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- %bVERTISEMENT‘

. ' (‘ !
\;;LI’“ HE following Pampl’ ,  + oceelt owed by the re- pu‘*hcau

of Mr. Emlyn’s ¢ Enquiry, ~itha dedlcatxon to the ¢ Clrgy qf
- all d:nominations,’” about 30 v rs fince, in this town. No reply

was then miade to_it, and the controverfy ended for the tidye.

) repx.bh('ned now, with the hope, that it may be fol!owcd with
ﬁml‘ar confequences. -Extradd from Mr. Emlyn’s Enquiry were
agihted here fome time fince ; and it was doubted by the fncnds'ﬂ
of the do@trine of Chrili’s réal Divinity, whether it was beft 0~
tnake ‘any reply to"a book, which has been o often dnfwered.-—=
,é;eu- doybts upon this fubjet, and their difinclivation to tevive a,
contrdverfy generally pusfued with too-much  warmth and bitter-
’ nefs, hzve retarded_this publication, It is now made with a fincere &
d‘@ﬁre, tlnt the minds of men may be convmccd of the tyuth of this-

important duétrine, and that the hopour of tl‘le Author and Finither

of our faith may be pro’noted’ Tho{'e who view Him as really
GOD, and who confider this do&trine as fundamental in the chrifti-
an. faith, do not with to revive this controverfy ; they. defire toy
enjoy t‘lexr own fentiments in p"ace, and they are con’ent that
others may have me fame pmxkge 3 but taey feel themfe]vcs
bound to fupport what they efteem to be truth, with that modefty
#hd candeur, whieh are always diQated by the gofpel’ ‘of Chrift.”
“—?—'Thﬂ eﬁablxﬁed ch1ra&er of the author will reoder any com-!
mendatxons of the work unneeeflary ; and, a perufal of 10 will, we

doube not, give pleafurc to every candid reader.
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A LETTER ro Tuz DEDICATON
or MR. EMLYN’s ENQUIRY, &c.
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YT may perhaps be accoanted a bold diffent from cuftom, if notA
-§ breach of good manners, to begin an epitle of this nagurs,
withoat a formai apology, reprefenting my own inahiiity, my want
©f time for accaracy, orc that I undertook it with great reluttancey
and therefore. that ali fanlts and imperfe@ions, mufl be iinputed o

shofe who urged me, rather than to myfelf. ~ut as thefe fathiona. -

ble praiozres (though they commonly diicover a greater penetratity
‘and accuracy, than the pieces themfelves, to which they are auneg-
£4) are {feldom much regarded, and perhaps. rarely fincere 5 you
will excufe me if | eale you of the trevble of reading oue, ,b,ath)e
you come to the real matier and: defign of this letter. '
The maia end of fprazing and writing (efrecially when a

thing of a retioioss nature and importance, 1s the fubje) thould be,
to be thoroughly uoderitood~—And this end {1 am bold to afirm) is
what [ have aimed at, how far foever 1 have mifled it in what. tol-
lows.—I have bui one favouar to beg, before | a_cquaint you with. uyy
general defizn s and that is, that yoa would not look upon it as any
defigned refleélion upoa your own genios, peaetration, or learning,
that I have carefully avcided thole laboured diffinélions, criticiiins,
“ard niceties, which tend to bewilder and confound, rather than in
the lealt to jaftru®, by far the greater part of mankind ; who are
firangers to fcholaitick niceties, aad the various methods and arys

of fophittry ; and are oiten calily puzzled. and impofed upea by the

mere charm of worlds, which either have no meaning at all, or the
true {enie of which they never come at.  What 1'have principally
. tonjulted is, to difcover truih 5 and exprefs it in a manner plain apd
yntelligible, even tathe loweft and moft vulgar capacity ; the fub-
Jje€t being fuch as enually concerns the high and low, the wife and
fimple, the learncd and illiterate, to underfland : And thould this
end be anfwered, 1 fhall be entirely eafy, though yor and the world
fhould judge that here is nothing either learned or new : In a worg,
1 am far from thinking, and a3 far from deliring you fhould think,
thatl here prefent yon with any thing worthy of praife and admirg-
tion : An honeft meaning is the only.commcndation it pretends to;
1l hich will more effeciuaily recommend it to every honelt man, thag
the greatell appearance of learning and penetration, without this,
~—Not deabting, therefore, but that I am writing to a gentizman,
\21\;{;!)' deferving of this charaler, to one who, with an h°“¢‘;}’f""‘%
: . - o g deesy -

