9:0f, Rome, his
,gpmmhh Mnou weakened:- Count

be 50 soon deoalved—-—y too weak to
- oi'

weak of \heﬁ, ed

save his own cities, (Jones, 2: 280) But,fxggar, Im nep;lew,

prepared to defend his territories. At the siege of -

they oﬁenﬂ to t Roger leave with twelve others, if he woald
; : e@%sad but he was, not proof against

ho ndﬁ hughta, while t.mt.- :

“blood. 'How sl:aﬂ ws dls- e :
old the Abbot, “God _.
vice was followed. Tt

ﬁhgw nﬁ,gnntod to three hundred
‘was continned by succeeding Popes, and
'-pemumly established. They took the castle

and offered the inhabitants quarter on condition _
u their refusing, the Earl, his _

the new religion.
,_md.dumﬁ;iqahwem all shut up in

en burnt, to ashes.—Jones, 2: 121.
Montfert, had accepted the task of
"i'.h'a possession of their dominions.
' ‘walh of the city; but when the
aws ordering all houses, cellars,

: Mm&o.,md t fugitives; to take all means to

5 detect them; ‘Bhﬁdrqn of the age of twelve were to take a hor-

d. oath, hlndlng them to the dragon’s interest; and all laymen

rere prohibited poaawing any copies of: t the scriptures ~Wad-
204,

uwareg'i’l;ﬁnbnmtami mongheutmndmgones

sufferers;-but affording the most rapturous Jjoy to the

- .Br. E‘q Alb. 2.0, #Qs-«-»

king of thercastle-of. Bron, one, hundred of the in-

t.hdir oyes*pluclmd out, and were sent under guide

jo with one eye, to warn other cities. When Miner-

i Ohristlnns were a.t pmyer, both men and

oneplle ofwood, The taking of Lavaur, is
“'Vogy 8000 thaydngged

- ﬁlﬁng with the first, t
the spot. A hdy was
nes, afterwards. our pil-

and bnsved o v L
.482)) :

1 ty,” who held to the. “older system of stlbord!naﬂon,”,-
P iure raseology—p. g}&

: ﬁnity " 4 somposed 6

ey Were or-
wn into &'

o all lovers of truth the

%&w Bible truth by ealling,*{" Trinitarian Kings? to defend with fire and sword ? - Shi

ians. The €. who are confounded wWith the’*"r

' h?-the‘unlnformed or bigoted historians; were the “nu-
merouvparty.!' +#Dominant Chiirch party,” and “middle par-
Nean-

; 424, and wished to settle the divinity of Christ in scrip-

ible doctrine,” “and were for teaching nothing that they could ™
ove 88 Of verbal testimony from the

“peace-loving "—p. 876,

»*who held the “domin-+ |

who & adhered &enaoiou.sly to simple 3

r'hiatorians,ﬁ'omt"

o o _!m.,‘,_' 7 6 Prisciples of the Christia e
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taotellﬂw'lmm of

thennifm Apostaey,ormakeadngiemnrdwpﬁm _

Intions.” Where were the orthodox shepherds? Whes "t&'
‘protestants; who relate such Catholic tales. These natio
~faras converted wers all Ohristians of the Antl-N‘mne Bch

e means,;when he says—* The whole world wandmd to
 highly offended the varions Trinitarian

izzy mount of orthodoxy ; are puzzled to
" friends and ‘enemies; but bless and curse,

casily pleased, or
dlstingmah betwi

 with their varying fancy ; the same men, as Orthodoxy and ‘Ari-

and so moulded by their plsstic hands; the evidence

h’pt Ghurch doctﬂne.,'&}pfm%m ‘anthors of ‘peace erreds’ | 4 Ii‘o'gored a8 'a God.”—(Neander 2, 51,) which makes Chirist su-

through charity whenprefering Bible language for themselves;:
they proposed for the cofitending” factions whoadid not, the

| wu¥arious Homoouslonhoomprgmiaes, approved by Hilary —Gib-
AT bon 2: 250,

A m
The more numorm i anr, or mnddh n vain strove
for peace. Em;gu ( fore the oouncxl confession of
faith,” which distint
part, of scriptural phraseolo-
the party of Eusebins as being a'
Arins, ag in the formula of the
censured the' use of expressions
' of the seri ftnre,z’—x S 9
er saye,. * the Tnnii.y eon—

gy, which was consides
peculiar merit in
Homoouaion, the

ot ks Tnmty is & “ threefold gwm " page 578' and

" not agualtfy, and he calls the snbordinatmmsystem of the semi-

Arians, the “older in opposition to the ngw Nicerie form,” vol.
1: 607, and vol. 2: 361, 363, 364, 365, ﬁm While Hawies

