-
erations, -

(1.) Creative power is an inherent attnbute of
the self-existent and eternal God and he cannot
‘delegate his attributes.

(2.) If Jesus Christ did it for him; and he was not
truly God himself, then it follows that Jesus Christ
credted himself, ¢ for he created all things that are
‘ereated,” and there can be but one uncreated being
in the universe.

(8.) It contradicts the Bible, for that (as we have
shown from " Isaiah) proves that the Cieator did it
by himself ALONE. " If Jesus Christ created these
things, 'and he was not truly God, then Jehovah did
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it not, as he says he did. -Hear him again, *“Iam
the LORD that maketh all things, that stretcheth
forth the héavens alone,  that spreadeth abroad -the
‘earth BY. MYSELF.” - If the ‘works of creation
and the language which the msplred writers use in’
. respect to Chnst, do not prove his self-existence, we
can certamly have no proof of any self-existent be-
ing in the universe, “We have now proved that Je-
kovah created all thmgs, and the Lord Je.ma created
all things, and it follows that they‘are one in nature,
that is; that Jesus Christ in his divine nature is God,
-or there are lwo Almlghty, Self-exnstent Creators'
which is an absurdlty. s
. 2..God by the mouth of the praphet speaks of the
Messiahi as possessing unereated existence. - < But
thou Bethlehem . Ephrate, though thou be - little-
among the thousands of Judah, yet out of thee shall
he come forth unto me, that is to be Ruler in Israel,
whose goings forth have béén from of 6ld.; even from
EVERLASTING:” -Mich. 5:2... This corresponds
precisely with what the Lord Jesus says of himself
< 1 am the first and the last. " I am ‘he that liveth
and was dead, and behold I am alive forevermore,
Amen; and have the keys of death anid hell.” Rev.
1:17, 18. “Iam Alphaand Omega, the beginning and
the endmg, saith the Lord, which is, and which was,
and whichis to come, the ALMIGHTY. Rev 1:8.
Here is testimony that Jesus Christ is (in somie sense
at least,) the FIRST and the LAST; that is, he is
the fountain of all created existence, and in him is
the final consummation of time and things. Jeho-
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vah applies to himself the titles of *¢ first and last,”
and says beside him there'is no God.”. ’Isa. 44:6.
If, then, the terms first and last, when applied to Je-
hovah, ,prq've his uncréated” existence and “eternity,
.what do-the same' terins prove when Jesus Christ
applies them to himself—and teaches us that He is
‘the Firstand the Last? God also - testifies, as - we
have ‘just _seen, thdt Christ is one ¢ whose goings
forth have beenfrom of old, even from everlasting.”
Now, shall we-believe that his “ goings forth  have
been from everlasling’,”. from the coumless dates of
etermty, or shall we'not? Itis either-as God has said,
or it is not so. How then must it appear, to see a
man, a ﬁmic man, rise up and say, ¢ Jesus Chist is
not unorlglnated # that is, ¢ he is not.from eternity
in his existence ?. But, alas!- how this sounds when
it comes from a Christian, and a prqfessed minister
of Jesus Christ!! Is it possible that believers in the
truths of revelation shall use the same language in
reJation to -the character of Christ that- infidels
.do? and both agree thdt there was never any incar-
_pation of the_Divine Bemg. - From the foregoing
remarks and quotations from the holy book of - God
it is' evidently_ proved that Jesus Christ in his_di-
vine nature is uncrealed, and if uncreated his exis-
tence'is efernal, -and if his existence is eternal he is
God. Then to his name be ascribed Glory, Power
and Dgxmmon forever and ever.
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'CHAPTER UL

A brief view of the wovship -which is addressed to
our Lord Jesus Christ; and uhzch aclmowledges
him to be God.

#« THOU wh ose all providential eye surveys,
‘Whose hand directs, whose Spirit filisand warms
Creation, and holds émpire far beyond !
Eternity’s Inhabitant august !
Of two eternities amazing Lord ¢
One, past ere man’s or angels had -began!

"~ Aid, while I rescue from the foe’s as?dixlt”
The holy  worship of thine only Son,
‘Who from Eternity was God with thee !
Aid thon my pen while I shall now describe,
¢ A theme forever, and for all, of weight,
Of moment infinite ! bit relished most, ~
By those who love thee most, who most adare.”

If the Bible proves that Jesus. Christ is worshlp-
ed on earth and in heaven as God, certainly this
must end all dispute as it relates to the Godhead
of the adorable Savior. -~ We are expressly forbid-
den by the Almighty Jehovah, to-fall down and
worship eny thing in heaven or inm earth, or in
the. waters ‘under the earth, save Iumseb" alone.
This idea is as clearly set-forth on the pages of ‘in-
spiration, as it is that there is any God atall. And.
it is as clearly shown by the same book that Jesus
Christ is worshiped as God, . as it is that Jehovah'
is thus worshiped. -The man who reads the vol-
ume of divine truth and does not see this must shut
his eyes:— \

« 2y . . fAnd lm]d with joy,
3Forth from his dark and lonely hiding place.
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Portentous sight ! Owlet infidelity !

Sailing on-obscene wings athwart the noon,

Drops his blue-fringed lids, and holds them close,.
And hootmg at the glorious sun in heaven,

Cries out, “Where is it2" -

1. Jesus Christ is worshiped jointly with the
Father and the Holy Spirit by his people both in
heaven and on earth In proof 'of this we willcon-
sider the numerous benedictions of an apostle on
the Christian churches:. ¢ Grace to-you and peace
from God our Father and the Lord Jesns Christ.”
Rom. 1:7. 1 Cor.1:3. 2 Cor. 1:2, Gal. 1:3. Eph. 1:2,
and 6:23. Phil. 8. Col. 1:2. 1 Thess. 1:1. 2. Thess.
1:2. Here the same blessing from God the Father
and the Lord Jesus Christ is conferred Hy aninspired
man no less than eleven times, The Father and
Son are associated. together without any disparity
in their characters, or claims to supreme divine
worship! ¢ Go ye therefore and teach all nations,
baptizing. them in (eis) the name of the Father, and
of the Son nd of the Holy Ghost. Mat, 28:18.
It is admitted on all hands that baptism is an act of
religious worship, and taking the common English
version as it stands we have it ¢ In the name,” that
is, by the authority of the sacred three. Butas Uni-
tarians believe the Holy Ghost to be only ¢ an ener-
gy, influence, or power, of The. Father, it follows, if
they are corréct, that baptism is performed by the
anthority of Jehovak and a created being and an
influence! 'This would be mere tautology. When
the person is baptized in the name of the Father,
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.certainly that includes all his atiributes, then why
baptize in the name of one of these attributes again?
But who will deny that -Jesus Christ is worshiped
in this act even as the Father is worshiped?.

Every person who reads the original of this pas-
sage, knows that the literal translation is, ¢ Go ye,
therefore, teach all nations, baptizing them info
(eis) the name,” &c. Eis o onoma literally means,
as we have stated already, inlo the name. - With
this translation of thie preposition eés Unitarianism
necessarily sinks one step lower. 'The candidate is
baptized into the recognitionof the Father, Son, and
Holy Ghost as his God. - A late writer on Unita-
rianism* has tried to free his system from the  bur-
den this passage throws upon it; but évery scholar
who réads-his work will see that he tried in vain,
But Christ has settled this point when -he says; that
¢« All men should honor'the Son, even. as they hon-
or the Fathier.” -John 5:28. If the Father be hon-
ored as Creator, then the Son is to be honored in the
same manner. If the Father be honored as Almigk-
- ty, Preserver, or as the God of boundless perfec-
tions and glory; the Son claims the same honor.
Again, we read ¢ Grace, mercy, and peace, from
‘God the Father and from our Lord Jesus Ch¥ist.” 1
Tim. 1:2. Tit. 1:4. 2John 3. Rev.1:4, 5. < Ey-
ery tongue shall-confess that Jesus Christ ‘is Lord
to the glory of God the Father.” Phil. 2:11. * Qur
Lord Jesus Christ, and God, even our Father, cont-

* M. Morgridge, @ preacher-of the Chri,sxiun denomination.
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_ fort your hearts and stablish yon.” . 2 Thess. . 6:16.
““Every creature. which is in heaven and in earth,
" heard I saying, Blessing and. Honol -and Glm*y and
Power be unto hin that smeth upon the throne and
unto the Lamb forever and ever.”” Rev. 5:18. From
the above declaration of the word of God, it is evi-
‘dent that the worship done to the Father is alse
- proffered to the Son, that' it is-the same in quality
and essence. Not the least shade of a difference
can be made to appear. ‘Then we have fully sus-~
tained the proposition that Jesus Christ is worship-
ed jointly with the Father and Holy Spirit, both
in heaven and on earth., Nor does it seem.rational
that the Father would be associated with a mere
creature in such acts  of solemn worship, after hav-
mg expressly said that he alone ‘wounld be worship-
ed and adored by all the saints ‘on earth and all the
spirits that shine in his presence above.

2. Acts of divine worshlp offered to Jesus Christ
' alone both in heaven and on earth.

¢ All hail the great Immanuel’s name,
Let angels prostrate fall,
Bring forth'the royal diadem,
And crown Him LORD of A4, )

Dear to the saints of God is the privilege of wor-
shiping him who washed them in his own blood
and made them Kings and Priests to God. . Though
they may be aceused by Unitarians of ¢ worshiping
God and {wo other beings,” or of being gross idol-
aters, yet while they think of the bower of prayer,
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they say, with bosoms heaving with love to the Re-
deemer, and to the Lord Jesus:
“ How oft have I knelt on the evergreen there,
And poured out. my soul-to my Savior in prayer.”’
Says. the blessed Savior,  Where two or three
are met in my name, there am 1.” Mat. 18:20. To
meet in his name, is to meet for-his worship. ¢ And

" they stoned Stephen, -calling upon -God and saying,
Lord Jesus, receive my spirit.” Acts 7:59.. 'The
word ¢ God* is not in the original, we frankly al-
Jow. And it is strange that Unitarians should seize
this circumstance, thinking that leaving the word
God out, would benefit theirsystem. . Who did Ste~
phen pray to with his dying breath, when he said,
Lord Jesus, receive my spirit? The word (epika-
loumenon,) which is translated ‘¢ calling upon, and
saying,” literally means toinvoke, or {dpray, there-
fore it is evident he prayed to the Lord Jesus. Who

else would the saint of God commit his soul to, at
this last crisis? But this prayer of Stephen, the

Martyr, A. D. 88, was not a singular prayer. The

primitive Christians, in the days of the apostles,

prayed to Jesus Christ usually, "Says Paul, « Unto
the church of .God that isat Corinth, to them that

are sanctified in Christ Jesus, called to be saints, with
all that in every place call upon the name of Jesus
Christ our Lord, both theirs and ours.” 1 Cor. 1:

2. No rational man can help seeing, that according:
to these words, all-the sainls called upon the name
of Jesus Christ, that is, they prayed to him. Did
they pray to a mere crealure? How appilling the
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thought. They were bred from infancy to-worship
God only, and they had the most tonvincing proof
of the ‘Godhead of the Savior, or they would not
have worshiped him as God. Butwe hive anum-
ber of passdages more to this very point. ¢ In the
name of Jesus Christ of Nazareth, rise up .and
walk.” Aects. 8:6. This is a most solemm appeal to
his Almighty power. “Wash away thy sins, calling
on the name of the Lord.” Acts 22:16. “The
Lord Jesus Christ be with thy spirit.”?” 2'Tim. 4:
22, «But grow in grace, and in the knowledge of
our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ, to whom be glo-
ry, now and forever. Amen.”” 2Pet. 8:18. ¢ When
he bringeth hisfirst begotten into the world, he saith,
Let all the angels of God worship him.” "~ Heb.'1:6.
¢ And I beheld and ‘heard thevoice of rany" an-
géls round about the throne, and the beasts, and the
elders, and- the numbey of them was ten thousand
times ten thousand, 'and thousands of thousands,
saying with a loud voice, Worthy is the Lamb that
was slain to receive Power, and Riches, and Wis-
dom, and "Strength, and Honor, and Glory, and
Blessing.” Rev. b5:11, 12.  Are not the loftiest
strains of angelic worship due to the Lamb even in
heaven?and shall we be called . idolaters because
we worship him in feebler strains below ?
« Well crowd his gates with thankful songs,
High as the heavens our Voices raise,

And earth, with her ten thousand tongues, . -
Shall fill his courts with sounding praise.”

"Thus we see the Savior is ‘worshiped in heaven,
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and on earth a]one, and as' God. But one or two
“testimonies more in regard to the devotions of the
apostles and early disciples of Christ. And they
prayed and said, Thou, Lord, that knowest the hearts
of all men.” Acts 1:24. 'The church was his pe-
culiar care, for Jesus Christ was the head over all
things to the church, and it- was with the. utmost
propriety, that they should call upon him while they
were choosing a person to fill the same place and

office, that one whom he had formerly chosen him-
self, had dccul)xed Itis alao cvidént that the disci-
ples, after his resurrection, applied the titles Lord
and God to him mdxﬁ‘erent]y ¢ Lord, wilt thou at-
this time restore again the kingdom to Israel.” Acts
1:6. < Philip, speakmv to him says, My Lord and
my God.” John 20:28.

But lastly on this - pomt We read in the begm-
ning.of the ninth chapter of the Aects; that -Saul
breathed out threatenings and slaughter against the
disciples of the Lord. © When the Lord appeared
to him, he inquires, ¢“ Who art thou, Lord,” ¢ and
the Lord said, I am Jesus.” The same Lord.ap-
peared to Ananias, and Ananias said to him, ** Lord,
1 have heard by many of this man, how much evil
he hath done to thy sainls at Jerusalem, and here
he hath authority from the chief priests to bind
ALL THAT CALL UPON THY NAME.” An-
anias went to Saul and told him, ¢ The Lord even
Jesus that appeared unto thee in the way as thou
comest, hath SEN'T ME, that thou mightest receive
thy sight.” 'This same Lord told Apanias that Saul
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was a chosen vessel unto. liim, and that he must
suffer much for his . name® “sake. Aects 9:16. But
when Paul rehearsed this-story in bis: defence.
Acts 22, he says; ““ Ananias came unto me, and stood,
and said unto me, Brother Saul, receive thy sight,
and the same -hour I looked up upon him.” And he
said thée GOD of our futhers hath chosen thee,”
&e. Trom this we see that the Christians of the
apostles’ days prayed or called upon the name of the
Lord Jesus generally, and this was a distinguishing
characteristic of Christians,-that they prayed to Je-
sus Christ. . Again, we see that the same persou is
called Jesus, Lord, and God, in this transaction, '
even the God of the Hebrew Fathers. Certainly
this is sufficient evidence that Jesus Christ was, and
is, worshiped on  earth, and in heaven as God, and
consequently, when Trinitarians worship Him as
such, they cannotJustly be termed idolaters.

\
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CHAPTER 1V.
The ‘Oﬂ'zni'scz'mce nf Ao'wr Lord Jesus Chrisf.

Tuat our Saviot is omniscient is flatly contradic-
ted by Unitarians. - But if we prove he had this at-
tribule of Jehovah; (and it is presumed. that no.one
will pretend that God ever delegated his attributes,)
that it-belonged to oui Savior, that - he possessed it,
we shall prove Unitarianism to be false in another
fundamental point. Omniscience is that-attribute
of God, ‘by which he knows the thoughts, and even
the imagénalions of ‘the thoughts of all hearts. He .
sees the end from the beginning, and truly knows all
the intermediate circumstances, Now; if we can
prove that this power was possessed by our Lord,
we shall prove him, in his divine nature, to be God,
or we must acknowledge that there are two be-
ings possessing this attribute, which can be possess-
ed by Jehiovah alone; this again would be an absur-
dity. Buat we will bring forwmd the testimony of
our Lord himself on this point. ¢ As the Father
knoweth me, even so know I the Fatlier.” - John
10:15, If this asserts the omniscience of the Fa-’
ther, which none, we think, will deny; it also proves
the ommiscience of the Son. What man would
dare face his Maker with a blasphemy like this, and
say, °“ I'know all about him who made me, as well
as he knows me?” What angel would dare lift up
his head before the throne, and say, ¢ J know Him
that sits on that throne as he knows me?” Angels
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would tremble to hear such blasphemy avowed by
any created being! Indeed, it would be the height

of blasphemy, for any created being, in heaven, or

on eaith, orin hell, to make such a stitement as this!

