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PRETFACQCE.

Tors amall yolume was published six years ago. The-guthor
has received repeated applications for another edition, snd in
complisnce with weitben and werbal voruests, now reissucs it,
difforondly arvanged and somewhat enlurped,  He has abridged
somn arguments, omitted others for substitotes, more directiy
coming under the general heads of the discuszion es here pre-
santed, expanded aome, and added new matter; but not esrionslty
to affect the origial design of © multum in parvo’ To il pre-
sent revisad form, he thinle it will be more accepiable to his
readurs, becauss presenting more peomineatly the peculiarity of
disenezion he deems of lmportance, in this flldmportant centro-
FETEF.

The opponents of the Divinity of Cheist, are ever appealing to
Brazox. The dritt of thelr writingd is 1o show, thet the adwve-
catza of thia doefrine huwe ' most uneommon shalls * that the
imberility, rrationality, irrelevancy, feompalibility, inanity, ab-
enpdity, cte, of our argmments, reslly impench ng hefore the
tribvanal of Heason ; that oor doetrine is contraband by the ows
of pommen-senze ; aod impracticabls to o philosophic faith. Just
here, ave we veady for dofinse ; prepared to- ghow, that as they
professedly admif the verneity of the writers of the Bibly, their
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faith placez them in o wildormess of dilemmas, all of vigorous
growlh from 13e goil of Renzon,  And if it can be done, they ean
biave ro reasoneble objection that,

Faoh ateoag ddemenn, Toits bin and plas,
Bhall shaw thele epster in o deepemie ehe,

At the same Hime, we disavow all intention to place them in
any thing like n falze position.  The mubjeet ia too serious, and the
interesta of feath too weighty, to aliow any sach attempt, had wo
the dieposition to beunfuir in thiz respeet.  Cur aim i3 to con-
vinee by well-fomded argument, by mssumizng the very ground
which we hove often leen represented os avoiding, and by pur
auing & line of disenssion with which they onght o be the last o
find fanlt, who deal In ogieed expedients, to overwhelm our view
of trath with an avalanche from the lofty snmmit of human rea-
pon.  Tuking cur tarn in this way, we sincerely Lope may not be
o matter of complaint to any of onr readers, who may bestow ve-
flection npen what liag here been prosented.

A writer, who has given & very lucid seoount of the spatem we
uppose, fnforma og, that @ Unitarians tals the Bible in their Landz,
and sit down o read it ng plain unlettered {Thristians, and with
prayer for divime illuminstion.” We feel quite sure gnch s the
et 1kely way of sxvivisg at the truth; and for this very clas
of minds, disposed to recsive the {ruth, with the simplicity and
houesty of Little childven, from the sucred page, we write, We
wish toshow thad onr doctrine i3 fairly dedocible from plain state-
ments of Rovelation, and that the admission of its opposite is in-
comypodible with the reception of the Bible, os a rule of faith amd
practice ; beeause the faith it eujoins and the practice it inouleates
recpiiee ug, a3 we think, o receive the Lord Jesus Chriat, as an
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oviginal Being, uniting two naturcs in ons person, the divine and
the human, to effect the groat purpose of onr redemption, We
think it quits unwise, & priors, to limit God, by saying this in-
volves an impossihility ; it i assnming the very thing to be 1:1'.'01.*{-11.
WNow, il we take the Bibls and #reed it as plain unlettered Chris-
ians” and find fwo classes of didactio affinoations teaching us
that Christ iz both God and man; oad i it iwvolve no intringie
abaardity, should God please to form sach a union for  speeilie
purpose, why should onr dogtring be “a stumbling-block " or
sfpolishness * to any man, thua actuated by & sincere desiee o
know what directions are given in ihe wey of elucidating the
answer to that question, * WWhat must T do to be swved I

The meda of proving the divinity of Christ & the same em-
plezed to prove the divinity of the Father. Tt can be done i uo
other way., The arguments in tho one eazo; from the Beriptures,
are the same os in the other; aud they are equally conclusive.
They are positior, and can never be anawered by negafine ones.
T we prove that Christ s God, thal propesition iz not disproved
by the evidence that he i3 man.