~
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B 4 LETTER wibk DEDICATOR

feeks to know the truth as it is in JESUS ; and is not knowingly
and willingly onder the influence of any prejudice or partia} inch-
«mation ; I proceed without forther ceremony, to acquaint you,—s=e
“That I have with the vtmoft application, ferioufuefs and candoar
1 am capable of, read and confidered, the Reverend Mr. Embn’s
Inguiry into the Scripture-accennt of JESUS CHRIST 5 whick you
have been pleafed to dedicate, To the Rewerend the Clirgy of all
D:neminations in New-England, 1 forbear all remarks upon your
dedication, and the grand motive which induced you to procure a
new impreéflion of this Inquiry in New-England, ’till I have laid
“efore you my obfervations upon the loquiry iifelt, which 1 (hall
confine to as {mdll a compals as I poffibly can ; and be {o particular
as to omit nothing of yoer author’s reafonings, that can be thought
to have any weight in it ; and then, perhaps, fuch remarks wil
sppear more juft and reafonable, than they might do here.
T BeGiN with your author’s firlt chapter, where he propofes two.
‘thing+, in order to maintain the {ubordination of Jefus Chrift, or,.
-his tnequality to Ged the father. B
I. < THaT the term Ged, is ufed in feriptore in differént fenfes,.
Supreme and fubordinate. T
I ¢ Tuat our Lord Jefos fpeaks of ansther as God, diftin&
Jrom Himfelf, and owns this God- to be above, or ower Him.” ’
lpon the firft of thefe, I would only obierve, what 1 fuppofe
"your author intends by it ; whichis, that Jefus Chrift may be called
a God in feriptare, and yet not be the fupreme God : A point ne-
_ “wer yet denied by any who have read the fcriptures.——Bat, it is
‘§nquired, whether Fe/us Chrif is not fliled God in fuch a manoer,
.and onder fuch circumflances, as plainly denote him to be God
 Jupreme ? He is in fcriptore filed, The Mighty Ged,*—~ Emmanuel,
which being interpreted, is, God awith as.+ 1t is afirmed by Se.
Fobn, that the Word, i. e. Jelus Chrift, was God.f  And the 2poitle
“fays, God was manifsf in the flofb,§ meaniog Jefus Chrift. St Paef
tells us, HE i5 over all, God hlefled for evermere.|I- And St. Jobm,
-ghat Jefus Chritt is the true God and eternal life,q &e. Now, it is

enquired—Whether Jefus Chrift is not here filed God in fuch a man- -

per, and under fuch circumftances, as plaialy denote him to be God

fupreme ? Your author allows Him to be Lord. of Lords (indefinite-

‘1y) but imagines, sbat notes an inferiar charaller, compared with
that of Ged of Gods ; and refers usto 1 Cor. viii. g, for a proof of it =

_e————DBut how it appears from hence, that Jefus Chrift is not God, I
mult confefs, is more thaa I can fee ; fince we may with equal pro=

priety thence infer, that the one God is ne Lord, as that the one
Lordis not God. If it be faid, that the term God implies Lord alo,

‘but not the contrary ; I anfwer, it by no means follows that Lord.
-of Lords, does not imply God alfo, but that it does ; fince God is &
2 Lﬂf‘ -

: & Uui.ix. 6, 4 chap. wii. 14, Manh. i 23. 3 Fobni, 2
- § 1 Timeaiio 36, || Rom. ix. 5. € 1 Jobu v, 20¢
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Yord of Lords, i. e. Lord of all Lords, indefinitely, muft therefors.

. ‘be God of all Gods ; and if there be no Lord above Him, there is
. ‘mo God above Him, fince every God is a Lord.  And in this light,

the words of Sir Ifaac Newion, which your author refers to, appear.
againft him, (if fairly cited.) That great man defincs God from his
dominion ; and obferves, that confidered as the ohje@ of our wor-
thip, he is'a Lord in the molt eminent fenfe ; and therefore, thoeld
rather bedefined from hia dominion, than from his perfetions. —-
‘Whenever then we fpeak of (God, we confider him as Lord allfo.-=-
,Lord of Lords, indefinitely, muft therefore imply God. Thongh
every Lord is not Ged, yet the Lord of Lords, 13 God 3 74is L=
plies the mof extenfive dominion ; and if, according to Sir fancs
Aave are to define God from his dominion, what more concife and
‘proper defizition can be given of 13im, than that of Lord of Lords 2
If God is to be defined from his dominion, what more noble or jult
«defcription can be given of Him, than the Apofile gives of Jelus
Chrift, that He is the blefed and only Potentate 5 the King of Kingae
and Lerd of Lords, &c ? I might add, that Sir Jjaac was of opinics,
.that from true dominion, it follows, that God is living, intelligent,
and powerlul ; and therefore, as the Apoltle attributes the moft ex-
‘tenfive doininion to Jefus Chrift, fo we may thence infer, that He
is living, intelligent,’and wowerful in the moft eminent fenle, i. 2.