This testimony of Jesus Christ must make the

council of anti-christ tremble. - Remember that the

Son states, that he knows.the Father, .in "the same

sense that the Father knows him. 'This includes

the heighths and depths of omniscience! - Even the

mind of God was known by him; his plans, his de-

signs, were all known; the stupendons scheme of
salvation was concerted by the Father, Son, and-
Holy Ghost, before all worlds. . But -mark their

love for man.

“ Eternal love— .
Harp litt up thy voice on high—Eternal Love— -
- Eternal sovereign love and sovéreign grace,
‘Wisdom, and power, and mercy infinite !

The Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, God,

Devised the wondrous pldn~—deviécd achieved;
“And in acluevmg, made the marvel more.”

But to the testimony agam. ¢ Jesus knowmv
their thoughts.” Mat. 12:25. ¢ He knew what was
in man, and- needed not that any should testify of
man.” John 2:24.  ““‘Therefore, judge nothing
before the time, until the Lord come, who both will
bring to light the hidden things of darkness, and
will make manifest the counsels of the hearts, and
then shall every man have»prmse of God.” 1 Cor.
4:5. “ Thou, Lord, which knowest the hearts of all
men, show. whether of these two thou hast chosen.”
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Acts 1:24. . ¢ Lord, (said Peter,) thou knowest
all things, thou knowest that T love thee.”” John 21:
17. “] am he that searcheth the reinsand the
heart.” Rev. 2:28. - We might multiply scripture
testimony on this subject;- but in the mouth of two
or three witnesses, the truth will be established.
If these texts do not prove that our Lord Jesus was
* omnisciént, there can be no proof brought from the
sacred volume to sustain the idea that Jehovah is
omniscient. 'We have then the saine testimony of
the omiiscience of Christ that we have of his exis-
tence; for we have proved it by his‘own testimony
and the testimony -of his apostles. If we repose
confidence in their testimony of the existence of
'such a person as Christ, why not place the same
confidence in their testimony concerning his char-
acter. - He so perfectly understood all the secret
windings of the human soul, that he needed not,
that any should instruet him. Infidels generally ac-
knowledge the existence of such a person as Jesus
Christ; but his character they doubt. - - There is, in
fact, no person that knows that there is no God, yet
many doubt it. Neither is there any one that knows
‘that Jesus Christ was not omniscient, yet some
doubt it. 'This is all they can do,unless they are pos-
sessed with the attribute of omniscience themselves.
Very many nay be found, who' have commenced
doubting one truth of revelation after another, because
it could not be completely comprehended by their
feeble minds, until they have landed themselves on
the dangerous shores of infidelity. .'The very mo-
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ment that one trath which is plainly taught -in. the °
Bible, is rejected, the way to mﬁdehty is paved.
‘T'o that individual
¢ The gate of hell stands open nighi and dgy,
Smooth-the descent, and easy is the way !’

It seems to us to be marvellous credulity, for. a
man to believe that a creature, a finite being, crea-
ted at first and still sustains the universe. And it
is equally marvellons mcleduhcy, to disbelieve in
the omniscience of the Creator and Governor of the
universe. A man that can believe that a crealure
made all things—all intelligences, in heaven and
in earth—and yet that that.creature did not possess
the power of knowing all things of himself; that
is, inhereutly, need never charge his fellow men
with believing ¢ mysteries,” while his own theory
contains the mystery, that a_ crealure crealed him-
3elj'l -

There is but one uncreated bemg 5 and Jesus
Christ created all created beings: therefore, if he
is a created being, he must have created himself;
and if he is uncreated, he must be that one uncrea-
ted being, and consequently God.. Now this prop-
osition can be, ‘and is, as clearly demonstrated, as
that ““two straight lines cannot enclose a space,”

Indeed, it is an aaxtom, and needs no demonstra-
tion; for it is self-evident the moment it is mention-
ed. To say that a ereature was uncreated is folly.
And to-say that an uncrealed being is a creature, is
consummate folly. Now Jesus Christ is either a
creature wholly, or in part, or he is not. If he is
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uncreated in perf, he is so far God. If heis a
crealure entire, he was self-created entire, or he did
not MAKE all things, as the Bible expressly declares;
and this last ground makes us #nfidels.. And is it
the case- that the Almighty Crealor was not omnis-
cient? 1f he was not, there is no leing that is; and
consequently there is no God—no all-wise God,.in
the universe! No such God as the Bible describes,
and the fool had it right, when he said in his heart:
“ There is no God.”” If there is no such God as
the Bible describes, jt .is probable there is none . at
all. 'While we follow out the logical result of -the
doctrine that makes the Creator himself a creature,
how it chills the.flames of devotion an\d piety; and
how soul-abhorrent it is to the devoted follower of
the Liord Jesus Christ, who i is over all; God blessed
forever. Amen.

But to impress this thought on the mind of the
reader, we will give it the form of -a syllogism.

Jesus Christ created every creature in the uni-

verse.

Jesus Christ himéelf was a creature.

Therefore, Jesus Christ ereated himself,

There is no such thing as evading this, and this,
with all its absurdity, is Unitarianism—naked, plain,
unvarnished Unitarianism. But we will -try the
propositions of Trinitarians, by the same sollogis-
tic method of reasoning.

That being that is sel{-existent is God

Jesus Chnst is self-existent.

Ergo:-Jesus Christ is God..
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The Lord Jesus Christ is either created or he is
not ; and ‘here is the unequivocal, logical result of
both propositions. Which do you choose?

If the Lord Jesus is a- finile being, if he is not

. omniscient, paradventure while his children pray,
his mind is occupied with some other business, and
he will not kriow that they are calling upon him.
and especially:if he is finite, and occupies but one
place at the same time, he is not able to meet with
all that meet in. his name, and for his worship, and
consequently: cannot fulfill his precious promise. In
this case, it would be totally unsafe to comnmit the
keeping of our departing spirits into his hands, as
did the holy Stephen. - But with his own declara-
tions before ns, we will run all the risk there is in
believing in his omnipresence, and omniscience,
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CHAPTER V.

The wisdom of - our Lord Jesus Christ, is the wis-
dom of Jehovah: thervefore, tn lhis respect, he'is
God. - S S
Carist truly possessed all the deep treasures of
uncreated wisdom, ‘even the -wisdom .of Jehovah,
and this again, thus far, constitutes his perfect di-
vinity, We wish it still borne in-mind that Christ
had, as we have clearly proved by God’s holy word,
the nature that other men have, that is, humaen na-
ture. This point, we conclude, has been fully sus-
tained. 'And.as it respects his divine nature, we
have already proved, that the existence of Christ
was underived, that he is worshiped as'God, in
heaven and on earth, and that he was possessed of
the allrtbule of omniscience in its full extent. 'Fhe’
object of the present chapter is to show that his
wisdom was not the wisdom of a erealed mind, but
it was that wisdom which flows alone from the un-
failing fountain of his Godhead, and is boundless
as the realm of infinite extent over which the. Al-
mighty sways his sceptre. In proof, then, of the
present positiou, we appeal to the veracity of the
holy volume, whichsays, ¢ To the only wise God:
our Savior, be glory, and majesty, dominion and
power, both now and ever. Amen.” Jude, 25.
Here Jesus Christ is addressed as the only wise
GOD OUR SAVIOR, and the highest tribute of
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praise ascribed to his venerable name. Again, he
is said to be ¢ Christ, the power of God, and the
wisdom -of God.” 1 Cor. 1:24. And an apostle
informs us that < in him are hid-ell the treasures of
wisdom and knowledge.” Mark: ALL the TREAS-
URES of wisdom and knowledge are hid in. him.
1s there any wisdom which he hag not? Here, then,
he is plainly described as possessing infinite and
unibounded wisdom, which can belong only to that
Being whom we call God. His boundless wisdom'
“is most ¢learly seén in the works of hls hands.
For, ’
Lo« Who turns his eye on imtu_ré’s midnight face,
But must inquire—* Whiat hand behind the scene,
What arm Almighty put these wheeling globes
In motion, and wound up the vast machine ?
Who rounded in his hand, these spacious orbs ?
Who rolled thiem flaming through the dark profound,
Numerous as the glittering f;éms-of motning dew,
Or sparks, from populous cities in ‘a blaze,
And set the bosom of old night on fire ?
Peopled the deserts, and made horror smile %

If, then, his works do not prove his uncreated wis~
dom and design, we can have no idea that any
_being in the universe possesses these qualifica~
tions. .

‘St. Paul u‘nhesitatingly affirms that “in him
dwelleth all the fullness of the Godhead bodily.”
(Theotelos somatikos) Col. 2:9. He does not say,
¢ the God™ dwelleth in him, but the Godhead (the-
otetos.) . This original word signifies ¢ State of be-
ing, or divine nature, the infinite attributes essen-
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tial to such a nature.”. Bodily, (somatikos,) sig-
nifies truly, or really, in opposition to a  typical, or
Jiguratjve residence. 'Then we. understand that
God dwelt in the. person of Jesus Christ essential-
ly, substantially, and personally, as the human soul
dwells in, and vivifies the body.. 'This explains
what he said to Philip. * He that hath seen me;-
hath seen the Father;” and “I-amin the- Father,
and the Father in me.”> Then, if the Bible can be
relied upon astestimony, we think this point, also,
sustained. If the'Bible is not to be taken as deci-
sive evidence, we -must change-our- position, and,
instead of proving the holy doctrine of the divinity
of Jesus Christ from that, we must turn and strike
against gross infidelity and prove. the Bible to be
the truth of God. - But-admitting the ‘blessed Bible
to be true, as we trust all who profess the Chris-
tian religion.will do, we may safely proceed to
show the contaminating error of denying the divin-
ity and hiumanity of the Son of God. Were it not
for -this blessed mirror, that reflects upon us the
purity of the upper world, we should know but lit-
tle of the mode’ of the supreme existence. With=
out this lamp to illumine our benighted world, we
might wander as fuurmves, in darkness, through the
scenes of this transient world, and sink at last, in
tempests and in storms, beneath the sable waves of
an eternal night, when none should weep our fall,
and none record our name. But, thanksbe to Heav-
en, for tl}le inexpressible gift of the holy volume.
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Then why not beheve its: most posmve declara-
tions?

If. Jesus Christ is the wisdom and power of God,
he is'so tnherently, orthis wisdom and power is del-
egated to him.” Shall we-suppose that God' delega-
ted his own wisdom and power? Candor will re-
ply no; and yet we may as well expect that he del-
egatéd all his wisdom, as that he' delegated erealive
powér. . But see what had God left to himself after
delegating his-power and wisdom? ‘If.Jesus Christ
was not God; as Unitarians assert; but only *a god”
in the subordinate sense that Moses was called god,
then the result is, that the Father was inactive or in-
ert, while Clirist’ has heen creating the worlds, and
that the Father had neither wisdom nor power, be-
cause Christ had all wisdom, and all- power, in
heaven and in earth! Now the fact is that Jesus
Christ, the wisdom and power of God, was one with
God from eternity, as says the word of inspiration.
¢ I was.set up from everlasting, from the beginning
or ever the earth was. When there were no depths
I was brought forth, when there were no fountains
abounding with water. Before the mountains were
settled, before_the hills was I brought forth. When
he prepared the heavens, 1.was there; when he set
a compass upon the face of the deep, when he es-
tablished the clouds above, when he strengthened the
fountains of the deep; when he gave to the sea his
decree, that the water should not pass his com-
mandment, when he appointed the foundations of
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the earth: then I was by him, as one brought' up
with him, and T was daily his delight, rejoicing al-
-ways before him.” Prov. 8:28—30.
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_CHAPTER VL ]
The Omnipresence of our Lord Jesus® Chaist.

Tugze are, we think, very few who profess to be-
lieve the record God has given of his Son, who
would avow the doctrine that the Almighty was con~
fined to any particular location. = Very few Chris-
tians would fall-in with the idea that Jehovah could
be in only-one place at a time. 'There is but -one
omnipresent being of which we-can possibly form
any conception whatever. That being that can be
present in all parts of the world and in the celestial
regions at the same time, must be omnipresent. If
that being is not omnipresent, we have no proof of
any omnipresent being, But that there is such a
being, no believer in God will deny, or seriously
doubt. If, then, we can prove that Jesns Christ is
omnipresent, that is, that he can be in more places
than one at the same time, we shall prove him to
be God, in his divine nature. We will- appeal to
his own words on this point. < Where fwo or three
are gathered together in my name, there am I in the
midst of them.””> Mat. 18:20. < Lo I am with you
always, even to the end of the world.” Mat. 28:
20. ¢ And no man hath ascended up to heaven, but
he that came down from heaven, eventhe Son of
man, which is in heaven.” John 8:13.

1. Wherever his children meet for worship, there
says the Savior, AM L. While his saintsare assem-
bled, they do not have to wait for him to come, but
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he is already there. 'Ten thousand congregations
meet on every holy Sabbath in his name, and @
find his promise verified. ‘The old, grey-headed
veteran of the cross, while in the sanctuary of God,
feels his heart warmed with the presence of his Sa-
vior; and with his countenance brightening up with
rapture; exclaims, ¢ I know my Redeemer lives, I
feel him in my soul, the hope of glory.”- Says the
young convert, while tears gather in his eyes, <1
know in whomn I have believed; I feel he is with
me now.” . If, indeed, the blessed - Jesus was not
ommplesent what a death-blow would it strike at
the root. of Christian enjoyment. 'The Christian
says from the éentre of his soul:

“ Blest Jesus, what delicious fere,
How sweet thine entertdiinments are, h
Never did angels taste above,
Redeeming grace and dying love.”

Take Jesus out of the assembly, and -all’ is gone;
and while he is present, if a prison, or a pit, is the
home of the Christian, he feels that he has the best
of company. 'The martyr has found him to be
present to help him in the curling flames, while the
hosts of heaven.meekly bow before him and cast
their crowns at his feet. Christian reader, do you
not feel and know him to be with'you while you
meet for his worship? Would not the chill of
dcath freeze your. devotions, if you thought that Je-
sus was not present wnh all his children? and w1th
you? .
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2. Wherever his people may be, his promise ‘can
cheer them. “Lo I am with you.”. While the
missionary is crossing the trackless deep, Jesus is
with him;, and at the same time he feels that he is
with his brethren and sisters whom he has left, and
upon whose faces he has gazed for the last time un-
til he meets them ¢ where no farewell tear is shed.>”
The minister of Jesns, while be faces the storms of
oppoéition and. of hell, confides in his omnipresent
Savior. If this were, not so, how sad must be his
soul, while called to leave his father, mother, broth-
ers, and sisters, and no Jesus to go with-him. How
- this idea must paralyze his zeal for God.. Butto
know he has his Jesus within, reigning in his soul, and
fighting hisbattles for him, nerves his heart with holy
ardor for the arduous task. Every Christian in the
dying hour, wants a present Savior, and may haye
one, ¢ven him who died and lives forever-more.