'1: 292, thinks it “ contemptible evasion,” ‘“to qgldiokte from

the . oharge of Arianism,” those who holﬂ to t.hul m}bordmat.lon :
view. But Neander calls it the anti-Nic o™ of appre-
hending the ‘doetrine ‘of the Trinity,"—p. 484‘ *So that the
Christians, now called “Arians” were then the only true defend-

* ers of what is now called the anti-Nicene Trihity; and as such,

Neander actually presents Auxentius.. Compare page 428 with
4924, They Were the more mumerous pa _%qﬁ the council (p.
872) out of 318 Bishops—p. 876, gnq-' al

Arianism, yet they were eall

890, 891, In the wmiddle of ithe foun

called the “ majority,” snd - %*i ant

the viotory thronghont the whole Roman_ Empire,” p. 899. At
the Antioch: assemblies in 841 and 845, they conderiined the
Arian fofmulas, by which the Son of God*was made a creature,
asserting in the strongest terms the similarity of essence; but
objecting to Homoousian, because it was a badge of strife, cho-
sen to offend; and they were lovers of peace,—Nean. 2. 873,

I8 language; so thought Dionysius the
sebius the _hlstorian two men in whom

e Ghrmtmn ranks t! the prlmltwe

“the doctring of Christ's di- |
3 : same views,is an oracle.—Nean. 1::508.—Clarke Com. Luke 1:

: R 94-
“land™

e, leaves Mark an Arian, and makas the Arian * full God,”
heresy, and the Constantine’s worship of Christ and Pagan
Gods, orthodoxy. So.also the Christians who hold the Son of
God before the council of Nice; are (doubtfully, ogdogmntlm]ly
appealed to as Trinitarians; Whﬂe“:thm living after that period
are grudgingly, or pettmhlxr oomiguad over to Arianism; and
Sabellius, is 70w, & heretic whilé" Dr.’ AdamOlarke with the

30. Again, the early fathers, Clement, A. Irenens &e., ‘who,
only saw in Christ the Logos, and Sarz, that-is the divine soul,”
lesh—for * Tertnlhan was the first to express distinetly,

ean 084, 635. These fnthars, who denied the hu-
man soul., up ' the council held Beryll, (p. 598,) which
first settled that doctrine, are considered orthodox; and those
who had no knowledge of the equality of the Holy Spmh Trin-
itarians.

When the foundation of the Roman Catholic Chureh, was
laid by Constantine in the beginning of the 4th century, those
Christians whose religion was dictated by the Roman Govern-
ment, came into an entire new Church organization, of which
the emperor was * bishop,” #supreme head,” and *sovereign
Pontiff;” who “ e::tonded  powers,” (Grey & Rat. 92.) Or-
gamz:ed for it the iscopa government, by ‘oonforn:ugg the
Church to the stateof government, and blshopsto magistrates,”

“He its revenues,” makmg “allotments of
and ¥ institating tythes;” (p. 95;) and made it the “State
Religion.”—Nean. 2:230. The decisions of the bishops, he
made legally binding; (p. 180,) with “privileges and penalties,”
for the obedient and the refractory,—p. 138, and dictated the
Nicene Creed,—p. 37, as the test of temporal and eternal sal-
vation.

The first elements of the erced oragmatad in the platonism of
the Alexandrian School.—(Nean. 2: 849.) The Bishop, Alex-
ander (Mosh. 1:125,) maintained that the Son was of the same
eminence, dignity, and essence of the Father. (Wad. 03.) Ari-
us a presbyter, entertaining entirely different views from those
of Plato, (ibid Mosh.) disputed this. ‘The Church had fre-
quently decided that there was a'real difference between the
Father and the Son, and that the Holy Ghost was distinct from
both,” but the relative dignity had not been defined by “any
particular sct of ideas,”—* The Christian Doctors entertained
diffepent sentiments upon the subject without giving the least
offence.’—Mosh. 1: 124, “The prevailing view in the Western
Chureh came to this; one divine essence in the Father and the