*.that He is God of Gods, or God fupreme : But, perhaps, fome mem

will rather chufe to confider Sir Jiaac, when he talks at this rate,
as a Philofopher, than a Divine ; for, were this allowed, it would be
of itfelf a compleat anfwer to your author, as he finally flates the
queftion, ¢ Has Jefus Chriit any God over Him, who has greater
*¢ authority and greater ability than Himfelf, or not 3>’ Certainly
-mot ; for the Apoftle evidently attributes the moft extenfive authe~
sity or dominion to Him ; he files Him the oxly Potentate ; the
Lord of Lovds 3 and power or ability (according to Sir Jfaac) follow
from true dominion : Noae, therefore, has greater ability than He,
awho has the greateft and moft extenfive dominion.
_BuT not ta purfue this too far.——1I proceed to obferve upon
fe&. 1I.  Your asthor having fated the queltion,.<c Has Jeins
-¢¢ Chrift any God over Him, who has greater authority and greater
-ability than Himfelf, or not ?>> propofes hence to demonftrate the
affirmative, by thewing, Firt, that ¢¢ Jefus Chrift exprefly fpeaks
< of another God than Himfelf.”? Secondly, That ¢ He acknowe
¢ ledges this God to be above, or sver Himfelf :* And, laltly,
-‘That <« He wants thofe fuper-eminent and infinite perfections which
- ¢ belong only to the Lord God of Gods.” :

For the firft of .thefe, he refers us to Mar. 27. 46, where our
Saviour cryed out upon the crofs, My God, my God, €3¢, and to Foba
20. 17, where after His refurrefion, He fent to His difciples, (by
the woman who firft faw Him,) faying, I afeend unte My Fatber and
your Fatter, and to My God and your God.  Here 1 would obierve,

C;I hat tholc who oppofe your author, coafider Jefus Chrilt as;\dan;
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‘when thes praving to and -fpeaking of God ;. that thoogh M
divine and human natures were united in His perion, yet that the.
Buman_ounly prayed and complained to God, &c. and therefore thag
fuch paffages are no evidence that He is not traly. God: lupreme.—
~And it muft be confeded, that if there be any jufi grounds for fuch.
an interpreiation, it entirely doftroys the force ot fuch paffages to.
prove any thing in favour of your avthor’s opinion : And the plain
mtelligible realon to be afligned for this interpretatian, is, thas He.
B frequently ftiled God ia fuch 2 manner, and under {uch circom
&ances, and fuch things are predicated of Hiin, andarributed to Hini,_
as more plainly denote Him to be the jfupreine God, than the texis
your author refers to denote the com'rary.  Some of thefe I have al-

ready ‘mentioned, as, that He is fliled tbe mishiy God, Emmanuel,

God blefid for everrere, the true God, &c. without any limitatien or.
seftriGion, and in like manner,infinite, unlimited knowledge isattria
Buoted to Him* :  And the koowledge of mzns’ hrartst 1 And He
wells us. that Heis Alpba and Omega s th: beginaing and ths enting .
BE, wh'ch is, awhich avrs, and which is 16 come 5 the Almigluyl 5 that
& and the Fath:r are QOue—=that acbat things fiewer the Father doth,
thofe doth the Son likeaw’fe ; that as the Father rafeth up the dead.and
Guickeneth them, even fo the Son quickeneth w'lom He will §  And many
other things are predicated of Him, which cao belong only to Ged.

slmighty : Not euly men, but angels, are commanded to wr/bip

Him)| : And tiis dominion and authority are cftablithed ferever,q sa.
Now we mu? either fuppofe thefe reprefentations and deferiptions
of Jefus Chrift to be falfe and groundlefs ; or that thofe texts which.
(if literally underflood of His perton) reprefeat Him inferior to
God, are to bz interpreted in the manner mentiored. viz,

-of His human natwre only, and not of His perfon, which is

Divine : For, it is agreed on tH fides, .that shole texs
(which if literally underitoed of His perfon) reprefent Jefus Chrift
‘#s God, and thofe which reprefent Hiw as ialerior to God, cqually
belong. to the canon of holy feripture.  The quetticn is, Which we.
are to underftand in their literal and moft obvious fende ; thofe which
zeprefert Him as God, and equal to the Father ; or thoie which re-
‘prefent Him as fobordinate and iaferior ? For both thefe cannot be
wnderftood literally, or of His perfon : But either thofe which reprea.
fent Him as inferior te God, ‘mutt be underitood of His huian nz-
‘ture only, or thofe which reprefent Him a5 God, mu#t be underftoed-
of his office. The former of theie, I humbly think, the moft rea-
fovable, viz. that thofe texts which reprefent Je(us Chrift as inferior
t0.God, are to be unlerftood of His human nature only, and nor of
"His perfen, which is Divine ; and that thofe which reprefent Him as
God, are to be literally underftocd of His pecfon, that He is 14 true-
Ged, God blffed, &c. My reafons for which, are thefc, :
, ‘ lﬁ‘ o
. ® John xxi. 1. .+ Rew.di.23. Lchap.i.8. -§ Fobaw. gt
< and onward. | Heb. i. 6, € chap. i. 8. Eeo
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. 1R THAT there is no propriety in defcribing Chrift as to His

ofire, by calling Him Gud, atcordiag to the common and ordinary
" ufe of that tersm 10 [cripture, and the general acceptation of iz aion

men. 'The term God is uted and generally underfiood to deuote that
iafinite, cternal, felf-exiitent Being, who created and preferves ail
things ; and if; with Sir Jfaac Newion, we define God from his do<
minion, fili the term (when accompanied by no reltriCion or Jimi-