¢ All hail! triumphant Lord,
Eternal be thy reign;
.Behold the nations wait,
To wear thy gentle chain.
‘When earth and time are known no more; }
Thy throne shall stand forever sure,”

8. What he said to Nicodemus proves beyond
the shade of a doubt that he was omnipresent.
While he is now speaking to him, and conversing
with him, he says he is even in heaven. No one
will pretend that he was trying to deeeive Nicode-
mus, yet if he was'not omnipresent, he was prac-
ticing a most infamous deception upon him. e
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declared the ubiquity of his nature in positive
terms. Who, we would ask; but ¢“he who fills
heaven and earth,” could, in truth, make such a
declaration as our Savnor here made? Now the
question is, shall we believe what Jesus Christ said,

or shall we not? If we do credit his assertion, can
we believe him to be a mere creature? ~ Afterall he
has said on this' subject, - Unitarians  maintain that
“he is not an or'nuipgesent‘being, but a finite creature,
and the Holy Spirit'only an energy, atiribute, or pow-
er of Jehovah, Let the candid reader now say,
if we have not proved: the omnipresencé of the
Lord Jesus Christ? According to his own words,
can he not'be present on earth and in heaven at the
same time? Truth will answer he can. If he is om-
nipresent, Unitarianismis found tobe erroneous in a
most fundamental point. We have on no point yet
exhausted the Bible testimonies, nor.do we wish to,
for it would be quoting almost the entire Bible,
The doctrine of the. divinity of Christ, and of the
trinity in unily of the Godhead, runs through the
whole blessed volume. " If two or three positive
declarations of God’s word, will not prove a prop-
osition, which is in accordance with the general ten-
or of the Bible, to be the truth, we must despair of
proving any thing by the Bible.
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CHAPTER VIL v
- The Immulability‘ of our Lord Jesus Ckrz'srt

NOTW!THSTANDING all that may have been smd
by Unitarians in opposition to thé doctririe of the im-
mutability of Jesus Christ, yet we think this hy-
pothesis is easily sustained by the-word of inspira-
tion, Men are-subject to change as says one of
old, « Thou changeat his countenance and sendest
him away.” Angels are likewise changeable, and
are charged with folly. But there is one being who
changes not, and  with. whom 1is no variableness
. nor shadow'df turning.” James 1:17. It must be
evident to any candid mind that that Being who
eternally was and is the same must be uncreated.
Then, if we prove Jesus Christ to have been in any
sense ¢mmutable, thus far we shall prove him to be
God. - We will therefore hear the words of the Al-
rnighty himself as testimony on this controverted
point. ““ And of theangels he saith, whe maketh his
angels spirits and his ministers a flame of fire,. but
unto the Son he gaith, «Thy throne, O GOD, - is
Jforever and ever, a sceptre of righteousness is-the
sceptre of thy kingdom.” Heb. 1:7, 8. Here we
have the word of Jehovah to prove his throne of
power to be (aiona {0t aionos,) eternal, and eter-
nally the same. ¢ Jesus Christ the same, yesterday,
to-day and forever,” (aionos.) Heb. 13:8. Here
then is a sure foundation for the saints of God to
build their hopes of eternal felicity upon. The



THE MANUAL. 49

thmgs of this life are fluctuating, but the Cre-
ator, and Redeemer, and.the Savior of the
world changes mot. He -is the same. 'I'he
terms “yesterday, to-day, and forever,” fully . ex-
press his eternity. The same language is ap-
plied to Jehovah; and the same sense is. conveyed
when God said to Moses, “Jam that I AM.” Exod.
8:14. Now this august title is often applied to Je-
sus Chrlst, to denote his eternal existence; that is,
eternity of duration is ‘said to belong tohim. Then,
if the Bible proves the immutability of Jehovah, it
does also that of our-Lord" Jesus. Christ. For he
spread out the mighty curtam of the skles, ‘and
yet :

“ His throne eternal a‘geeil staod,

Ere seas or hills were mades

He is the ever-living God,

) Were all the nations dead.”

How exceedingly vain would it be to apply to any
creature in the universe the titles applied to Jesus
Christ. 'To which of the* angels could Jehovah
say, « Thy throne, O GOD, is forever and ever?”?
He could say this tonone of the angels, because they
are creatures; that is, they are created beings.
The Son is either a creature or be is not, and

If he is uncreated, he is self-existent;

If he is self existent, he is eternal;

And if he'is eternal, he must be God

Therefore, if Jesus Christ is uncreated, e muat
be God. ‘

Then, lsxpo‘n his Almighty, immutable arm we may
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rest secure; but if he is not immutable, be may fail
us in the time of our greatest- heed. * And if the
foundation be destroyed,” what ‘shall the righteoiis
do?” ‘But, notwithstanding aII the attacks that
have been made upon his precmus character, by
hell, ann-clmst and -the devil, he still is to _the
Christian his. only refuge, his hzdmg place, and his
everlasting reward beyond ‘the’ grave. His" lan-
guage is,. wlnle he reflects on him who bore his sor=
rows on the tree, * Jesus is all to iy soul R
Yet LT
“Some take him & ereature to be,
A man or ani ange} at most :
Sure these have not feelings like me,
Nor know themselves wretched and lost.
~ 8o guilty, so helpless am I,
1 could not confide in his word,

Nor on his protection-rely,
Unless I could call iim MY~ LORD.

If asked what of Jesus I think,

Thongh still my best thoughts are hubpoor,
1 say he ’s my meat and my dnnk,

My life, and my strength, and my store;
My shepherd, my husband, my friend,

My Savior from sin and from thrall;
My hope from beginning to end,

My portlon, my LORD, and my all.”

It is evident that Jesus Chirist could not have been
immutatle, and the same from eternity to eternity,
if he was ever created. The Word, or Wisdom,
(Logos,) that John speaks of as being in the begin-
ning with God, and as being God, must have been a
subslance or an ailribute. -If in his pre-existent
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state, he. was an_ aftribute of Jehovah, and was a
created being as Unitarians would have him, then it
follows, unavoidably, that God created his aflri-
butes! And if he is a substance created by the Fa-
ther, how could he be God? ¢« In the beginning
was the Word, and - the Word was with God, and
the Word was God.” " Jobn 1:1. 'If the first
time in thls text, John uses the word God (Theos,)
to signify Jehovah, what does it mean in the second
use he makes of it? ¢« The Word was God.» Is it
possible that there is an infinite difference in the
sense of this very word, used as it is, twice in the
same sentence? There is ‘a'n infinite difference be-
tween God and any of his creatures. So we come
to the conclusion, irresistibly, that as Jehovah is
immulable or unchangeable, so is the Son also in his
dlvme nature,
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CHAPTER VIII
The Ommpotence of our Lard Jesus Christ.

v

FEW, we think, in the Chrlstlan world would aver
that almiglity, nnhmlted power, could be possessed by
any being in the universe, but God alone. If there
can be more than one” omnipotent being; there can
be more than .one self-existent and eternal being..
But the Scriptures assuré us that there is only One
Yiving and true God. Then, again, if we prove Jesus
Christ to bave possessed omnipotent power, or that
he is a]mlghty, we.shull, by so. doing, show clearly
the fallacy of that doctrine which makes him a crea+
ture. It is denied by Unitarians that Jesus Christ
is ever called Almighty in the Bible. We will see.
But, in the first place, we wish to remark, that no
ereature is omntpolent. In Isa. 9:6, we read that
¢ he shall be called the mighty GOD,”-and not a
mighty god! ¢ I am alpha and - omega, the 'begin-
ning and the ending, saith the Lord, which is; and
which was, and which is to come, the ALMIGH-
TY. Rev.1:8. Again, *Thus saith the: Lord, the
king of Israel and his redeemeér, the Lord of hosts.
1 am the first and I am the last, and beside me there
is no God.” Isa.44:6. ¢ These things saith the
Jirst, and the last, {which was dead and is alive.”)
Rev. 2:8. The terms first and last signify one
whose exislence never began and will never cease.
No angel cau, in truth,say, that he is the first cause,
and . in himself is the consummation of all things.
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No c_reature isthe first and the last, and he who
says, HI is himself the first and last, testifies also,
that .he -is THE ALMIGHTY, Our argument,
then, from these declaratlons may be seen in the
following syllogysm. - -

The first and the last is ALM]GHTY

- JESUS CHRIST is the first and the last;
"Therefore, Jesus Christis ALMIGHTY.

-But it may be said, that ¢ there are two persons
who declare themselves to. be first and last.» If
that is admitted, these two persons must be one
essence orin nature, or we have fwo Almighty Be-
- ings, which makes two Gads;.and the FIRST and
the LAST expressly says, that there is no God be-
side himself. How much better it would ‘be for
Unitarians to confess what Christ himself says, that
He and his Father are one, than to be driven to the
unavoidable extremity of admitting {wo beings to
be God, or two Gods. . There are either two AI-
mighty Gods, or Jesus Chrlst, in-his divine nature,
is-one with the Father, or-He and his Father are
one. ° And they cease not day nor night, saying;’
Holy! Holy! Holy! Lord. God Almighty, which
was, and is, and is to come.” Rev. 4:8. Verse 11.
¢ For thon hast created all things.”” Here:

‘The Creator of all things, is the Lord God

Almighty.

Jesus Christ is the Creator of a]l things:

Therefore, Jesus Chr:st is the LO R.D GOD AL-
MIGHTY.

Admitfing he has but one nature, thls could not
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be trie; that is, it could not be true of his human
nalure. Says an apostle, ¢« Ye are complete in him,
which is the head of all prmclpahty and power.”
Col. 2:10. If Jesus Christ is the head of ALL
pi‘incipality and POWER, he possesses all power,
Here he is represented as not only standing at the
head of all power; but of all principality. This
conveys the same idea; as that ““by him all things
consist.” Col. 1:17. A few btief remarks may
show the eudence of the ommpoteuce of our bless-
ed Lord.

1, Creation is the work. of Omnipotence alone.
Creation signifies the production of being, where'
no being existed prior to such creation. The source
‘of all created existence is the self-moving energy of
.an unoriginaled, infinite, unlimited, and eter nal
cause; and that cause was evidently 'Jesus Christ in
‘his divine nature.

2. The Creator is necessarily the first couse; aid
in respect to all his works he must have exercised
kis own creative energy, not through a treature, for
no creature existed. As he was the oaly being
that then existed, he rhust have made all things for
himself, and by himself; and this the Bible most un-
equivocally affirms of our Lord Jesus Christ.

8. The works of creation could not have been
performed, qofficially, or by delegated power, be-
cause creative power is the sole attribute of Om-
nipotence. If all things were created by delegated
power, there must have béen one who delégated that
power, and anothér who received it; and this proves
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there were {wo beings in existence before the crea-
tion of any; and of course they were self-existent,
and consequently two, self-existent- Gods. . Again,
He that received the power delegated, could not
have had it before, consequently he was not- God;
and he who . delegated it must have ceased to pos-
sess it, comequently he. ceased to be God. - This
scheme . of Unitarians, then, must amount to this.
The- znﬁmte, eternal God, ceases to be God; and a
ﬁmte being—a creature—lmmedxately becomes such.
Agam, if Jesus Christ created the worlds by dele-
gated power, he did not make them for fimself, but
for him who. delegated and employed him. This
contradicts plain declarations of Seripture, which
say, that < Al things were made BY Hnm and FOR
Hnn.”

« Before the mountains were brought f‘orth ?
there must have been an infinile duration, in which
there was no creature in existence; anditis evi-
dent that all the éxisténce there could have been
was underived and unoriginated, congequently the
omnipotent Creator was all the existence there was
possibly in the universe. Now, we are expressly
told that Jesus Christ ** is before all things;¥ there-
fore the apostle considered him God. . There is,
then, the same evidence that Jesus Christ is om~
nipotent, that there is that he is the Creator of all
things; and there is the same evidence of his om-
nipotence, that there js of any Creator, or any God.
Christians may confide in this Almighty Deliverer
and Redeemer, who has conquered death, sin, hell
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and the devil, and has thie keys of death and belly
and into whose hands is placed all power in heaven
and earth. He -can open and no man shuts,
and He can shut and none opens. ]

While we are considering the character of God
our Savior, it would be well to mark his condescen-
sion for us, - For though e was rich, he became
poor, that we thlouoh his’ poverty might be rich??
It would have been condeecenuon in an angel; but
while we reflect ‘that ‘it was the’ Christ, Creator of
all things, that suffered while inhabiting a body like
ours, we may sink at his feetin humble ‘¢ontrition.
The blessed Savior died for us.

Lk Who nought deserved, who nnught deser\{ed but deatit,
Bavinig the vilest | Saving nié?- O love

Divine. O Savior God! O Lamb once slain {

At thouglit of thee, thy love, thy flowing blood, -

All thoughts decay, all things remembered, fade ;

All'hopes retnra ; all actions done by men

Or angels, disappear, absorbed and lost.”

The texts we hgve cited prove the omnipotence
of the Lord Jesus Christ, as clearly as words . can
express it, for his own mouth declares that he is
the Almighty.

(1) He is called the mighty God and the mlghty
God is the Almighty. -
(2.) The Almighty dxstmgmshes himself from all

his creatures by the appellations FIRST and' LAST,
Whlch was and which is.

* (8.) Jesus says He is thie first and the last.
(4.) 'These terms convey the same sense when
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applied to the Lord Jesus, that they do when ap-
plied to Jehovah.

- (5.) Jesus Chnst, in hns dlvme nature, is the Al-
mighty God, or there are fwo Almighty Gods, which
is absurd. Can a creature be proved.to be the Al-
mighty God? Certainly not. But we trust the
candid reader will very. readily see.that Jesus
Chrlst is called .ﬂlfmghty :
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CHAPTER IX
The equalzty of our Lord Jesus Clmst with God
the Father e -

Wk do not pretend that the humamty of our blessed
Lord was equal with God the Father, in power and
eternity. 'Irinitarians do not say that the humaen
nature of Christ was. the very and-eternal God,”
nor that there are three Gods, though frequently ac-
cused of such sentiments by their opposers. 'When
we speak of Jesus.Christ as being God, we speak
of him in his divine nalure. And when we speak
of him as man, we speak of him in his humanity.
Now thiz manner of speaking is in common use.
Says David: ¢ Why art thou cast down, O my
soul.” Here he seems to address his spirit, Again
he says, ¢ My flesh and my heart faileth,” so we
see him mentally speaking of his body, and yet none
supposes David was inconsistent in his express-
ion, and in fact this is the every day expression of
almost all persons,

But if the Bible speaks of Christ as equal with
God, heis so, or the Bible is not true. ¢ Who be-
ing in the form of God, thonght it not robbery to be
EQUAL WITH GOD.” Phil. 2:15. No man
nor angel can be said to be equal with God. But
our Lord thought it not robbery (arpagmon) to be
so, 'The original word (arpagmon,) which is trans-
lated *“ robbery,” signifies seizing by force. If he
had not been equal with God, it would have been
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« geizing by force” fof him - to have claimed equal-
ity, but there was no .robbery in his claiming that
which- belonged to him.. Butthe reader will indulge
us in making a few remarks on these words.