. Son; but at the same time, a subordination in the relation

of the Son to the Father.”—Neander 1: 605, thus agreeing
with the Eastern Church,” Haw.2: 273, ‘“ Where the subor-
dinafion Theory long maintained its place.”—Nean. 1 : T16.
So that all the Fathers—Justin, Origin, Tertullian, Pantaneus,
and many others,” long before Arius was born; are now con-

* | demned for “ Arianism.”—Har. 1: 164, 169, 199, 203. Give

eup all whom they condemn; and what have the Orthodox
11 For Neander says that “Arms did not believe that he

"“as preaching a new doctrine,but only bringing out and estab-
" lishing the Old Church subo
¢ | «For ‘‘the older, more simple’ form of Church doctrine—before

; m;mdergone any farther chénge—would have satisfied the -

rditmtion system.”—Nean. 2: 861.

" who thoughtit “needed no correction—as they had.

_ presered . unaltered. from. the begmnmg,-—-p 117, so “fol-

lowing the older mode of ap nsidered the in-
l..ogm, to oomlst

he dnphotty of ;noet

émmm tHe'truth, for the creed by |

Wmﬁ%&mm Arian, s
“4th century, while they know

_couldixmuster but seventeen bishops at Nice,

Heterdoxy of such_Orthodox heroes, as Am-

d to parml, and Gregory Nazianzan to the uni-
bt | Qrigin,—Grey & Rut. 99. . The
B&eﬂxwi&_m of_ Akundar'—ﬂn

sw,” a8 expressed by

ary Da ;
"Ghrtst with' Olemam Alemdrim, Neln. 9; 497. Their
“views of the Holy Ghost were ‘‘vague,” some holding with Jus-

 tin, that it ¢ gtood in some relation to the Angels."—Nean. 1:

ltl!i,mosiofthoEnst-srn Church that it wu"nbodiuteto
. the Bo 716. While Nazianzan in'880, that
T eologimg wero divided,” as fo m it was a
“made," “ereature of God," or “God." Hilary knowing
it only as the spirit of M—Nm 9: 419, So that
there 'was no. Trinitarian party. Gibbon makes tAree parties,
all herotics, viz: Arians, Sadellians, and Tritheists. With the
Arians 46 eonfounds the Christians. The Sabelliifs, were
jan Ohristians. The Sabellians, Mosh, 1: 95. The
Tritheists; belioved in three Gods. He says that the Tritheists
and Sebellians united, against the Arians, which is true; Seo
nm-m:: l?ﬂaﬂﬁaohmnphdmw&o

ab s ’

W

mote, Nean. 2:117.) It is them, and not the.Arians, that."'li 7

1 i

g ,ﬁd itself Anin —Wad. 99. Gib.2 252. Nean. 2, 899.\ Too

- ing to it the true
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Humanitarian—Unitarianism are distinetly seen in the Trinity
to this day. Neander presents three parties, viz: * Arians,
Homoousions, and the more numerous party,” vol. 2, contents
xxi. Neander’s “ Arians”™ comprise but seventeen bishope, out
of Gibbons Arian pirty, (Nean.2: 877,) and his “ more nu-
merous party,” of no Sectarian name, make up the rest of Gib-
bon’s Arians; and were the Christians who stood aloof from all
parties,—p. 872. His Homoousions are Gibbon’s combination
of Sabellians and Tritheists,—p. 875. Ne#inder’s words are page
872. “Those who agreed entirely with the doctrine of Arius,