tation) denotes One that has true, univerfal, underived and everlaft- °

ing dominion ; fuch as is attributed to Chiilt, Thy throne, O God, i
JSerrver + And which can belong only to God fupreme = So that i
amounts tojuft the fame, whether we define Ged from his perfe&tions,
or hivdominicn ; ftill its a very improper and uncom.oa ufe of laa-
guage to deferibe Jefus Chrit as to His office by the term God,

withcat any reftrition or limination ; and much more fo fiill, to

defcribe Him as to His office, by attributing that to Him which be-
longs only to the {upreme (God. But, .
. 2dly. Twuere is not the leait intimation where Jefus Chrift is flila
‘ed God, either in the texts themfelves, or in what preceeds or fol-
lows, that shis is t0 be underfioed of His office, and not of His per-
fon. Where magiftrates are fliled Gods, the very next words ex-
plain it, and tell us what we are to underfland by ## : And in like
manner, where Mofes and Aagels are called Gods, no one, who at«
zends to the whele diicourfe, could eafily mifiake the meaning, of
not fre that the term God was there ufed in an inferior and mcta-
prorical fenfe.  Bat there is no foundation for this, where Chritt is
Riled 122 true Ged, God Hefled forewermore 5 God awboje throme is ifa=
blijhed forewer, &c. FHereis no room to fufped that the term God

- Is ufed in an uncommen, or improper fenfe, or that it denotes any

other than that Jeius Chrift is aQually that tree God, God bleffed;
&c. He is faid to be. Much. lefs is there any roum for any iuch
conftruétion, where 1bor is atiributed to Chril <whbich belorgs to the
fupreme God alone : 1 mean infinite knowledge, eternai iclfiexilt=
ence, religious worthip and homage, &c. which [ fhall thew to be
diftinétly attributed to Him, ia another place. '
1 proceed 1o obferve, ’

3dly. TraT from what has been faid, it appears, there is the
ntmolt danger, that fuch deferiptiens (if they are to be underftood
oi the ofiice of Chrift only) will give men wrong conceptions of
Him : They natorally lead us to look upon Him as the rrue God,
and to adore and worfhip Him as fuch. And furely that God who
As jealoos of his ewn honcur, and will not give his glory to another,
i. e. will fuffer none to reccive the homage and worthip which is due
to bim. nor give his creatures ary juft occafion to iook upon any
other as God beiides himfelf ; HY, I fay, would never have repre-
fented Jefus Chrilt as God, if he was not truly fuch : ‘He nevee
would have Jaid fuch a frare for us, fuch a temptation before us, ta
elleem and honoar One as God, who is no God. If ic be {aid,

“Fhat this plea hoids equally good on the other fide of the quedtton, -
! D T AT S 0T g“
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snd that there is as great danger of our contralting too low an opfs
mion of the Lord Jefus (if He istruly Ged) from thofe feriprures:

. which reprefent Him inferior to Ged, as the contrary : 1 anfwet-o -

Phat the manifeft danger of deception here is by no means equal =

"Firff,—Because the defign of our Savioar’s coming into the:
world, and the miracles which he wrought while manifeft in the flefh,
were fuch as naturally tended to give mankind (I mean fuch as be-
Eeved Him to be the Chrift) high and adoring thoughts of Him,
and fuch as would Iead them to reverence and worthip Him as God,.
and to give that honour and glory to Him which is due to God

alone 3 and indeed this difpofition appeared in thofe who koew Jefus

o be the Chritt as foon as He was born*.  And while He was man-
jfeft in the flefh, He frequently received worfhip and homage from
thofe who were convinced that He was the Chrift From the wo-
mas of Swmariat, from the leper,i from a certain ruler, who was a
God by office§, from the whole thip’s crew||, &c. Thofe who faw.

Fiis miracles, and believed on Him as the Chrift, were ever difpofed

to worthip, reverence and exalt Him. If it be faid, that they wor.
ﬁﬁpc& Him becaufe they thought Him more than a mere man, even a

God, this will favour the interpretation I maintain, that He is traly -

God ; fince He never forbid them or told them to worthip God, and
ot Him ; that He was their fellow-fervant. and the like ; as the
" Apofiles conftantly did, when fuch worthip was offered to themq] :

This I thinktruly obfervable, that our Lord Jefus never in the leaft

fopprefled or difcouraged this difpofition in people to reverence and
worfhip Him : And if He is not God fupreme, it is to me, fome-
thieg snaccountable 5 fince I have ever thought Him to be the only
preper objed of religious worlhip ; and that to attribute it to any

¢ereature was blafphemy, arobbing of God of his honour. Bat if it -

fhould be faid, that this was not properly religious worthip (which
X fhall hereafter thew in other inftances is plainlyattributed 1oChriit)
but a reverence and refpe@ they paid Him as a fuperior dignified.
creature ; yet this is fullicient for my prefent purpofe, to thew that
‘thofe who believed Him to be the Chrift, knew the defign of His
coming, and faw his miractes, bad very high and adoring thoughts
of Him ; which led them to pay Him, at lealt, the greatell reverence
and refpe®t that can be due to a mere ¥reature : This your author
obferves. p. 52. (though with a different dafign) is the cafe with

snankind fince the Apoftle’s days, and the fhutting up of prophefy : -

Thofe who efteem Je{us Chrift as the Saviour of finners, arc difpofed
to think and fpeak very highly of Him ; and confequently, will mach
more readily embrace, and eafily believe, the defcription which re~
prefents Him ws rbe 1rue God, God bleffed forcwer, &c. than that which
reprefents Him asa mere man, inferior and fubordinate to God, pro-,
vided thefe delcriptions are founded upon equal authority, as is the,