1. Jesus Christ . was elernally in the bosom of the
Father, and of the same dazzling glory with him.
2. He clothed ‘his brightness in a. human body.
While~he was tramﬁgured on the mount before
three of his disciples, he displayed some of his for-

“mer glory, that glory he had with the Father before
the world was. - 8. 'Weé see that if he had not been
equal with God, his ‘pretensions to equality must
have been not only robbery but blasphemy. 4. If
he possessed butone nature, and thet was derived,
or created nature, he cduld ‘not in.any sense have
been “equal with God,” for the highest grade of
creatures falls infinitely short of equality ‘with God,
6. 'T'o be ‘equal with God; is to be God, or there
are two Gods, which none will allow. - 6. In order
for Christ to have been equul with God, he must
have possessed equal power, and equal eternity of
existence, for how, (with any respect to truth;)
could the pen of inspiration call a ereatliure, whose
very existence was given to him by his' Creator,
equal with him? Yet, notwnthstandmﬂ his glory
with his Father before time began, qr creature was
formed, he-— _——

«Ts led b-y choice to take his’ glodmy.wa]iﬂ ,
Beneath Death’s dreary, silent cyprus shade,
Unpierced by vanity’s fantastic ray,

"To réad his monuments, to weigh’ his dust,
Visit his vaults and dwell among the tombs.”
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- Again: Jehovah ' says that Jle is™ his equal.
« Awake, O sword, agninst my shépherd, and the
man that is my fellow, (equal,) saith the Lord.”
Zech. 18:7. < Therefore the Jews sought the more
to kill him, bécause he had not only broken the
Sabbath, -but said also that God was his Father,
making himself equal with God, ¢ Then answered
Jesns; and said unto thein, Verily, verily, I say un-
to you, the Son can do nothing of himself, but what
he seeth the Father do,for what thingsoever He do-
eth, these also doeth the Son- likewise. - . For
as'the Father raiseth up the dead, and quickeneth
them, even so the Son quickeneth whom he. will.”
John 5:18--21. 'The Jews understood our Savior
right, when they said he made himself equal with
God; for he conveyed the obvious idea that they,
(that is, the Father and Son,) possess the same na-
ture. 'The Jews accused him of fwo crimes; one
was breaking ‘the Sabbath, the other was making
him the equal of God, We learn from what our
Lord said at this time, that—1. God does ho works
but what Christ also does. 2. The Son can do
nothing but what he sees the Father do, consequent~
ly if the Son has sinned, the Father also has sin-
ned. Ifthe Son has broken the Sabbath, the Fa-
ther has brokgn it also. 3. That such was the
union of natnre and design between them, that one
did nothing without the other, and what either did
was equally the work. of both. The text in
Zechariah, which we have just cited, proves this
equality beyond ‘the possibility of confutation.
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¢ The man that is my fellow,” (Heb. ye-al geber
amiti.) ‘The hero thatis with me. Heré i inspira-~
tion acknowledges the’ equality between the Father.
and Son. Again. - Jésus says, < He that hath seen
me hath seen the Father.”” . John 14:9. These
Words cur Lord addressed to Phlhp, when he wish-
ed Christ 'to stiow them the Father, He seemed
to possess the same foeling that-Moses did when he
said, ¢ I beseech thee show me thy glory.” “Exod.
88:18. .He was not with the three apostles to whom
‘the transfiguration was exhibited, and therefore was
in some degree, at least, excusable for making this
request. W-hat angel could in truth say to Philip,
$"If you have seen me, you have seen God?> Was
Jesus trying to deceive Philip- and _the rest of the
disciples? Certainly not. How could they under-
stand him to be a creature when he said this? He
also told them that he was in the Father and the
Father in him, and the very works that he did, the
Father that dwelt in him really performed. < I and
my FATHER are ONE.” John 10:30. Could
any -created being truly say, Y and God Almighty
are One?? Certainly no one would answer this
affirmatively. Well, Jesus did say this, and we
must acknowledge him to 'have been correct. With
these unequivocal declarations of inspiration before
us, how can we deny that the Lord Jesus, in his -
divine nature, was equal with the Father? And if
he possessed but one nature, and that derived, must
we not unavoidably suspect his veracity! ¢ Let
God be true and every man a liar.”—Peul. How
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supremely.irreverent it would be for usto call in
question the veracity of bim whose garmentsare
ursullied, whose ‘throne is unspotted, whosé mes-
sengets are the holy angels, whose palace is the
heaveéns, and who hurls the thunderbolts - of God,
and- guides the lightnings in their vivid march.
With what trembling awe should - we receive all his
precious instructions; and humbly sit at his feet, and
devoutly implore the guidance of his Spirit.

.
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. . _CHAPTER X. |
Jesus Christ, in his, divine nature, s God

“Aswe have before stated 'so we say again: if Je— .
sgs Christ possessed but one nature,-thdat must have
been derived or underived, created or uncreated. If
he possessed but one nature, and that was . created,
it would be blasphemy to call him God, in the sense
that we call Jehovah God. - We have already, in
Chapter iii., as we humbly conceive, proved that
Jesus Christ is an object of. divine worship; and this
is now urged as an evidence of his supreme divini-
ty. Indeed, it seems -almost unaccountable, that
any one who has read the second commandment, can
bow down and worship a being-whom at the same
time he acknowledges to be a crealure!. 'This
would be idolatry. But we see that the worship of-
Christ is placed in direct opposition to the worsInp
of idols. 1 Cor. 8:4—6..

It is evident that the same thmgs which in the
Old Testament are ascribed to Jehovah, are, in the
New Testament, ascribed to our Lord and Savior

Jesus Clmst ‘We add only a few.
Isa. 6.5—10. . John 12: 87—41

“Then said I wo is| *“ Butthoughhehaddone.
me! for I am undone,lso many miracles before
because I am a man ofjthem,. Ket they believed
unclean lips, for minejnot on him, that the say-
eyes have seen the King,|ing of Esaias the prophet
the LORD OF HOSTS.|might be fulfilled, which
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Then flew one of the
seraphims unto ‘me, hav-
ing a live  coal in his
-hand, which he had ta-
ken with the'tongs from
off the altar,  And he
laid ‘it upon my mouth,
and -said, Lo! this hath
touched. thy lips, "and

thine iniquity is taken,
away, and thy sin purged. |

Also, 1 heard the voice of]
the Lord, saying unto me,
‘Whom shall I send, and
who will go for us? Then
said I, here 'am I, send
me. -And he said, Go

and tell thispeople, Hear| .
ye indeed, but understand|_

not; and see .ye indeed,
but perceive not. Make
the - heart of this

heavy, -and shut their
eyes; lest they see with
their eyes, and hear with
their ears, and under-

stand with their heart,;-

and convert and be heal-
ed.”

Ps. 78:56.
¢ Yet they tempted and
provoked the most high
GOD, and kept not HIS
teslimontes.” -

eople| -
fat, and make -their ears| -

ANUAL.

the spake:—Lord, who
hath believed our report?
and to ‘whorn hath the arm
of' theLiord been revealed ?
Therefore ‘they conld not
believe, - because that E-
saias said again, He hath
blinded their” eyes and
hardened their heart, that
they shonld notsee with
their eyes, nor understand
with their heart, ‘and be
converted, and I should
heal thera. These things
said Esaias when he saw
his glory and  spake . of
him.? h

1 Cor, 10:9.

‘¢ Neither let us tempt
CHRIST, as. some of
them also tempted, and.
were destroyed of sere
pents.?
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We see, from these passages, that the Preserver,
Director, and Coritroller of all things, to whom the
Old Testament writers ascribe the name GOD; is
called Christ in the New Testament.

Butasfurther proofof the supreme divinity of our -
Savnor, we willtranscribe the testimony of John, ¢ In
the beginning'was the Word, and the Word was with"
God, and'the Word was God. The same was in the
begmmng with God. -All things were made by him,
and without him -was not any thing made that was
made.” John 1:1—38. - Verse 10. - And the world
was made by him.” It is evident that before there
was any creation, all was eternity. When creation
was not begun, ell that then existed was certainly
self- existent. Self-ewzsteme implies - eternal exis-
tence, John speaks in the manner in which Moses
spake when 'he said, ¢ In the beginning .God cre-
ated.”. ¢ Inthe begioning,” (En arche,) seems
to’ carry our minds-back as far as our . finite
capacities can extend, and at thattime (if we may
thus speak,) this « Word,” (Logos,) existed.. Was
he an attribute-of God? Was he only the reason
of God? or was he truly’ God, as John testifies.
This Logos was either.a real existence or he was
not. If it is said that this ¢ Word* was only the
wisdom of God, or an allribule of Jehovah, how
can 1t be said that one of the attributes of God ““be-.
came flesh, and dwelt among us?’ And why ‘s
not some of the other attributes of God personifi-
ed? Admitting the. Loges to have been an attribute
of God, there could certainly be no reason for say-
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ing that ¢ he was with God,” for the attributes of
all beings are with'them. 'There never, perhaps,
was any one, who he]d that the ¢ power® of God
was not with him. But mark—John .does not only
say that the <« Logos> was with God, but that he
was God.. But, to use the words of another,m part,
it is difficult for us to divine liow he could say, that
“any attribute, (power or wisdom,) was God, under-
standing the word . < ‘God? .in any sense whatever.
If it means supreme God, then it reduces itself to
this; either that one attribute is the supreme God,
or there as many Gods as attributes. = If it mean
an inferior God, then the wisdom of God, being an
inferior God; implies that the other attributes are
superior. Gods; or else that-his wisdom holds the
place of quasi God,* while his other attributes oc-
cupy a lower place. Again: if it is said that the.
Logos or. Wisdom does not signify an attribute of
God, but his essence, how éould it be called < The-
08, for the divine essence is called, Theiotes. The-
0s, (God,) implies an agent or person, and not the
essence of a person. Now, is an express revelation
necessary to teach .us that the attributes of God
are with God? or what can be thought of the as-
‘sertion, that the wisdom or power of God is God
himself. But “the Logos was with God»—all
agree with God the Father. 'Was not, then,the Lo- -
gos, who was with God, diverse Sfrom that God
with whom he was, at least in some sense? It was
the same bemg who became incarnale, and was in

* Almost, near upon.
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some respect diverse from the Fa,ther, and there~
fore not to be ¢onifounded - with him, consequently

. he'was'not an ‘essence, nor _yet an altribute of God.
“ And the Logos was God.*” - If, as some | aver,
the Logos is'the wisdom of God, and not in" any-
wise digtinet fromi the’ Father, it involves ‘the depths
of mystécism to say that hie was God. What would
be thought, should a man gravely assert that the
wisdom of a -man was. the man himself? -John
plainly informs us that while the Logos was “God,

" (Theos,) at the same ‘time there was"a sense in

" which he was with God. 'In’ order, then, that the
words of John can” have any possible meaning, a
distinction in the Godhead, must, we think, una-
voidably be admitted; that ig, that the Fathet in all
respects, is not the. same as the Son.  But what
could be the object of John in asserting that. the
Logos was with God? We answer, *to indicate .
conjunction, familiarily, and society.

‘Thus far,we see that the evidence of the supreme
divinity of our Lord isconclusive. Christ is called the
Lord of Hosts. < Sanctify the Lord of Hosts himself, -
and let him be your fear, and let him be yourdread.
And he shall be for a sanctuary; but for a stone of
stumbling, and for a rock .of offence,” &ec.: Isa. 8
18, 14- -This plophecy was fulfilled and apphed by
the spirit of inspiration to Christ our Savior. 1 Pet.
2:4, It is altogether unnecessary to swell the num- -
ber of quotations; for, if the téxts brought.are rele~
vant to the subject of discussion, they aré enough
to sustain the proposition, that Christ in lus divine
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nature is the supreme God _We w1]l only add a
few more..  To the only wise God our Savior, be
glory ‘and majesty, dominion and power, both -now
and ever.”. Jnde, 21 verse. .« Of whom, as con-
cernmg the. flesh, Chirist came, who is over ALL,
God blessed forever.” - Rom. 9:5, s concern~
ing the flesh,” to kata sarka; This has respect to
his human nature, 3s may be’ readlly proved by con- -
sulting corresponding  passages. “Rom. "1:8. Aects
2:80. ¢ Who is over all, God: blessed fb-re'ver,
Amen.”. Ho onepi : panton Theos eulagetos eis lous
/azonas Amen.” 'This js properly translated, - VWho
is supreme God blessed forever.” ~Nor is there
- different sense conveyed when_we say, “supreme
God,” end when we read more literally, ¢ over
ALL God.” Is there any God infinitely above.
him who is styled, epi panton Theos? Cermmly
this phrase means nothing but supremé.God. Itis
clear from this text -that Christ, in some sense, de-
scended from the Father, .(that is, in respect to his
human natuare,) and that at the same time he was in
some sense, (that is, in his divine nature,) over ull
 God, or supreme God.” “ Thy throne, O God,is
forever and ever.”” "This the apostle affirms was
said to the SON. _ «But unto the Son he saith,”
Heb. 1:8. ¢ And we know that the  Son of God is
come, and hath given us an understanding, that we
may know him that is true; and We are in him thadt
is true, even in his Son Jesus Christ. ~ This is the
irue God and eternal life.” 1 John 5:20. There
can be no doubt that John refers to Christ when he
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says; This is the true God and eternal life.” He .
frequently applies. " the appellatlon, LIFE, and
ETERNAL LIFE, to Christ. ¢ Inhim, (Christ,)
was LIFE, the LIFE was the light of men—giv-
ing LIFE to'the . world.” ¢« For the Life wasman-
lﬁasted and we have seen- it, and biear ‘witness; and
show unto you that ETERNAL LIFE; whleh was
with the Father; and was manifested unto “us;” -1

Joha 1:2. John nowhere ealls: the ‘Father; < the
life;? ETERNAL life, and 80" we  must. conclude
that he calls Jesus Chrlst the ¢ True Goil,” and in-
deed why should. ke not, when' lie had prewously'
said « the Word was GOD,”" Bat, without multi-
‘plying proof on tliis point, we refer this proposition
to the candid reader, and “inquire: Is not Jesus

Christ called God in thf- New 'I‘estament, in sich -
a sense, that there can be no-doubt that the supreme
. God is certainlyintended? If Jesus Christ is what
HE and the holy .apostles. say he is; he should be
revered as-such. It is not safe to trifle with his ho-
1y character, ot try to drag him down dmong érea-
ted beings'and things. "We shall' ¢ Se¢'the Eter-
nal Judge descending,” and hear his -awful voice,
and stand before  his dread “tribunal: * 'God grant
that we’ may be prepared for that solemn scene.. h
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CHAPTER‘- XL

_There is a Plurahty of Persons m the G’o -
~head. - . '

‘WE use the v'voi'ds « p’e‘r'.izons n the G’odhedd »
only to convey. an: idea directly ‘opposne to tha
doctrine. which asserts that.the Son is’'a being, creT
ated or produced by the Father, infinitely distinet
(being only a creature,) and that the Holy Spirit 1%
only an cmanatwn, attribute,or: power, of thg Fa]-
-ther, and i in no sense distinet from him, -~ We d
not use the term  persons,” when apphed to GodI
to denote’ separate and distinct existence ini the be
ing of God;- but we apply it to the term Godkead|
in -order to convey the idea that the essence of-Go
isknown. to us as Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, an
that the Son is not a creature, but truly. God, "an
the Holy Splllt is not a “ power,” or * energy,” oﬁ'
the Father, but .that he, also, is truly God. It i
evident that a distinction in the Godhéad exists, bu
it is equally evident -that'we cannot define that di
tinction by the ‘term perapns, s0 as to convey th
.idea we intend, without giving the ‘sense in whic
we us¢.the term. By person, then, we mean *‘ thaf
‘which can design.” It is not denied by Unitarians,
that in this, or any sense. of this term, the Son is a
person. 'This is'admitted on all hands. Then it
only remains for us to prove that thé Holy Spirit is
a person, and not an atiribule of another person.
The reader will bear in mind; that this proposition,
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viz. That the Spmt is ‘an-ogent, a des:gner, and -
nota power, or an atmbute of the Father, is"the
fulerum on_‘which the whole matter now xests, and.
on whxch it turns; Why, then, do-we conclude that
the Holy Spmt isa peraon, and not a power ot‘ an-
other person? . - .

. The Seriptures: ascnbe to the Holy Ghost_
the ACTS ‘and:-atiributes of an intelligent being.-
He-is said toguide, (John 16: 19,)—toknow, (1 Cor.
2; ll,)—-to rave, (Gen., :2,)—to give information,
(Acts 10: 19,)—to command, (Acts 18:2,)—to forbld, B
(Acts 16:6,)~t0 -send: forth, (Acts-18:4,)—ta re-
prove, (John' 16 S )—-—and to be smned agamst,
(Mat. 12:82.) .