. which was but a small party; then the advocates of Homoon-

._lhn, who likewise in the Eastern Church, (also, Western
- Chureh see preceeding page) composed but & comparatively
emall party : and finally those who oecupied the lmddle ground
‘between the two parties, and entertained similar views with
tlrose of Eusebius of Ceasarea—(that is, tne true Son of God
dostrine) From these last sprang up afterwards the party call-
ed Semi-Arians.” * Many of the decided expressions of Arius,
concerning the nature of the Son of God must, beyond question,
have appeared offensive evento the dominant middle party,”
—p. 878. This *“more numerous party ” afterwards ealled Ari-
ans—p. 890, censured both the Arian and Nicene creeds, as
unsecriptural—p. 874, contended for “ Christ’s divinity,” strove
to “establish peace,” and are called the “authors of peace.”
Early infected mtﬁ' the monarchian heresy.—Nean. 1: 579.
Rome was the al enemy of the personal divine éxistence
of the Son of ‘And when Diopysius the great, found it
necessary to stem the Sabellian current in A. D. 255 by oppos-
m&n_of ‘God, doctrine; Dionysius of Rome, not
only attacked tﬁﬂmof God, doctrine, falsely accusing him of
holding tho o be a ereature; but also vigorously assaulted’
the Tritheistic heresy,—p. 606, 608. But now, when Constan-
tine, who—regarding the bishop, as the reprsentatives of God.”
Nean. 2: 371; Would have willingly acquiesced in the con-
demnation of Arius, but for the general dissatisfaction, dis-
patched Hosius his favorite—p. 871 to Alexander, to procure a
reconciliation between him and Arius. Alexander, under the
Tritheistié influence of Athanasfus—Gib. 2: 247, having com-
‘bined with Hosius to support Homoousion—Nean. 2: 875,
against the Son of God doctrine, thus uniting the whole strength

- of the court, Tritheists and Sabellians, rejected all overtures;

and the “violent measures of the laity ” forced the Emperor to
call & council—p. 871, when “a condemnation of the Arian
propositions might have been easily carried through—if the

defa'nding the Homoousions had not also raised an oppo-
sition f0 the dominant Church doctrine of the East ™—p. 373.
~Thus parties were arrayed. Eusebius representing the
Chnst.ms, i e. dominant Church party, urged Bible language,

_ charity and peace. Eusebius of Nicomedia, with Arius, con-

tended for his peculiar theory. While Hosins and Alexander
led on the mnited strength of the Sabellians and Tritheists to

~ sapport Homoousion. - Thus by imperial authority—p. 875, ter-

ror of banishment, and the compromise of heretics; the Ho-
moousion condemned at Antioch in A. D. 269, was established
at Nice in A. D. 825, contrary to the wishes of the majority of
the Council—Nean. 1: 606, and explained by each party-to suit
their own theory—Nean. 2: 878. Gib. 2: 247. Each objected
to the others—that the Son ¢f God doctrine, presented the Son
between God and creatures, in a medium, which does not exist;

or that the Arian full God created out of nothing, was not the
Son, but a creature; or that the Tritheist lost the suffering Son,
for two useless Gods w\]ﬁch was idolatry; or that the Sabellian

- Homoousion held to an eternal infant and mortal God; or de-

nied the Sonship of the divinity, and the divinity of the sacri-
fice; thus ending the theological flight of orthodoxy, with but
one God and & human Savior, far below Arianism.

The various heresies now ealled orthodox, arose in the follow-
ing chronological order:

1. Trinity, of anciept date among the heathens, the word
was® introduced among Ohristians by Theophilus of Antioch,
after the middle of the 2d century.—Gib. 2: 289.

2, A human soul in Chgist, originally held by some Gnostics
and Ebionites, was first tauglt among those now ealled ortho-
dox, by Tertullian, in the beginning of the 84 century.—Nean-
der, 1: 634,

8. According to Trinitarian authors, the Trinity received its
“finishing touch ” at the council of Constantinople A. D. 381.—
Moshiem, 1 128.

4. But the procession of the Holy Ghost from both Father
aud Son, settled in Spain first at Toledo, A. D. 858.—Moshiem,
1:9225. But never adopted by the Greeks.—Gibbon, 3: 450.

5. The Athanasian creed and John—b5: 7. (See Clarke,
Barnes and others,) wera forged in Africa, probably after the
5th century.—Gerard Vosius, tom. 6: 516—522. When Gen-
nadius, Patriarch of Constautinople, first saw the Athanasian
creed, he pronounced it to be ** the work of & drunken man.“
Gibbon, 3: 445.

8. The doctrine of two natares, or twe wills in Christ, afier
three centuries of contention and war, and the loss of very

many lives; was settled by law at Constantinople in what is
. falsely ealled the VI General Council A.D 680 to 681.—Gib-
bon, 4: 423,

7. A.D. 880, Theodosius the tyrant, the tenth professedly

Ohristian Emperor of Rome, was the first baptized in the faith

é the Trinity ; and Clovis the robber, King of France, is called

o eldest son of the Church, because that although many
Kings had been long before, and also at that time were Chris-
tians; yet he was the first Trinitarian King. —Waddmgton, 08,
Gibbon, 4: T1—461. Moshiem, 1: 188. :

To be eontinued.
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