2 G4 i prefent

t ® Marth, ii.v1. ¢ Fobniv. % Matt&. vidi. 2. § Chap. ix, xq‘
< - || Ghap, wiw. 33, q 4&s'5. 26, and xiv. 15, '

a
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-frefent cafe : So that for this reafon ’tis_plain thete is_grester Jan*
‘ger of our being deceived by thole texts whicly reprefent Chrilt as

the true God, &c. If He is not God ; than by thofe which reprefent
Him as inferior to GOD, if He is God : This is on fuppofition that

'}-lc is as exprefsly, as clearly, and in &s unlimited a, maaner repre-

fented to be iaferior to God, by oné part of facred writ, as He is to
be God by another part ; which L humbly think is not the cafe : For,
", Secondly, To put:the two delcriptions or reprefentations of Jefus
“Chrift upoa.an exa& parallel, the queftion muk be, Whether He bo
God or maa ? Buc this is npt the queflion in debate; it beirng

"agreed on both fides, that He is troly man ;_at leaft, that He way

fo far a man when manifeft in the fleth, 53 w be fubjeét to all our
‘common wants, pains, and finlefs infirmities : But the queftiqn
“which arifes is,~—Whether He was a mere man, or God man ?—
Whether Hé was a mere human perfon ?—Oxr, Whether the Divine
#nd human natures wére both united in His perfon ? And, Whether
e is more plainly reprefented in feripture as God-man than as 2
mere man ? And in this view of the queftion; 1 think there is fcarce
zoom to doubt but that defcription of Chrift, which reprefents Hins
as God, is moft obviaus and_cledr; and has valtly the advantage of
the ozher, whic¢h reprefents hin as mas and inferior to God : . This
will appear plain if we confider thit thofe texts which reprefent. Fline
as man, and inferiof to God, may be literally underftood of Hix
manhood, or human natute, and n.t contradi&t thofe which reprefenc
Him as God : But the contrary, would .not hold truz, thatthofe whick
repreient Him as God, may be literally undecftood, if we underitand
the other of His whole perfon : And it is an effablithed maxim, never
to put a figurative interpretation upon fctipture, where the moft ob-
vious literal interpretation is true and confiftent ; and if this be
true, if this be the fureft and moft parural way of interpréting ferip-
re, it follows, that we thould wnderfland thofe texts, which repre-
feat Chrift as th2 true God, literally of His perfoa ; and thois
which reprefent Him as man and inferior ta God, literally of His
Boman nature, or maohood only. Upcn the whole then, I think
it appears, that wad & man, deftitute of all prejudice and prepoflef~
fion, who efteemed Jefus Chrift as the Saviour of loft finners, to
gead the Bible, and confider thofe fcriptures which reprefent Hin to,

- be truly God, and thofe which your author thinks reprefent Him_ as

{nferior to God ; he would be mott likely to underftand the former
literally of His perfon, .and the other of His humin natare only 3
and gonfequeatly, the danger of deception {rom thofe texts, whic’
¥eprefeat }efns Chrift as God, is greater, if He be not God, than
the cootrary : We muf, therefore, to vindicate the goodnef$ of thac
God of truth, by whofe iafpiration the fcriptares were given, in
ot laying a foare for us, or a- tegiptation before us, to give thag
aour and worthip to another which'is due ta himfelf alone ; 1 fay,
:3a order to this, we muft fappole, dhat Jefys Chritt ia truly Goda
wad that dc is A holy will th'agll aier {hould horoar the Son eveq -
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as they honour the Father: He gave us the fcriptyre to profit wgj
and not to puzzle, enfnare and confoind us —T'hey are for docirine,
Jor repreof for corre@ion; for infiruction ” righteounefs 5 that the mav
of God may be perfe@, thoranghly furnifbed unto all giod works, 2 11 M.
‘3.16,17; and not for riddles, for deception, or fophifms, that the
man of fin may be fornifhed with ways and methods to evade the
truth, and maintain falfehood and unrighteoufnefs. We muft there-