‘2. The attnbutes of God -are applled to the Ho-
ly Ghost, such as etermty, (Heb." 9:14,)—omni- -
presence, (Ps. 189:7,)—omniscience, (1 Cor. 2:10,:
ll,)—Goodness and truth, (Neh 9:20. - John 14
17.) .
3. The woxks of God are ascrlbed to the Holy
Ghost, Creation, (Job 26: lS,)——msplratlon, (2 Pet.
1:21,)—giving of life and sanctification,. (1 Pet 8:
18.. "1.Cor. 6:11.) :

Now, reader, can you thmk that the Holy Spmt :
is & mere attribute or. -power, .or emanation of the
Father? 'Will you not say he is’an agent, a de-
signer? ' If so, this is all- we wished to prové, for
Unitarians do not contend that the Holy Ghost was'
ever created. It has been, and can be, as readily-
proved that the Holy Spirit designs, as that there is’
a Holy Spirit at all. Now, what folly it would be
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to assert that' there is des;gn, and yet no deszgner,"
or that HE who' deswns is'ng: agent-—no mtellzgent

* being, and noperson. Thls, with .all its. absurdi-
ty, is the inévitable and unavoidablé . result of de-
nying the persanahty -of. the Holy Ghost, - How
our soul recgils at the -thought of - stnppmu ‘the Ho-
ly Splr:t of design, and. intention; - and - pelsonahty
Love to the Holy Comforter would plompt ‘us to
say: ;.,—-' o . : -

) < Hail God‘me mfms’:n heavénly ngm, o

]—Iml ‘CHRIST the SON; my’soul's delight;
"Hail ‘ROLY GHOST, come dwell'with me,
_ Through time and h etermty n

There is obundant evidence of a dlstmctlon inthe
Godhead, and we ask, if ‘Father; Son, and Holy
Ghost, do not constitute thls divine essence, denom-
inated ¢ Godhead,” what. does’ constitute. it?

i But if. the Holy Ghost is only an-attribute, how
wnh any degree of pmpnety could he be’said to be
sinned against? ¢ Were the Holy Ghost only “an
attribute of God; this. unpardonable sin-could not
be commitled againsthim. For, though man caw
sin against an individual, he cannol sin against
oneof his attributés, abstractly considered?— ( Trea-
tise, p. 49.) - -This distinction. in the -Godhead,

" which we wish to make; by use of the term ¢ per-
son;” then, is one that never leads us as Trinifa-
rigns.to the ‘acknowledgement of more _than one
God. ltis admitted, and. positively declared, in
the creeds of 'Lrinitarians, that there is, numerical-
Iybut ONE God. Why, then, should our Unitarian.
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friends endeavor to force upon our meaning-of the
term, the unwarranted idea that we do mean by
 person® when applied to the divine Being, to con-
vey the idea of more Gods than one? We repel
the assertion. Again. 'The plurality of persons or
hypostases in the Godhead is proved by the use that
the pen ofinspiration has made of the supreme
name—the noun and pronoun. Gen. 1:26. ¢ Let
us'make man.” Gen. 8:22. “The man has be-
come like one of us.”> ‘This the ¢“Lord God”» says,
* And the Lord God said, ¢ Behold the man is
become a3 ONE OF US.»” How could this express-
jon of Jehovah have been made, if there is no
distinction in the Godhead? Gen. 11:7. <“Let US
go down, and there confound their language?’ -Isa.
6:8. < Also I heard the voice of the Lord saying,
‘W hom shall I send and who will go for US.” In-
deed in the very first verse of the Hebrew -Bible
this plurality in the Godhead is  brought to
view. Yes, in the first mention that is made of
the Supreme Being. ¢ The original word Elokim,
God, is certainly the plural from el, and has lang
been supposed by the most eminently learned and
pious men, to imply a pluralily of persons in the
divine nature. As this plurality appears in so many
parts of the sacred writings, to be confined to three
persons, hence the doctrine of the TRINITY,

which has formed a part of the creed of all those
who have been deemed sound in the faith from the
earliest ages of Christianity, ~Nor are the Chris-
tiuns sin%ular in receiving this doctrine, and in de-
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riving it from the first words of Divine Revelation.
An eminent Jewish rabbin, Simeon ben Joachi, in
his comment on the sixth section of Leviticus, has
these reinarkable words: ¢ Come and see the mys-
tery. of the word Elohim: there are three degrees
and each degree by itself alone, and yet notwith-
standing they are all one and jotned together in one,
and are not divided from each other.” He mustbe
strangely prejudiced indeed who cannot see that the
doctrine of a Trinity, and of a Trinity in Unity, is
clearly expressed in the above words.”* The phrase
¢ Bara Elohim,” ¢ the God’s created,” occurs more
than thirty times in the - short history of the crea-
tion. The phrase JEHOVAH ELOHIM, ¢ the
Lord Gods,” occurs at least one hundred and thir-
ty times in the law of Moses.T ¢ Go ye,* says the
blessed Jesus, “teach all nations, baptizing them in
the name of the Father and of the Soa and of the
Holy Ghost.> Mat. 28:19. It may be well to re-
mark again, that it is a more literal translation, to
read, instead of baptizing them ¢ én the name,” < in-
to the name,* as the preposition (eis) into is used
in the original and not the preposition (en) in. Thig
does, we.think, not mean, by the authority” but
into a recognition of the Father, Son, and Holy
Ghost as the Supreme God.t This it appears was
the acknowledgment of those who were bapti'zed.

* See Clarke on Genesis 1:1.
t See Tomlin’s Theology‘and Hébrew Bible.
1 See Chap. iil. of this work. . ~
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Be this, however, as it may, there was evidently a
distinction made between the Father and the Son

in this commission, and also between them both and
the Holy Ghost. Unitarians will admit the distine-
tion between the Father and Son, but not between
the Father and the Holy Ghost. Butadmitting, as
Unitarians say, that the Holy Spirit is only a * pow-
er,” or * attribute,” of the Father, and that the Son
is'a creature ° neither self-existent’ nor etetnal,”
and we must read the commission, * Go ye into all
the world and preach the Gospel to every creature,”
(mark,) ¢ baptizing thern in the name of the Su-
preme God, and in_ the name of a finite creature,
and in the name of a power or attribute of the - Su-
preme God. And this last name would be mere
- tautology, for when an individual is baptized in the
name of the Father, this embraces -all his attri-
butes, and then to call the name of one of these
attributes over the candidate would be only tautolo-
gy. But to pretend that the Son and Holy Spir-
it should be associated with the Supreme God in
this solemn act, while there did éxist such an infin-
ite disparity, one being only a creature, the' other
an atiribute of the Father who had just been nam-
ed, discovers almost impervious darkness of mind,
or a determined obstinacy and self-will. Says the
word of inspiration, ¢ The grace of our Lord Je-
gus Christ, the love of God, and the communion of
the Holy Ghost, be with you all.» 2 Cor. 13:14.
Will it here be denied that the Father is a person?
‘Will it be contended that the Son is not a person—
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not an agent? No, we presume not by any one,
But'was the Holy Ghost a person, or an agent?
This then. i is.the question we wish to settle, and we
think it w11] soon be settled in- the mind of every
candid reader, that there is the same evidence of .
the personality of the Holy Spmt, that there is of
the Son, or the Father. Did Paul invoke the bless-
ing of the Supreme God; and of a creature and of -
an attribute of the Supreme God, to rest upon these
saints?  When Christ was baptized in the Jordan—
the Father, speaking from heaven, and the Holy
Spirit. descending like. a dove, and lighting upon
him, was there no proof of the personality of the
Haly Spirit? ~“And when the body of our Savior
is divinely said to have been concelved by the
Holy Ghost, is there no evidence that ‘the - Holy
Spirit was a person, an agent? . We most solemnly
conceive, that the reason that some see no evidence
of the personality of the Holy Ghost, is because
they will not see it. If then thé personality of the
Holy Spirit is sustained, the Unitarian notion that
HE is only a,s power® falls, and all the appendages
of this notion must fall with it. . 'We will soon con-
clude thiz chapter, after most devoutly saying with
Dr. Watts—
% Come Holy 8pirit, heavenly Dove,
‘With ali thy quick’™ning powers,
Come shed abroad a Savior’s love,
And that shall kindle ours.”
Again, in proof- of the personality of the Holy
Spirit, we will only remark, that the Holy Spirit is
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represented as having a mind. * And he that
searcheth the hearts knoweth- what is the mind of
the SPIRI’I‘ because. HE maketh intercession for
the saints accordmg to the will of God. » Rom. 8:
27. Here we have it expressly declared, that he
that searches the hearts kiiows what is the MIND
OF THE-SPIRIT." Here is an active, efficient
agent brought to view, possessed.of a mind .and
called the Spirit. 'This proves his personality be-
yond a-doubt, if we doubt not the personality ofthe
Father. It.also shows a cjlstmctlon between . the
Holy Spirit and the Father, and this we term per-
sonality, because we can find no word that will bet-
ter onvey the idea we wish to convey, than the word
‘¢ person.” ‘We do not pretend to be competent to
fathom the manner of this distinclion in the God-
head, any more than we do to comprehend the un-
created existence of .Jehovah, yet we admit itasa

fact firmly based ou the authority of Dwme Reve-
lation.



78 THE-MANUAL,

CHAPTER XIL

T'he Number of ‘Persons in the Godhead are
Three.

In proof of this posntlon, we shall show that
the same atiributes and works are applied to the
Yather, Son, and Holy Spirit, and that these attri-
butes and works are those which belong to God
alone. -

1. Eternity, Father. < The eternal God is thy
refuge.” Deut, 33:27. Isa. 40:28..

- Son. - ¢ Before all things.” ¢ Thebegmmng and
the end,” Col. 1:17, " Rev. 1.8, -

, Spirit, “’Chrough the eternial Spirit.” I—leb.' 9:

2. Omnipresence, Father. <“Do not1 fill heaven
and earth, saith the Lord.” Jer. 25:24. '

Son. ¢ The Son of Man which is in heaven.”
John 8:13.

Spirgt. < Whither sha]ll fly from thy Spmt ”
Ps. 189:7,

8. Infinite knowledge. Father. ¢ Thou only
knowest the hearts of all the children of men.” 1
Kings 8:89.

Son. < He knew all men .. . . what was in
man.”” ¢ Thou Lord which knowest the hearts.”
John 2:24. Acts 1:24,

Spirit.' The Spirit searcheth all things, yea, the
deep things of God. 1 Cor. 2:10.

4, Almighty power. Father, ¢ Power belong-
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eth unto God.” - ¢ Thme is the kingdom, the power,
"and the glory.” Ps. -62: :11. Mat. 6:18.

Son.. Christ the power of God and the wisdom of
God.” ¢ All power in heaven and earth is given
into my hands.” 1 Cor.1:24. Mat. 28:18, '

Spirit, < Abound in hope through the power of
the Holy Ghost” Rom.15:13, < By the power of
the Spmt of God.” Verse19. -

5. Creation. Father. ¢ Hast thou not heard,
hast thou not known that the everlastiig. God, the
Lofd,* the Creator of the ends of the earth, fainteth
not, neither is weary.” Isa. 40:28. )

Son. ¢ By him were all things created which are
in heaven and in earth, visible and invisible.” Col.
1:16.

- Spirit, «The Spirit of God hath made me.’?
Job 83:4.

6. Each of thése persons mhablts the same tem-
ple. Father.  Ye are the temple of the living
God. God hath said I will dwell in them and walk
in them.” 2 Cor. 6:16. -

- Son. ¢ That Christ may dwell in your hearts
through faith: Christ is in you except you be rep-
‘robates.” Eph. 8:17. 2 Cor. 18:5.

* Spirit. Your body is the temple of the Holy
Ghost.”> 1Cor. 6:19, and 13:13,

7. Each person possesses; and giveslife.t Father.

* Here the Crenwr ‘8eems to be spoken of in the person of the
Father. .

t No being poasesses life lnherently, and of hxmselr, but God.
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¢ 'The Lord thy God, he is thy life.” Deut. 30:
20. - o : ' . v

Son. < He that hath the Son, hath life. In him
was life.” - % 'This is the true God and eternal life.”
John 5:12, 1:8. 1 John 5:20. - _

Spiril. . « Thg Spirit is life.”” Rom. 8:10.

8. Each is said:to raise the dead: - Father. « ,God‘
quickeneth the dead.” " Rom. 4:17. L

Son. “The Son quickeneth whom - HE wx]l.”_
John 5:21. ¢*1 bave power to lay down my life and
to take it again.” John 10:18. ¢ Destroy this
temple, and in three days I will raise it up.” John
2:19. ¢ He raised Lazarusy a daughter, and a wid-
ow’s son.””.

Spirit. «<Itis the Spirit that qmckeneth » John
6:63. < Jesus Christ quickened by the Spirit.” 1
Pet. 3:18.

. We may add, that. from the Old Testament we
have shundant proof of a plurality of persons in
the: Godhead, and in the New Testament, we find
the number limited to three.” ‘This is evident from
the doxologies to Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, and
as we have a]ready seen from the bilptisma] formu-
la. )

We would ask, in view of the attrzbutes and
works, which are aseribed by the word of inspira-
tion to the ‘Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, if there
is not a diéstinelion in the Godhead? . We are aware
that this distinction isclearly'sustained, and that it is
‘not a distinction of the attributes of one person, but
that each of these distinctions has attiibutes which
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constitute them persons, agenl,é, or designers. This
being settled, we find thé distinction is limited to.
three persons denommated\ in Seripture, FATHER,
SON and HOLY GHOST. 'The attributes ascrib-
ed to these persons, are -the - attributes of ‘God and
none else. . -The attribute ; etermty of  existence,
none save God can possess. Ommpresence canuot
be the- attribute of any creafure, or thing. 'The
power to émpart life and resuscitate the dead,’ be=
Jongs inherently, as we have proved; to each of the
persons, and consequently they are all - agents and
designers. We do not enter into proof of these.
last statements, for it is self-evident that such attri-
butes as Eternilij and Omnipresence belong to God
alone, and that these powers and attributes must
constitute the: possessor--an’ intelligent agent, -and
consequently a person. How devoutly, then; should
we regard the name of the * Sacred.Three,” who
co-operate in the scheme of man’s salvatxon, in
such perfect oneness. o '
“To God the Father’s throne, h
Perpetual honora raise,
* Glory to God the Son, :
To God the Spirit praise.
- With au-'bur{pow’er_n, s
. Eternal King, '

Thy name we aing,
‘While fanlh adoren.”



82 - THE MANUAL.

.. CHAPTER XNL
The Father, “Son, and Holy Spwzt, are one Gocl

TRINITARIANS aie ot‘teu a('cused of holding senu-
ments, which involve the -idea of < three self-exis-
tent and eternal Gods.”> ‘This assertion is not fairly
made, because we do not, -in- the distinction we
make in the. Godhead, by the term  persons” wish
to convey, nor do we convey, the idea of three dis-
tinct Gods, and it i$ certainly unfair and illiberal to
Jorce a meaning upon our language, in respect to
this subject, while we positively assert that such, is
‘not the sense in which we use the term.. In the
sense in which we use the term persons, no idea of
a plurality of Gods is involved.. While we assert
the trinily of persons in the Godhead, we also be-
lieve in the unity of God. In all the confessions of
faith among 'Trinitarians on this péint, there is but
one idea, and that is ¢ there s but one. God.” We

have now before us the testimony of eleven or twelve
" 'Prinitarian ereeds on this point, and their united
declaration is, * There is but one "God.” But in
what does this oneness of God consist? We say it
consists of three distinctions in the Godhead, known
‘to'us by the appellations,- Father, Son, and Holy
Ghost, and in order to distinguish thein from mere
attributes as one person or agent, we use the term
¢ person,” and apply that term to each of them.
We ask any candid man if this is an acknowledg-
ment of three Gods. The word érinily, in itself,
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conveys the idea we wish to convey. It will be re-
membered that this word is composed of the two
Latin ‘numerals,. tres and unus.  Tres. signifies
three, and unus one, and it is saying three ¢n one.
s« How can three be one, and one three?” ~ *In 1o
way we necessarily and cheerfully-reply.” ¢ How
then is the doctrine of Trinity in'Unity to be vindi-
cated?” Ina manner that is not at all embarrassed
by these questions. < We do not mainlain that the
Godhead is three in the same respects that it is one,
but the reverse.” Our Lord Jesus Christ is God,
as we view the subject, only in connection with the
Fother, and Holy Spirit, and so we believe in re-
spect to the-Father and the Holy Spirit. ' The
three distinctions in the Godhead, termed by us per-
sons, are one in essence, and efernily, and but one
God. Butto thelaw and the testimony. ¢ Now there
are divers gifts, but the same Spirit, and tliére are
differences of administrations but the same Lord,
and there are diversities of operations but the same
God worketk ALL in - all.? 1 Cor. 12:4—6. &I
and- my Father are ome.” John 14:3. < He
that hath seen me hath seen the Father.”> John 14:"
9. ¢ For there are three that bare record in heav-
en, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost, and:
- these three are ONE.” 1 John 5:7. In the first
text we have just quoted;we find that gifis are at-
tributed to the Spirét, Administrations to the Lord
Jesus Christ, and Operations to God the Father,
and yet it is said that the ¢ same God worketh all
in all? 1t will still be borne in mind that Unitari-
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ans agree that the Father and Holy Ghost are one,
and Jesus-says: “I and-my FATHER are ONE.