The system we opposs is Soednienisn.  But although we pre-
for to oall things by theie richt names, let the use of this ferm
should prove offinsive, we have taken angther g a matter of con-
venience, namely, Dnitariznism ; becauss it haa been spproprinted
iy the largest Body denying the divinity of our Lord, axd is now
hy comtmon eonsent understoed to designate sll who repudiate this
peoint of Christian faith, We use ity bowever, under protest; for
the writer, and alk those who think with Lim, are in the strictest
genze Unitariang, az they mest firmly beliove in the unity of God,
and in the subosdinate relaifon of Jeaus Ohrist, as Messiah, Me-
diazar, and Man, to the Father. Hence we yiehl that to which
they ere nab exelazively enlitled,
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Hut thers are other Podies, besides the one referred to, who
embrace Sovinian doctrive, and are not ecoleginstically koown by
the term Unitarian, namely, {hristions, One of their writers eaya in
the history of this Beet : @ With vory fow exeeptions; they are ndt
Trinitarions, averring that they con peitker find the word nor the
doctrine fn the Bible. They believs ‘tha Lord, onr Jehovab, s
one Lord and purely one  That ¢ Jeanws Christ ig the only begot-
tem Son of Gtod. That-the Holy Ghost iz that divine unclion
with which our Baviowr was anointed, the effusion that was
poured out on the day of Pentecost | and that it is o divine emana-
tion of God by which o exerta an energy or {uflucnee on rational
minds, VWhile they believe that Jeana Chrlst ia thi Son of God,
they are not Socinians or Huomanitarisns  Thelr prevailing be-
Iief is, that Jesns Christ exigted with the Father before all
worlds.”  In ofher words, they are Arigne®

Friends, (Hicksitea) One of thia Body thns writes: ©We
helieve in the divinity of Christ—n divinity not selfexisting aud
independent, but derived from the Father, being the Holy Spirit,
or God in Christ™

Restorationdsts. " In relation {o the frinity, atonement and fiee
seit], the Restorationiats’ views harmonize with those of the Ueita-
rians,'t

Ustversulists.  © Yery gonerally, Universalists have eoms to
cntertain, what are commonly called Cuitarian views of God, of
Christ, of the Holy Spirit, and of Atonersent s at least there ap-
pears to be o very peneral similarity between us and the Eoglish
Trnitariona, not only en those subjects, but alzo on the pature aod
duration of punishment, en the subject of the devil,” ele

* Eupq's Hisary of Relipieas Denvminations, {13845 n, 188,
t o, po B8, 3 Teopp's History, . 655 b Ropp, p T8
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From thess extracts, it will be seen that our system s opposed
to Arianiam and Bocinianism, each of which embodies the great
characteriztic of Tnitarianism, as thes expressed by one of their
writers : “ Unitariens madatain that God is one mind, one per-
son, one undivided being ; thet the Father slone is entitled to ba
cilled God in the highest sense ; that be alone possesses the
attributes of infinite, wnderived divinity, and & the only prope:
object of snpreme worship and love. They believe that Jesus
Christ iz a distinet Being from hum, and possezzes only derived
attributes ; that he ia not the Bupreme God hireself, but hiz Son.”
 This must be the grest leading doetrine, the diztinguishing,
and, properly speaking, tha only distingnishing feature of Tnita-
rianfam,™* namety, the segetive doctrine, that Christ iz net the So-
preme God, Inssmueh as we wim to specify all these Bects as
involved in the sare futal ereor, the teste we ngs, must be andor-
stood to includaall, though it expresses o doctrine peculiar to peithar,
We uze if, ng hag been aaid, for the sale of convenlesce, and to
save circomlocution ; and respectfnlly agk all of them, enndidly to
congider whether reason and consistency do nob reguire them to
aoeept onr doetrine, or reject the Bible, and thug become Deigta?
Becanse wa think they can not, will not do the latter, we hope
gome ot least will do the former, © that they may find mevey of
the Lord in that day.”

* Rupp's Hisgory, ju T4,