- fore, if we confult the nature and defign of the fcriptures, conciude,
- that the motl obvious and literal interpretation, when confiftent with
“ rcafon and ccmmon fenfe, and the {criptures in general, is to bé pre~

t rred to any forced or figurative one whatever : And if fo, then the
interpretation which we put upon thofe fcriptures, which reprefess
Chritt as inferior to God, viz. that they are to be underflood of His-
tnanhcod, or human nature otly, is to be prefefred-to ycur author’s
interptetation, which fuppofes the moft explicit, tnlimited affertions
of the fupreme Deity ot Jefus Chirift, and His eqbality to Ged, even
the Father, are to be underftood of His cffice, and hot of His perfon;
“Uhat He is the mighty Ged, the true God, Ged blefled forevermo ¢, God
avho/e throne 15 cflablifbed forever, by cflice only ; that men and angels
are com:anded to worthip Him ; that eternal eéxiftence, infinite
knowledge, immenfe prefence, &c. are autibuted to Him, only on
account of His office, and not for any perfonal inherent perfe&ions
dHe is poflefled of eflentially and independently. Yeur author, in«
eed, attempes very largely to thew the abfurdity of this interpreta-
tion ; and that there is o fuch fcandation fot it  as I here fuppole ;
and his reafoning upon this head 1 fhall diftic@ly confider : I wenld
«ndy obferve, at prefent, that in eafe I {hew the vanity and fophiftry
of his obje&ione, and maintain my ihtes pretdtion againft chem ; the
confequence wil- be, that his arguments to prove the inferiority, ot
iuborcination, of Jefes Chrift to Ged the Father, or that He is not
traly God, are of no foice : If my interpretation be joft, it is an ea-
1y, plain folution of all thofe texts of fcripture, which feem torepre-
feat Chrift as-inferior to the Father :m—THus wlien he cries, My
God, My God ; and I afcend te My God 5 it is the human nature that
foeaks, and is fpoken of ; it is the bumau nature that is dittinguthed
iroin, and. oppoied tothe Father, ot10 Ged, including the whole Ged-
head 5 fo He is inferior to the Fathcr, or the Father is greater thad .
He, i. e. than He, confidered as man, and as mediator § itbeing an ac¥
of the greateft condefcenfion in Him to become fuch ; but not as to
Ilis perfon+and eflence, with regard to which, the Son is 1rue Geod,
Gud Lleffod for ewermore ; {0, the Fatber bath put all thirgs under Him,
as man or mediator, Mimfelf being excepted § fot as God, He could
receive no fuch denomination and authority § ahd acbur all 1kings aré
Jubdued to Him, as man or mediator, then, as fuch, He fhall be fub-
je& to God, awhbo bath put all things undir -Him, that Guod may be all
in all,-:hat God may be the head of the medintor, the mediator, the
_bead .of the church, and the chorch by him: vi€torious over the laff
gaemy,- DEATH, and trinmphaat in - glory ; (¢ that, as Ged, His
. TS R T ’b"mfd
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 throneis gﬂaH:_/lWl ﬁrt;/é;', ‘a_n,dv His ‘ingdom ﬂzafliba'w w2.end.  This,

is a plain and eaiy folution of yoyr author’s irrefiftable texg, 1. Cor,
15. 24, t6 29. ——And had he took in.the two preceeding verfes, it
would have carried its own confutation with it ; it being very evi-
dent from thence that the apoftle is fpeaking of Chrift as man : He
tells us, verfe 22d, that as in Adam af) diz, even o in Chrift fball alt
be made alive, i. e. all men. fhall be made alive in Chrift ; all thg
dead thall attain to the refurre®ipn by Him & Some fball arife to ever-.
lafling life, and fomg to fhame and everlafing contempt : He then proa
cgeds to tell us, verfe 23, in what order they fhall rife,— But every,
- man in bis owz order, Chrif} the firff fruits ; cert:inly he means the,
" man Chrift ; and in. this chara@er he dilcourfes o®idim in the follow.
ing verfes, as the firlt-fruits from. the dead ; but I think it renders.
the apoltle very uniatelligible, to fuppofe that he fpeaks of Chrift,
exadtly in this light, in verfe. 22, where he fays, Al jhall be mada
alive'in Him: All whp? All men: In what order ? The man.
Chritt the firt : What ! Chritt be made alive in Chrift ? Surelv,.
the Chrift that isthe firfk-fruits, thac is made alive.from.the dead..
i5 not exaltly the Chrift, in all reipetts, by or.in whom all are made.
alive : Tf it be faid, that Chrift is not the agent, but the cauie of the.
refurre@ion, the difficulty is no waus removed, fince his.own refur..
re&ion, is included with that of cther msan : Apd of this.man Chrig,
that is the firl-fraits from the dead, the apoftie difcourfes in the fola_
Jowing verfes, tells us, that| He muf reizn till all encmies ars put under
Hjs feet ; that the lalt enemy is Death ? thay Gad is excepled our of ihoz,
things wbhich arve put under Hin s that wben all things are fubdued to Fli u,
then H: Himfolf, this man Chrift, the firft froits from the dead, fa/l fey
Jubjeld to God, awha put all thiugs npder Him, that God may be all in all. .
'Sa that if we take tae apoftle’s whole difcourfe, there is evideatlyjuft.