We think we need not multiply proofs-that the es-
sence of God, or the Godhead, is known to us in
three distinctions, denominated in the Holy Word;

Father, Son, and~ Holy Ghost, and that ¢ these
three are one.” ‘And now

¢ To Father, Son, and Holy Ghoét,
One God whom we adore;,

Be glory. as it was, is now, -
And shall be evermore.”
¢
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CHAPTER XIV.

Consequences . of: the doctrine wh_ich, teaches that Je-
sus Christ is not truly God, and truly man.

WhaILE wé state the logical result of the Unitari-
n system, we hope that our deductions may-be falr-
y made. ‘We aim to have them just, and we trust
he reader will be convmced that this is our inten-
ion. . But how dark is the picture before us! ~

1. If Jesus Christ is not truly God, _he was not
he promised Messiah. The promised Messiah
vas one ‘“whose goings forth were from old,
even from everlasting.” Micah 5:2. < His name
shall be called Wonderful Counsellor, The Migh-
y God,.The Everlasting Father, The -Prince
of Peace.”” Isa. 9:6. If He was not God, in his
livifie. nature, how could his goings forth” have
seen from everlasting? and how could he have been
he Mighty God, the Everlasting Father?* He

* The reader is referred to & note on the words; ¢ Everlasting Fa-
her” in chapter xvii. of_this work. We hope Trinitarians will be
careful never te confound the personality of the Father with that of
he Son.  Great injury is done to the cause of truth by taking this

ourse. Some of the hymns of Trinitarians are to be repudmted on
his ground. We will mentlon one or two.

“Well mlght the sun in darkness lnde,
And shut his glory in,
When God the mighty Maker died,
For man the creature’s sin.”

Christ, in his divine nature, created the worlds, but in his human
qature he suffered, to atone for our sine. The essence of God cam
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could not have been thus described. Then the proph-
ecies respecting him are not- fulfilled, and ‘conse-
quently he is not the promised Messiah. :

2. ‘The Mosaic dispensation is not abrogated, but
is in full force and virtue, .-'T'he seeptre shall not
depart from Judah, nor a lawgwer from between
his feet, until Shiloh come,-and unto him shall “the
gatheting of the people be. Gen. 49:10, o

3. The Jews were not to blame for putting him
to death for' blasphemy. * ¢ Art- thou. the GChrist?

“'Tell us: And he said unto them, If I tell you, ye
will not-believe, and if I also ask you, ye will not
answer me, nor let me.go. Hereafter shall the Son
of man sit on'the right hand of the POWER -of
God. - Then said they all, Art thou the Son of
God? And he said unto them, ye say that I am.
And they said, What need we any further withess?
for we ourselvés have heard of his own mouth.”

- Luke'22:67—71. For this they crucified him. ¢ Be-

. : o
neither bleed nor die, It would be bettet to sing :—
¢ When Christ the mighty Savior died.”
‘We will eopy ‘another verse of the same kind.

¢ O love divine, what hast thou done,
‘The immortal God has died for me,
The Father’s co-eternal Son
Bore all my sins upon the tree;
The immortsl God for me hath died,
My Lord, my Love, is crucified.”

Now, the sentiment of this verse is not only incorrect, but it ls
absurd. Immortal, means undying; and to say immortal life ceas-
ed—that that which could not die, did die, is absurd. The duilest
intellect can see this.
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ause he being man maketh himself God,”* for he
aid ‘I am the Son of God.” If he was in no sense
God, then his execution was just and ‘according .to
their law, for he made lumself ‘God, whlch would
have been blasphemy

4. No» atonement for sin . is made. If he was:a -
reature, he could only do his own duty, and con- . .
sequently could have done nothing to set to' our ac-
count, hor restore that which he took not away.

5. Christ was a vile deceiver and impostor.. He
told Philip that he that had seen him, had seen his
Father also. He also stated to Nicodemus that
while he talked with him, he was at that moment
¢ in heaven.” :

6. The New 'I‘estament is a cunnmgly devised -
fable, If Jesus Christ was ¢ all divine,”- he had-
no blood to shed, nor could -divinity die and rise
from the grave. So our faith in Jesus Christ is
vain, and the boly apostles are false thnesses, for ’
they testified he rose from the dead.

_ 1. The Christian religion is a deceptlon, for God
was not manifested in the ﬂesh, in- the person of
the blessed Savior. -

8." The most pious Chrlstlans on earth are gross
idolaters. 'They' have always. ¢ called . upon. the
pame of the Lord Jesus Christ,” and worsluped
him, as the Supreme Deity. :

9. All who worship Jesus Christ as God, w1ll
unavoidably. be lost, for we are commanded to wor-
ship:none but God. B ;

10. The true Messiah is yet to come.
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ll Judalsm 1s true, -

. Deism is‘correct: : :

13 Mohammedsgnism is preferable to Chrlstmmty.
Mohammed charged the Christians with idolatry be-
cause they wors{hlped Jesus Christ, which he con-
sidered the unpardonsble sit.» Says_he; © Surely
God will not pardon the giving him 2n 2qual.” Ver-
ily ‘God will'not pardon the giving him a compan-
ion, but he will .pirdon “any crime besides that.”
Kor. Vol. ii. p. 104. . Again - he says, ¢ When ye
encounter unbelievers, strike off their heads . . . .
kill idolaters wherever you find them.” Voltaire,
Mohammed, and all the infidel world, bave tried to
destroy the worship renderedto.Jesus Christ. Vol-
taire’s most blasphemous-watchword was, “ ecrasez
0 infame 3 tﬁat isy ““crush the wretch,’ meaning
Jesus Christ. If Jesus Christ is'not God, his wor-
ship is idolatry, and the Koran is true instead of
the Bible. 'Mohammedans, Atheists, and Deists, all
ridicule the doctrine of ‘the Trinity, and are all in
sentiment Unitarians. W grant thata person may.
be a Unitarian and not be a Deist, but he cannot be
a Deist unless he is a Unitarian, - And we heartily
believe that there are some mlqgmded Christians
that embrace this deadly dactrine, but we can see
no middle ground between Truutarmmsm and na-
ked Dexsm.

We now ask the reader Are not the above
inferences purely logical? If they are, the doc+
trine of Unitarianism is death -to: Cliristianity.
Dark indeed is the system; and its-tendency is to
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sap- the very. fouiidation of every true believer’s
hopes of walking the paradise of God.’ It is a blow
at the root of a{l reévealed religion, ‘
. '14: The tendency of Unitarianism is; to the dls—
belief of the sacred word 6f God. In'proof on this point
we will copy a report of a sermon, delivered in Bos-
ton at the recent ‘ordination of the Rev. Charles C. .
Shackford, by the. Rev. Theodore Parker of Spring
Street; . Roxbury.- - It was reported- by J. H. ‘Fair-
child, pastor of Philips church, Thos. Driver, pas-
tor of South Bap church, and Z: B. C. Dunham,
‘pastor of 5th M. E. church, Boston, May 28, 1841,
We copy. the- captlon preﬁxed 'by the edxtor ‘of the
Morning Siar. -
«“UNITARIANISM. Chnstxans Wll] read the fol-
lowing with feelings of regret and. pain. . It shows ™
the downward tendency of Unitarianism, : and -the
importance of mamtalmng souud doctrme and
wholesome discipline.” - - '
Sermon.  Text—Heaven aml earth shall pass
away, but my words shall not pass away.

It has been assimed that every word of the
Scriptures was inspired, with all their: vulgarities,
absurdities, and impieties,. Men have appealed.to
the Old Testament, as authority, and condemned
some of the most pious and devoted, as infidels,
because they could not believe all’ whlch is Written
in it as inspired, where there is much, never, per-
haps, designed to be taken as truth.. Thus ques-
tions have been settled by the authority of the Old
Testament. It has been assumed that thé Old Tes-
tament, in gll its parts was_‘inspired, and men have
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‘been stigmatized-as heretics and infidels, who would
not give up their reason and humanity to the belief
of the story of Abraham and his son, as of divine
origin, a story which is revolting to justice and hu-
manity. . e :

The same has beén assumed - of the New Testa-
ment, the obvious contradictions and absurdities
of* which are everywhere apparent; and which con-
tains stories the most incredible’ and sometimes
shocking to decency. And yet this book is declared
to be the word of God and given by divine inspira-
tion!" What apostle ever pretended that this book
was divinely inspired? - Did Jesus Christ ever as-
sume that he spoke by divine inspiration? - '

The great hody of Christian - professors make
their doctrines rest on the authority of Jesus Christ,
and not on pure Christianity. R

" Real Christianity-life. was out of the church, and
in the Wworld, for the first' four centuries. )

Doctrines-have nothing to do with a man’s Chris-
tianity. : _" o

Christianity would have lost nothing by the per-
ishing of the Old Testament or the New. -And if
different individuals should arrive at different re-
sults, and even-opposite - results, still, this will not
affect their Christianity, or authorize the withhold-
ing of Christian fellowship. - . )

%hristiauity is true, but all systems of Christians
are false. . I :

" Because-some pious Christians have cut off the
end of John’s gospel, and the beginning of Mat-
thew’s, they have been branded as.infidels. :

Christianity does not rest on the opinions of a
few pious fishermen, or on the New Testament.

Christianity was the same nineteen céntures be-
fore Christ, as ninel¢en centuries after Christ.

The Bible is not our master or despot.” 'We may
take the Prophets as our teachers,- but we must not
bow down to their idol notions.
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The Bible does not_ tell us that God. exhausted
his capabilities in creating Jesus Christ. "We may
yet expect men, as gifted and elevated, or, even
more so, ag Christianity is hereafter unfolded.. -

We aré¢ not saved by Christ who lived nineteen
centuries ago, but by the Christ that we find in our
own hearts.” If it-could be proved that. Christ nev-
er lived, or that he was an impostor, still Christian-
ity would not be affected by it! So, if the apostles

- had never lived, or were impostors, Christianity
would still be the same. It was taught by natufe.

. Christianity has no creed, or, if it has a'creed; it
l(g adcreed of only one.article,. viz. that there is a
od. - . - ' ‘
*- Christianity must be tried by the oracle in the hu-

man heart. : C S -

" ‘We want no one to stand hetween us and God,
If we would bhave -the full benefits of a spiritnal
Christianity, we must worship theFather as Jesus
did, ‘with no intervening mediator and then we shall
be like Christ.” . -

Here we have Infidelity=<daring, bloated, unvar-
nished Infidelity, preached at an ordination, by a
professed minister of the gospel, under the curtains’
and coverings of Unitarianism. Such men . in the
sacred desk! Wolves in sheep’s clothing!! Now,
we ask the candid reader, Does not Unitarianism
tend to the disbelief of Good’s holy word? and were

.we incorrect when we stated that there was no
middle ground in our view, between T'rinilarian-
gsm and Dedsm? Satan, the old red dragon; when
the church was in its infancy, ‘clad himself in" his
crimson garb; and dyed it deeper still in the Mar-
tyr's blood. . But when the church became more

numerous, he laid aside his blood-stained dress, and
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clothed himself in white, or * transformed himself

into an angel of light,” and we.need not ‘marvel that
his ministers should do the same.
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CHAPTER XV, -
The Staiements and Doctrme of Umtamans. _

Tuery are a npmber of classes or soc}etles, who
agree in the Unitarian doctrine, while they disagree
in many other matters of faith. Some of these so-
cieties take the hame Uudanan, or. Congregatwnal
Unitarion. Others call themselves Christians, and
we are informed by a ‘very respectable member of
the Umversalut seclety, that they also are Unitari-
ans.

It is a very difficult matter to state what Unitari-
ans believe respecting Jesus Christ and the Holy
Ghost, for they do not seem to agree among them-

-selves, yet it is easy to see what-they do not be-
#ieve, 'The Unitarians have formerly existed under
the" names of Jrians, Sabellians and- Socinians. .
The Arians were the followers of Arius, who was
a presbyter of the church of Alexandria about the
year 315, ¢ Arius maintained that the Son of God
was totally and-essentially distinet from the Father;
that e was the first and noblest of those beings
whom God had created—the instrument by whose
suberdinate eperations be formed the nniverse. He
‘also held that the Son was inferior to the Father,
both in nature and dignity, that' the Holy Ghost
was not God, but created by the power of the Son.”
His views respecting the Son seem to’ harmonize
perfectly with the views.of modern Unitarians, but
they, perhaps, differ in respect to the nature of the
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Holy Spirit. The Ssbellions were the followers
of Sabellias, a philosopher of. Egypt, who flourish-
ed in the third century. The "Sabellians held that
there was but one person in the Godhead-—that the
‘Word and Holy Spirit are only virtues, emanations,
or fanctidns of the deity; thatthe Father of all things
wasg born of the Virgin, that he diffused himself on
the ‘apostles in tongues of ﬁre, and was then denom-
_inated the Holy Ghost.”

‘That there is but-one person in the Godhead is
the belief of modern Unitarians. - So here they
agree with the ancient Sabellians. Also, do they
seem to agree that the Holy Ghost is only an ema~
nation of the Father, but further they seem not to
agree. .

The Socintans were so called from Faustus So-
¢inus, who died in Poland in 1604. They maintain
¢« that Jesus Christ was a mere man, who had no
existence before he was conceived by the Virgin
Mary, that the Hely Ghost is no distinet person,
but that the Father is truly and properly God.>”

With this, modern Socinians, or Unitarians, will
not fully agree. They agree, or seem to agree, that
only the Father is propérly God, and that the Holy
Ghost'is in no sense a person, or distinct from the
Father. They seem to disagree in this, that Jesus
Christ did exist before his nativity; but yet they de-
ny that his existence was eternal, and uneguivocal-
ly affirm that ¢ Jesus Christ is not eternal.” - We
will now attend more particularly to the statements
of modern Unitarians. '
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Says. a’ modérn Unitarian,* while speaking of ’
what Christ is not :— He is not unorigtnated, he is
not self-existent, not ¢mmortal, not unchangeable,
not -omniscient, not- -all-wise, not - all-good ‘not all-
powerful, he is not omnipresent.”?

“We now have it fairly stated what Christ is not
and these statements leave “us to- infer after all,
what he really is, in view of Unitarians.

. Says the same writer, ¢ Christ possesses but one.
nature.” ¢ 'The two nature doctrine,” he says, *is
essentially incredible, a .palpable contradiction.”.
% The doctrine of the two natures, implicates the
moral character of the Holy Jesus.”f - -

Again he says, < Christ testifies that he is not
God.” < Jesus denies being God—denies calling
himself God, and repels the aceusation of blasphe-
my, even on the supposition he had called lnmself
God.”t

Again, “The Father is the only true God.”
¢ Trinitarians professedly worship two other ob-
jects beside the Father.” - “Isee not how they
can claim the character of ¢ True worshipers.’ »||

‘*'The Unitarian just named, Is Mr. Morgridge. The ahove is
found in his “ True Believers’ Defence,” page 50. Mr. Morgndgnsn
miniater of-the Ckristian denomination. Heseems to have possessed
& peculiar faculty for dlipcsmg of those texts which deal death to his
gyatem, for when there was no other way for him to clear his ByS-
tem from collision with the positive declarations of Jehovah, he
pronounced them ¢ spurious,”’ ‘with all the boldness of a Bolmbroke

t See Morgridge’s ¢ True Behevers’ Defence,” page 70.
1 See page 44 of the above-named work.
i See page 40. Query. Does he not mesn to convey the ides
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From the above, itis clear what modern Unitar:.
ans thmk Christ is not, but it is not stated what be
is, - -

Says ‘another- Unitiu-ian Writer, while trying ‘to
prove that Christ was not ommiscient: = ¢ Of that
day and hour knoweth no man.”. - ¢ This,” ‘says
ke, ¢¢ would embrace his' human nature, if he had
one; and then what? “Why, he now'rises to angels,
no, nét the angels, and from an angel he rises high-
er still; and says, neither the Son.~ This cértainly
embraces -his highest nature, above angels,’'and yet
the Son in his highest nature,-did not know when
the day of judgment would be.”’*

Suys another, ¢ The power or wisdom of God
was made flesh, a litile above our flesh, a little
above human flesh.” ¢ The flesh came down from
that Jesus Christ is not an object of religious worship? and if
those who worship him nre not true worsh:pers, are they not idol-

;

- aters? ‘

* ’I'he'wn'ter of this extract is Elder Oliver Barr, a-minister of
the Christian denomination; formerly of éinclearsﬁlle, N. York
The pamphlet from which we copy is entitled, * Truth Triumph-
anty’ p. 14, 1¢ seems that with all his sagacity he did not discover
that he flatly comradlcted the Bible. * But we see Jesus, who was
made a little lower than the angels for the suffering_of death,
crowned with glory and honor.” -Heb. 2:9. Now, if he possessed
but one nature, it must have been zhat nature which 8t. Paul meant,
when he said, he-was made a little lower than the angels. Elder
Barr thinks that the Lord.Jesus réses from angels to himself, bot on
the hypothcsis that he possesses only one nature, he falls down’
from angels to himself, or the text we have quoted is- false. But
there is one way to avoid any collislon with inspiration. Just get
Mr. Morgridge to pronounce it % spurious”
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heaven and became poor.”” <*'That which died on
the cross, human or divine, call it which you please,
s worshiped in heaven.” -** We worship fwo. be-
ings, the 'Father and. the Son.” = ¢ The- Holy
Ghost is not a person_at all, but is a power of the
Father and a-good power.”*

We might multiply statements to show where
these negative-assertions place the blessed Savior,
but the foregoing .we think may suffice. From'
these statements, we w1sh to draw our conclusions
in accordance with their nature and designs ; and .
in-this way we hope to ascertain the certainty or
fallacy of the doctrine. We shall therefore devote
the subsequent chapter to plain, logical deductions
from the testimony and statements of modern Uni-
tarians respecting their own views of the character
of our Lord Jesns Christ.

* These are the statements of Elder Badger of the Christian de-
nomination, made at Parma, N York, in his discussion with the
writer. Mr. Badger was formerly editor of the “ Palladium.”

9
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CHAPTER XVL

Plam Logzcal Deductions from the Statements of
modern Unitarians.

Ix the foﬂowmg conclusions and deductions, we
shall endeavor to draw such inferences as the sense
most obviously dictates. We have no design to
make deductions foreign from the design of the au-
thors we have cited, knowing if we do we shall be
contending with a * man of straw.”

1. Says one of the authors quoted, ¢ Jesus Christ
is not unoriginated.” F¥rom.this we conclude ke
must have had an origin, and there must have been

_a time when his origin took place, consequently
there was a time when  he was not originated, and
of course when he did not exist. 'The Bible gives
us the origin of his body, that is, his human nature;
and if that was all the nature he possessed, he did
not exist before the worlds were made,

2. ¢ Notselfzexistent.”” If heis not self-existent,
his existence must have been caused by some being,
and that beéing gave him existence, consequently he
is not the Creator, but is in every sense a creature,
and if so, is unworthy of acts of religious wor-
ship. '

3. «“Not immortal.”” The being who is not im-
mortal must be mortel. This is as evideut as the
axiom that-* whatever is, is.”” ‘That being that is
mortal is subject to death. 'Then the deduction is,
Jesus Christ our Savior may die! Man has one
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immortal nature, and if Jesus Christ possesses but
one nature, and that is mortal, he is far below
man Lo < -

4. ¢ Not invisible.” . Trinitarians do not pretend
that the body of our Savior is invisible, but He
says, * Where two ‘or three are assembled in my.
name, there am I in the midst of them.” Certam]y
his body is not in the midst of every little group of
saints, and itis equally certain that his children
know his presence to be invisible, Jesus Christ
“ was God, manifested in the flesh,” and we cannot
divine how a visible being can fill heaven "and earth
with his presence at the same time. - John 3:13.

5. ¢ Not unchangeable.”>” We understand that
Jesus Christ is the same yesterday, to-day, and for-
ever. Heb. 13:8. (See chapter vii. page 24.)

6. ¢ Not omniscient.” If this is correct, he has
to learn things beyond the reach of his senses, by
means of foreign instruction. Thisis making him
like one of us, who only know what we are told, or
what we .léarn from books. 'This would render
him very incompetent to judge the world, or say
‘¢ depart from me, ye workers of iniquity,” for his
lack of omniscient knowledge, might lead him to
err in judgment. Andin fact, it would disqualify
him for knowing the desires and prayers of his dear
children here in the world. - )

7. ¢ Not all-wise.” Then he may be deceived,
and led astray. If heis not all-wise, he must be
ignorant, at least in some degree. Jude calls him,
¢ 'The only Wise God, our SAVIOR.»
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8. « Not all'good!” 1low shocking is that senti-
ment. - What blasphemy and irreverence of his sa-
cred character! If this sentiment be correct, there
must be faults or wickedness attached to him.

9. «“Not all-powerful.” 'There are, then, many
things beyond his-power. He says he is the first
-and the-last, the ALMIGHTY. He issaid tobe
the ¢ wisdom of God, and the power of God:» If
this i IS true, his power may fail in the accomplish-
ment of his desxgns, if. he - has 'msdom to . de-
sign. -

10. ¢« Not omnipresent.” " If our '-Lord Jesus
Christ' i3 not ommipresent, he is totally unable to
fulfill his engagement to be with his disciples always

" even unto the end of the world. He could not be
a much better Savior than Baal, when his prophets
prophesied, and eried, ¢ O Baal, hear us.””,

‘We now see by these negative attributes, where
Unitarians place Jesus Christ. 'Where is the man
of whom the same might not be said, that here is
said of the adorable Savior? = A being who had his
origin lately,* whose existence depends on another:
who is mortal, changeable—and in some respect not
good, the Savior of this ruined world! Who
could trust such a being with an immortal soul ina
day of trial and danger? Who could call on his
name for help, in a dying hour, and say, ¢ Lord Je-
sus, receive my spirit?* Who could trust the inter-

* There is an infinite remove, in duration of existence, between

the origin of any ’bemg that has had-an origin, end the elf- existent
and Eternal God.
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ests of an undying soul to one who had, perhaps,
only wisdom sufficient -to manage his own con-
cerns? : ‘

"It is the obvious deductxon from each, and all the
foregoing statements, that Jesus Christ is viewed
by modern Unitarians as a mere creature, in all re-
spécts’ a finite being, the production of creative
power—that his'worshipers are not frue worship-
ers—that his .worship is idolatry~—that he isincom-
petent to be our Mediator—and unworthy of our
worship or our praise; and when compared to the
Eternal Being, he appears as a mere ephemera. The
very moment he is robbed of infinite .power, wis-’
dom, and goodness, he is reduced to "a creature.
What reasoning this. - May God deliver his chil-
dren from this snare; this stratagem of Satan: Soon
the writers of the above statements will know
whether Jesus Christ is omniscient or not—wheth-
er he is possessed of the wisdom of the immutable
God, or not, and whether he is .all good or other-
wise. - The coming day will reveal the character of
our Lord Jesus Christ.
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CHAPTER XVIL~

- Some bf the most Prominent Objections to the doc-
o trine of the Trzmty, considered.

-1, Says Mr. Morgridge, ¢ The doctrine of the
Trinity is to be rejected, because the belief of
it is-smpossible.” If this' objection is correct, if it
can be shown to be-impossible for.a man to believe
the doctrine of the Trinity, in the sense and light
in which Trinitarians hold it, then' the consequen-
ces are these:—First, Unitarians are under no ob-
ligation: to believe it.  Second; it is'not true. Third,
Trinitarians . do not believe it. - Fourtk, those who
pretend to believe it, are all false witnesses, and li-
ars. ' Fiftk, Trinitarians are all hypocrites, or they
wonld abandon it. = Sixtk, no man on earth does,
or ever did, believe it.” But where is this impossi-
bility? It might be impossible for us to believeé as
Unitarians represent the doctrine of the Trinity.
But as we hold it, there is no difficulty in believing
it. Jesus Christ says, I and my Father are one.”
¢ He that hath seen me, hath seen. the Father.”
Unitarians admit the Father and Holy Ghost to be
one, and all they lack is to believe what Christ says,
and then the matter is at rest. - So the item that
they esteem impossible to believe, lies between them
and the Savior, and he says, ¢ except ye believe
that Tam He, ye shall die in your sins.”

2. Says the same writer, ¢ There is no passage
of Scripture, that asserts that God is three? We



THE MANUAL. 103

think there .are a number. Not that say, how-
ever, that there are three Gods, but that bring
to view in the character of God three distinctions,
which we denominate persons. ¢ The grace of
our Lord Jesus Christ, (one,) the love. of God,
(two,) and - the communion of the Holy Ghost,
(three,) be with you.” - < In the name of the Fa-
ther, (one,) and of the Son, (two,) and of the Ho-
ly Ghost,” (three:)  * Come ye ‘near; Ihave not
spoken in-secret from the beginning, from the time
that it was, tliere am I, (one,).and now the  Lord
God, (two,) and his Spirit, (three,) hath sent me.”
Isa. 48:16, -

8. ¢ Trinitarians,” says Mr. Morgridge, “pro-
fessedly worship two- other ~objects beside the Fa-
ther.” He thinks the.Son is not to. be worshlped
as God. * Ye.cannot serve (Gr. Douleuein) God
and mammon.” " Mat. 6:24. ¢ Yeserve (Gr.-dou-
leucte,) the. Lord - Christ.> Col. 8:24: - Here the
same word denoting service is applied to God and
to Christ.. Christ informed satan that it was writ-
ten that God alone should be served, and his follow-
ers served the LORD Christ. -They were either
idolaters, or they considered Christ Lord of all.

Again. *Thou shalt" worship (proskuneseis)
the Lord thy God.”" ¢ And they worshiped him,”
(Christ) proskunesantes, &c. Luke 24:56.° Here
‘the same  word, and ‘one that conveys the idea of
the same kind of worship, is applied to the Father,
and also to the Son. Now are we to be consider-
ed idolaters because we also worship the LORD
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CHRIST? = Where. Christ speaks of the -*¢ true
worshlpers,” be says they shall worship (Gr. pros-
kunesouss,) the Father in Spérit. It was the man-
ner of the worship he here speaks of. . It was to be
spiritual worship.” He did not teach, that true. wor-
shipers should not worship the Son' too in” Spirit,
but he taught men to ¢ Honor the Son, even as they -
honor-the Father.”

4. “Jesus denies being' God, he denies vall-
ing himself God, and repels the accnsation -of
blasphemy, even on. the supposmon he had called
himself God.”*

The same author on this point goes on to state,
that.Jesus did convince the Jews that they were:
wrong in charging him with blasphemy, and thus

. satjsfied their minds. Now these stateéments are
utterly incorrect. He did not deny making him-
gelf God. The Jews did not ask him if he was
God, but they asked him if he was the Christ.
John 10:24. He calls himgelf the Son of God, and
testifies thdt he and his Father are one. We re-
peat it. - He did not deny making himself God, af-
ter he was accused by the Jews, but repeated his
former statement. John 10:88. -The writer then
states that the Jews were satisfied that he did not
intend to be understood, as making himself God.
They were not satisfied, and as they went to take
him, he made his escape. John 10:39, It was for
this very sentiment, that he was condemned at the

*fee True Believer’s Defence, page 2,



THE MANUAL. 105

judgment seat of Caiaphas. Here he was accused
of professing to be. the Christ, and Caiaphas said to
him, ¢ I adjure thee-by the living God, that thou
tell us whether thou be the Christ, the Son of God.”
Then, under the solemnities of an oath, Jesus an-
swers him affirmatively, and says, * thou hast-said.”
« Nevertheless I say unto you, Hereafter shall ye
see the Son of man sitting on the right hand of
power, and coming in the clouds of heaven.”’ "Mat.
26:63—64.

Does this look as though he - ¢ repelled the accu-
sation?”* Not at all; for on this acknowledgement
he was eondemned. ' .

‘We have already stated in chapter ix. that the
Jews understood. the' Savior .coirectly. This is ev-
ident from the fact that they considéred him guilty
of blasphemy. Had they understood him, (as Uni-
tarians do,) as only profesemg unity of sentiment
and design, with the Father, they would not have
accused him of blasphemy, for Moses, Elijah, and
David, professed as much as that. - He did not say
he and his Father ¢ were .one in the bunsiness of

" watching the sheep,”> as Mr. Morgridge says he in-
tended. - But he professed an unity of nature with-
his Father. -

* When we read these statements of Mr. Morgridge, a professed
minister of Christ, we were shocked. When he states that © Ckrist
zatisfied the Jews that He did not pretend to make himself- God,”
we could but suspect not-only:the piety, but the veracity of the man.
The reader will find these quotatxons on page 44, and the following
pagel, of his work.
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Now we ask ; .Did Jesus Christ decline the -ap-

" pellation, GOD? _Did he deny being GOD?" Not

atall. But when-oneof his disciples looks on hlm,

and says to him, ¢“My Lord and my GOD,” he

“seemed to incur the appl obation of the blessed Sav-
jor. C

Never did he satisfy the Jews that lie did not'in-
tend to be understood as'making hxmself equa] w:th
God.

5. Itis stated by Mr orgndge_ and Mr. Barr,
as well as_other Unitarian writers, that our -Lord
Jesus is not omniscient, because there was -one
thing that he said he did not know. Mr. Barr
thinks it was the “ day of judgment.” The text
they use to show him not omniséient is as follows.
¢ But of that day and that hour knoweth no man,
no, not the angels which are in heaven, neith-
er the Son but the Father.” - Mark 18:32. An-
other evangelist has it thus. * Butof thatday "and
hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels of heaven,
but my Father only.”” Mat. 24:36. . The express-
ions contained in these texts we acknowledge to
be of the same, or nearly the same, import. In
Matthew, however, the ¢ Son” is omitted. * We
will now endeavor to come at the sense .of the text
quoted from Mark.