grouad to upderftand the words your author, refers to, of the haman - -

nature of Chrift thit was mal: alive, verfe-23, and notof His perfon, .
An or by whom, thut, and all other mea thall be made alive, v. 21, .
! As mam, or confidered as the Grft-fruits from the dead, [e fhall-
be fubje& to God, who put all things upder Him ; and as fach He is
dependent upon Gad; but confidered perfonally, He is Gaod, avhsfp.
thranc is forevee and ever, Hep. 1. 8:—rBat, fays.yoor anthor, the
very aext verlz explains this a different way ; where it i faid 1here.
g G, Ty Gody bath anointed The above Thy fellows ; intimating,
that whea conlidered as God, awhaje throne is foresser and ever, He had.
a God over Him, and is Him(elf a God only by delegaiion or exal-
altation : But how can we underftand the words in this fenfe, if His
exaltation is fo foon toend as your author fuppofes ? Thy threne, O,
Ged, is forever and. ewir—Bot, Thy throne, O,Gsod, faall beoverthrown
at the end of ths worll:—~Nay, thongh ‘T'hou art.He, (as in verfes. .
3G, 18.) wha dn phe begianing baff laid the foundation of the earth ;-

tho' the beavens are the works of Thine kands ; vea, though Thou fall’; -

r8uain when thy ae perih A, though Thou art the fame wwhen they aray
Dagidy veu, thiy foall mo fooner perifh, be [pldid up, and charged,—a,
v . : than,

-
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< .
than Thy autho-ity and dominion fhall ceafe, and Thy exaltation b}ﬁ
at an‘end :—This is evidently the language yoor author makés th
apoftle fpeak, when he confiders him as {peaking perfonally of Chrift,”
§n verle g, thercfore God, Thy God, bath anointid Thee above Thy
Jellows 5 and as this is chargeable with the laft degree of abfurdity,
-F humbly shink we are to -underftand them of His huinan nature :
"That God barb anointed the man Chrift wvirh the bil of gladnetr above
&is fellows, His fellow-creatures, as 8 reward of His love to righte-"
oufnefs and hatred of iniquity ; bat that Chrift, ‘confidered perfon-
ally, is God, wboje throm is for ever and ever; awbo laid the founda-
tion of the earth, and tuilt the bravvens | and awbo fball remain, and 5("
Yhe jame avhen they o ¢ perifhed and changed. T e
" Anp the fame eaiy and natural interpretation of fcriptare, which
has ‘hitherto fhewn the faliacy of your, author’s reafoning, entirely
deftroys- the force of his argaments in chap. II.  Thus when our
Lord Jefus fays, Q7 Myfelf, I can do motking, Jouw . 30; if He
fpoke this ‘with regard to His power of doing ct a&ing, it is to be
undérftood of his manhood, or homdn nature only, the power of.
which (as of all other created beings) was derived from and~depen-
dent‘apon Gode——Bat’ [ rather c%ufe to think our Saviour: fpake
with this regard"to His will ;" iatending by it, that 'He had no pri~’
vate wil{ oppofite to, or feparate from the Father’s will— My rea‘on
{or this is, that He declares verfe 19, that avbat things focver the
Fathev dub, thofe alfe dith the Son lkenwife : and ver. 21, that a¢ 2hé
Faber raijeth up the dead, and quickeneih them ; even fo the SON guick~’
eneth whom HE. avill:——Here féémi, to be no want of power 1a'the
Son'; He has as great'power as the Fathers bot their will is one,
}e can do nothing ‘of His own wili feperate from the Father’s ; for
whattver the Father dies, that alfo doth the Sin lhbewijfe—They are .
onein - effence;, and one in will, as appears béyond all contradiQion
from ver. 23. He 1hat bomoureth xot the Scn, Lonoureth not the Fatber §
and how can this be true, unlefs-the Father and Son are effentially
one: And this I{is onenefs with the Fatlier He again repréfents in’
the plaineft manner, chap. 14. g, 10. " He that bath jecn ms, batk
Jeen the Futhérsy 1am in the Fatker, and the Fatber in Me—and intis
smates ver. 11, tha: His ‘works were enough to convince ‘men that
He was one in-effence with the” Father, they buing fuch as none- but
the great God could atchieve —Brlicve me for the wery aworks Jake—s
believe what? Certainly what He had joft 2(érted— He that barh .
Jen Me, bath feen the Fatkber,—1 am in the Fativer, and the Father iw
M. " And your author’s fiippofition, that *‘oor Lord confiderm
¢ Himfelf (perfonally) in cppofition to the Father,” chap. v. is -
«cértainly groundlefs ; at leaft -there is no weight in the reafon heéx;
afigns for it, viz. ¢ Becav’e he fays'the Father hath givea Him alf”
=« power or anthority to executé judgment ;' for our Lord'tells ug °
in what charaier the Father gave him this avthority, and:what cas
pacity He received'it, viz. as the fon of man.—He bad afferted 13
vyer. a1, that as 1he Fotber, o He quickened wbom be pliajed § and
K . [ K ",,\"", -v‘!<.~.,¢g
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Fer. 23, that He rhat bonoxreth wot the Son, bonoureth net the Father §
and ver. 26, that as the Fatber bad life in bimfelf, fo be bad given ta
the Son to bave life in Himfelf ; (independent life, furely, or elfc he
had given Him no more than he has the whole animal, yea the vea
getible creation :)—Atter our Lord had aflerted thefe things, He
roceeds to tell us, that 2be Father bad given Him autbority to execats .
Judgment alfo ; He adds (leait any fhould thiok there was a contradic~

tion ot inconfiffency in His tgfconrfc, in His having equal power -

with the Fathér to raife the
the Father to execote judgment ;—
no room for this, He adds) why, and in what capacity He received

cad, &c. and receiving er from

I fay, that there might be

this authority from the Father, viz, becaafe He was the fon of man—

therefore ‘the Father gave, and He roceived authority to execute
judgment.———But in fom: otber mature or capacity, He had equal
power with the Father, to guicken awbomfoever He would—bad life in