Says the Savior to the Pharxsees, ¢ Ye judge af-
ter the flesh; I judge no man.” John8:15, Again
he says, ¢ The Father judgeth no man, but hath

‘committed all judgment unto the Son.” John 5322,
In the first of these texts, he was asked to pass his
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judgment upon a certain. woman. He informed
them that that was not his present business. Not
that he had no power to judge, for long before this
he had told them that ¢ all judgment was commit-
ted to the Son;” but hie wished to inform them that
in-his present employment-hé could not- judge in
that matter.  One thing is ¢lear; he had the power
or ability of knowing that day he spoke. of, or he
had not. The ¢ day and hour,” the Savior spoke
of, was notthe ¢ day of judgment;” but he spoke
of the desolation of the Holy City.* All the pre-
ceding and attending circumstances he "described,

and the result of the day. He told his disciples,
that of the temple, there should not: ““be left one-
stone upon another that should not be thrown down.»
He also knew that ¢ her enemies would cast a
trench” around the city, Daniel fixed the year of
the destruction of Jerusalem more than five hun-

* 1, It js evident that Christ ‘was heré speaking of his coming
again to visit Jerusalem, not in mercy as at present, but in dreadful
vengeance. 2. The text says: * But of that day and ‘that hour.”
It only remains to show what day and hour herefers to. He says,
verse 83, ¢ Take ye heed, watch and pray, for ye know not when
the time is, for the Son of man is as a man taking a far journey,”
&c. Verse 27, he says “ Watch ye; therefore, for ye know not
when the master of the house cometh,” It will. not be doubted,
that when he speaks of the coming of the master of the kouse, he
means his own coming, and he declares, verse 26, that they shall
see the Son of man coming in the clouds, and, verse-30, he says,
¢ Thig generatlon shail not pass away, tiil all these things be done.”
But it does not affect our argument in favor of our Lord’a emnis-
cience, to admit that he here had some relbrenca o the final com-
ing of the Son of man at the last day.
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hundred years before this. ¢ Seventy weeks-are
determined upon_thy people, and upon thy holy
city, to finish transgression and make an-end of
sins, and to make reconciliation for iniguity, and
to bring everlasting’ righteousness, and to seal up
the vision and prophecy, and. to anoint the MOST"
HOLY.” DPan.9:24. Itis evident Damf;l was in-
formed when it was.. Who gdve him this informa-
. tion? ‘We answer;  The spirit of Christ.” ¢Of
which salvation the prophets have inquired and
searched diligently, who prophesied of the grace
that should come unto you, searching what or what
manner of time the Spirit: of Christ which was in
them did signify.>? . 1 Pet. 1:10, 11. Now with
these facts before us shall we conclude that Christ
had not the power of Icnowmg when that. day should
arrive?
- ¢ Knoweth no mau,” &c. The . word, oiden is
the 2d per of etdo, * to know,” and is variously
rendered; ¢ To know” is its obvious meaning.
But the next question is, in what sense the Savior
used it? << If this passage signifies that the knowl-
edge of Christ was limited, it plainly contradicts
those alr eady quoted which prove he is omniscient.
But consndermg the word know to have the
same meaning here that it has in -1 Cor.. 2:2.
¢« For I determine notto know any thing among
you, save Jesus Christ and -him crucified,” it in-
volves no obscurity, for it there has the causative
sense. ¢ I détermine not do cause to know, or make
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known.”* If Jesus by his spirit gave Daniel-infor-
mation -when this should take -place five hundred
and sevenly years before this, is it not strange that he
had not the power of knowing it, when' the  event
Wgs ¢ nigh; even at the doors?”- We think the un-
doubted sense in which the Savior used. the word
““to know,’” was as above stated; for says one,
¢« Hast thou not lieard, hast thou not known, that
the everlasting God the Lord, the Creator of the
ends of the earth, fainteth net, neither is weary?
there is no searching of his understandmg . Isa.
40:28. ‘
6. Mr. M_orgridge' devotes ‘one chapter of his
-work to a search for the ¢ supposed second person
of the Trinity,” and says, ¢ God the Son does not
exist,” ¢ there is nothing for him:to do,” -and  tells
us that ¢ God the Son,” is-the creature of human
creeds.” He bases his argument mainly on the
“following passage of holy writ. ¢ Then cometh
the end when he shall have delivered up the king-
dom to God, even the Father, when he shall have
put down all rule and all authority and power; for
he must reign till he hath- put all enemies under
“hig feet. The last enemy that shall be destroyed is
death. "For he hath put all things under his feet.
But when he saith, All things are put under him,
itis manifest that he is excepted that did put all
things under him And when all things shall be sub-

* See the Faith of the F. ‘Bnptxsts, page 44, 45, and the remarks
there made on Mark 13:32. .
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dued unto him, then shall the Son also himself be
subject to him that put all things under him, that
God may be all inall.”? 1 Cor. 15:24—28. ¢« Here,”
says Mr. Morgridge, < We see the same dependent
Son, giving up the kingdom to- the Father.” ‘

We will make a few brief remarks on this pas-
sage.

First. The kingdom the Soi is to gifve up. The
“end” the. apostle spoke of was the end of the
present world, the grand close. of human affairs.
Christ during this period acts as our Mediator and
Intercessor, but at the end of the world this office
must cease, there being no more need of a Media-
tor. It is, then, the Mediatorial kmgdom that is
given up.

Second. To whom the kingdom, or veign, is giv-
en. Ttis evident that the. reign is given up to the
Father. But.is it to be supposed that the Father
was inext, and had nothing to do with the reign all
this time, and now the Son is to be inactive? Cer-
tainly not. Man’s probation being elosed, the dis-
tinction in the persons of the Holy Trinity, in
atoning for, sanctifying, and pardoning men, and
preparing them for heaven, now ceases. The di-
vine nature of the Savior being superior to his hu-
man nature, is now the all-controlling, all-absorbmg
Deity, and now—

¢ The God shines gracious through the man,
And sheds sweet glories on them all.”

Third. Whois all in all. The apostle informs
us that ¢¢ God shall be all in all.* In Col. 3:11, he
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speaks-of Christ as being ¢ all in all,” but it was.on

a different occasion from the one under considera-

tion. But mark, he does not say that the Fatker

shall be allin all, but GOD shall be allin all. . The

distinetion in- the divine essence as now recognized -
by us will cease, and -~ o :

GOD be ALL in ALL.

‘We have abundant evidence that this is the sense
of the text, for God says of the Son, * 'Thy throne,
O God, is forever and ever.” And the Revelator
tells us he saw the Lamb in the midst of the
‘throne.?

Let men make light of the existence of  God the
Son,” because that nowhere in the scriptures this
precise form of expression is used, yet they will
find him without much. sear¢h in a coming day!
Jehovah calls him God. ¢ 'Thy .throne, O GOD.”»
‘Jesus says he that ¢ the SON makes free is free in-
deed,” and therefore we have no seruples in giving
“him the appellatxon ¢ God the Son.” And now ‘“to
the only wise God our Savior, be glory and majes-
ty, dominion, and power, both now and ever.”
Amen. -

7. Ttis again stated by the last mentloned author,
that though Christ is called God, it is in a subor-
dinate sense, and therefore it does not prove him to
be the ¢ Supreme God.” We have yet to learn
that the Christian religion admits of different grades
of Gods, Gods superior and "inferior. We unhesi-
tatingly state that the term ¢¢-god,» is no where in



112 THE MANUAL,

the Bible applied to men or angels, unless it is used
in the plural number, or preceded by the article a,
or otherwise qualified by the sense, so thatit cannot
be understood to mean the Supreme Being.*  Bat
where it is applied to Chnst, thls distinetion ceases
to be made.

Says one, ¢ Christ is mot what.--the Bible
calls him. He is called a Rock, a Lion,a Lamb.”

It should be borne in. mind that these titles denote
different characters under which he “is revealed to
us. - Whei spoken of as a sacrifice for our sins, he
is denominated a lamb. When his power and abil-
ity ¢to take the book, and unloose the seals, is spo-
ken of, he is compared to a Lion, and his immuta-
bility is spoken of under the figure of a Rock.

‘But is he inferior to the objects that figuratively
represent him? What is he when he is represen-
ted by the terms, Mlghty God,” ¢ Everlasting
Father,”} “ True God, and Eternal Life,” ¢ Great

* Mr. Morgridge says,” “ Moses is called Jehovah, their God.”
Deaut. 11: 13-—15, and that  Jonathan calls David, O Lord God of
Israel.” 1 Sam. 20:12. See Morgridge’s work, page 122 and 125.

‘What man, and especially- what Christian, can- but blush at such
statements as these !’ The reader may consult the sacred text,
Henry’s, Clarke’s, or any other Commentary on earth, to see how
untrue these statements are. The fuct is, fruth is not now, nor
ever will be, indebted to falsehood for its support: But how fruit-
less must be such attemplts to destroy the doctrine of the Supreme
Divinity of our blessed Lord. That cause that truth will not sus-
tain, is a bad cause, and should be forthwith abnndoned.

t The -term, « Everlaszllig Father,” - in this passage, we 'think,
does not refer to the first person in-the T'rinity,. but to. Christ as
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God,” ¢« Onply Wise God,” ¢ The first and the last,
the Almighty?”” If he bears, in the sacred Word,
such appellations as these, and ‘yet they do not
prove his Supreme Divinity, there can be certainly-
no proof from the word of inspit‘atidn, that any In-
finite Supreme Being exists in the universe. We
would ask, if these titles would prove the Father
to be the self-existent God? and if so,what do they
prove inzelation to our Lord Jesus Christ?

But the time of vain speculatlons on the charac-
ter of Christ will close ere long; that day when
God the Son shall-take the throne of judgment and
call all human beings before his face. Our eyes
will see him clad in robes of judgment. We shall
see those flaming eyes and burning feet. Our ears
will hear his pleasing voice, bid us welcome to the
mansions of unsullied bliss, prepared eternal in the
heavens; or we shall tremble at that voice which
says, ““ depart.”  Our hearts will flutter in our bo-
soms, filled with joy; or sink within us, convulsed
with awful terror. Then will shine forth the at-
tributes of him who was dead, and is alive, and has
the keys of death and hell. Forbid it, blessed Je-
sus, that we should be-deceived! '

the Author, Creator, Govemor, and ‘Protectm" of the Universe, or
the Father of 81l created things, and of the Gospel dispensation.
Trinitarians should be careful not:to confound the idea of these
two persimsi oLet the distinction always be inaintained.
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QUESTIONS ON THE CIIARACTER OF -
CHRIST.

We will subjoin the following, <and give ‘the
answers as far as we can, in accordance with the
views of modern Unitarians. - Those we, do not
answer, we shall leave for any Unitarian to answer,
who is better skilled in the mysticisms of that
doctrine than we are at present. But until these
questions are answered in agreement with the views
of Unitarians, we shall consider them unanswera-
ble. :

Q,UESTION S. .

1, Did . Christ exxst before his natwnty } A,
Yes. :

2. Ishis existence eternal? -A. No.

3. Is Christ all divine? A. Yes.

4. Can Divinity die? A.

5. Was there ever any mcamatwn of the dmne
Being? A. No. .

6. How was God manifested in the flesh? A.

7. Is the Son an object of rehglous worship? A,
Yes.

8. Isany creature an object of rehgmus worship?
A.

9. Did the body of Christ exist previous to his
conception and birth? A. '

0. Was that body Auman, angelic, or divine in

its nalure? A. Divine. -

11. Can Divinity bleed? A.
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12. Had the actual Creator any pat‘tner m creat-
"ing the universe? A. No. .

13. Who was the Creator? A. Christ.

14. Did the body of Christ possess a human soul?
A. No.

15. Was it the body or mmd of bhrlst that cre-
ated the universe? A. »

- 16. Is the Holy Ghost an-active agent, a person’
A No.

17. How then was the- Holy Ghost, the Father of
Jesus Christ? _ A.

18. Wasthe Creator of the universe-a separate
and distinct being, from him _who died on the
cross? A.

19. Was the Creator himself uncreated? A.
Yes, he was. o

20. Was Jesus Chrlst se]t‘-exnstentP ~A. No.

21. Did Jesus increase in wisdom? “A. Yes:

22. Did the Creator i increase in wisdom? - A.

23, Did Jesus Christ possess fwo natures’! A.
No.

24. In what sense was Jesus before Abraham?
A.

25. s there any created being who was from ev-
erlasting to everlusting? A, - -

26, Is any created being the Uving God? A.

- No. :
27. Why is Christ so called? Acts 14, 15, A.
28. Is the Eternal God a spirit? A.  Yes.
29. Is a spmt a mind, an agent, apersoni A,
Yes.
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30. Is the Holy Ghost a person? . A,

31. Is the Holy Spirit and the Spirit of God,
one, and only one, Spirit? “A. - .

82. How is God said to be a SpmtP A.

33 Does Christ possess human nature? A.” No.

4. Why is he called ¢ Jesus Christ of the seed of

Davnd Al

35. Was the God of Elijah, Jeremiah, and Dan-
iel, the Eternal God? A. Yes.

86. Why does Jesus ecall “himself, The Lord
God of the Holy Prophets?*? Rev. 22: 6—-11 6. A.

87. Was the Logos, (John1:1,) a real existence?
A. . :
88. Was he a substance, or was he an attribute
of God? "A. An attribute.

89. Was the world created by delegated power?
A. Yes.

40. Can God delegate his attributes? A,

CONCLUSION.

It is with feelings of devout regard and venera-
tion for the Supreme Being, that we have approach-
ed the subject we have been contemplating in the
preceding pages. We make no pretensions to any
ability to comprehend the uncreated existence of the
Infinite and Holy ONE. Al such pretensions, we
esteem folly and blasphemy. '

It may not be improper to say, that some who
are Trinitarians, nominally, carry their views so
far as to give up the doctrine entirely, and take the



THE MANUAL. 117

ground they most strenuously oppose; and; in fact,
are in sentiment Unitarians. . The moment we de-
ny the distinction between the Father and the Son,
and agsert that they in all respects are the same be-~
ing, that moment we are.on Unitarian ground with
this difference, that they hold thus of the Father.
It 'matters not whether we. consider the Father,
Son, or Holy Spirit, the only proper Deity. If we
lose sight of the distinctions of persons in the
T'rinity, we take the side of Unitarianism, or So-
cinianism, which djffers somewhat from the views
of modern Unitarians, as we have already shown.
If we declare the Son to be God, to the exclusion
of the personality of the Father.and Spirit, not
acknowledging them at the same time to be God
equally with the Son, we overreach the doctrine of
the Tnmty, and become supporters of the doctrine
we oppose. - We are represented as- holding that
““the very and Eternal Father died on the cross,”
and then we are tauntingly asked, ¢ Who support-
ed the universe while God was dead?” We deny
holding any such doctrine. We constantly make the
distinction between the persons of the Father, Son,
and Holy Ghost. 'We-do not believe that the Eter-
nal God died, but we do helieve the human body of
the Lord Jesus died, and this is one reason why we
believe in the humanity of Christ, for we cannot be-
lieve that Dlvmlty could bleed and die, We con-
fidently believe our Lord and Savior, in his divine
nature, to be God with the Father and Holy Ghost,
and therefore we make no distinction in the worship
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‘we -render him or them. We do fiot how our knees
a little way to Christ, and then bow them down to the
Father;- but we bring them down, right down, at
the name of Jésus Christ. And we do hope, when
this mortal life shall close, to bow with all them
that are sanctified in Christ Jesus, and offer unceas~
ing and undivided praise to GOD, the FATHER,
GOD, the SON, and-GOD, the HOLY, SPIRIT,in
a world that.shall never end.

HYMN.«~Praise to God.

Jesus, thy love shall we forget,
And never hring-to mind,
The %race that paid our hopelesu debt;
bade us pardon ﬁnd

RN : o CHORUS. )
Our sorrows and our sins were lald;
On thee, alone on thee ;
Thy precious bleod our ransom paid,
. Thine all the glory be.

’l‘hy life of grief shall we forget,
Thy fasting, aud thy prayer— .
Thy locks, with mountain vapors wet,
To save us from despair ?

Gethsemnne, shall we forget,
Thy struggling agony,
_ 'When night lay dark on Olivet,
"And nope to watch but thee ?

" Shall we the platted crown forget,
The buffeting and shame—
‘When heli thy sinking soul beset,
And earth reviled thy name ?

The nail, the spesr, shall we forget .
The agonizing ? L
M%God—-my Father, wilt thou let N

hy Son forsaken die ?

Life's brightest scenes, we may forget,
Our kindred-cease to love,

But he who paid our hopeless debt,
Our constuncy shell prove. :
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