Him/felf—was one ewith the Father—And ‘what could this be, but

your author could read th~fe chapters of St. Foba’s Gofpel, and pick
out thofe fcraps which he brings to fupport his caufe, without being

 the divine # what but true God #———]It is fupprifing to me, thag

€onvited and confounded by the {urrounding contexts, which afferta -

our Saviour’s fupreme Deity and Godbead in alinot every verfe.

I procecd to your author’s
2d InsTance : Wherein he thinks our Lord Jefus difclaimed a
arfe@ion which belongs only to the fupreme God, viz. That of
abfolute gooddef:—-which'i‘e grounds upon Matth. 19. 17. Wiy
Zalle thou Me good 2 There ts none good but one, that is God. Your
author affirms it to be evident, that Chrift here diftinguithes Himfelf

from.God, and denies of Himflf what He affirms of God.—— And .

even were this the cafe, the ‘interpretation I have hitherto main-
tained is a natura! and eafy folution, viz. That He difingniihes
His buman nature from God, and denies of that only what He afjrms
of Sod. But for oy part, I can fee no grounds for your au.
thor’s method of interpreting this text.——1 think all mult aljow
that the trath of his interpretation entirely depends upon the opi-

niJn which the youog man had of Chrift, who received this agfwer -

from him. ‘And this I am ready to think. very difficult exaflly to
determine :- However, there is evidently the greateft probability,
that he did not ook upon Him to be God: And if fo, then the
ailwer he received from Chrift, may be fairly uaderftood as a
¢1eck or reproof updn him, for attributing that to Chrilt while he
thoaght Him a mcre man, which belongs to God only ; for, as «
man thinkerh in bis beart, fo is be ;—and therefore, the young man
was reproveable for atiributing that to Him, which belonged not to
Him in the charaQer or capacity he viewd Him in; though it juft-

young man did not lock upon our Savious to be GOD,
‘,u.."':. [ Y e .. L. o . < I rl...ar‘

~

" Jy belonged to Him in His real perfonal charaler :~~This is unde-
niable. —~And now 1 humbly think, it moft probable, that the

-
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. Frrst,—Becaufe the prevailing opinion among the Pharifeer andf
~ Jewes in general at that day, concerning the Meffabk was, not that

He fhould be God manifeft in the fi:fb, but a mere fon of Dawid, a,
temporal Prince and Saviour ; and if the young man thought Him,
16 be the M kb, yet that his opinion of Him, was agreea™le to the -
common Phari/aical notion of the Mifiab, is altogether probable ;.
fince he was one from among the multitude ; and there is not the
Icaft intimation that he thought diffetently of Chrift, from what the
seft thought of the Myfiab in general. Nothing can be infered’
‘concerning his opinion of Him, from the queftion he afk ed Him,’
more than this, That he thought Him, as Nicodemus did, @ reacher.”
sam: from God ; or onc able to tnfiruét him.

AxD

-SeconpLY.—What very much confirms it, that he did not take.
sar Saviour to be God, is his condu& after he had received inftruc-
tion from Him,————Hs went awar forrowful. What! That he.
had been inftru@ted immediately from the ‘mouth of God ?—No =
That the inftroQions were fo oppofite to his darling luft: But '
would any man who had reafon and fober thought enoogh to frame
an opinion any way, if he verily believed that the great God im-.

. mediately enjoined a thing upon him, dare to negle@ it ? Or,,

“whuld 2 man thus believingly taught from God’s own mouth, go °
away {orrowfol, that he muft deny himfelf one thing to pleafe this
&od ¥ No, verily 3 a man that would a& at this rate, muft be a- -
Bandoned to the greateft degree of hardaefs and ftupidity : But the
chara&er of this young man is very differently reprefented :——He .
kad kspt, at lealt externally, the fecond table of the moral law from
bis yourb 5 was inquifitive abat he fhould do to be faved ; yea, he
was a youth of fo much invocence and virtue, that our Saviour
bovsd him : In (hort, he Jacked but one thing to make him a good I.
amd perfe&t man ia the fenfe of feriptare ; and forely he would not - y
have lacked this one'thing, had he verily believed this great God,

- L d . .
fron his own mouth recommended it to him.

" BzsiDEs,

~ Tuirory, If our Saviour knew the young man thought Him '
to bz God, and was confcious to himfelf at the fame time that He
was not God, (as ycur aathor fuppofes) I fay, Ifthis be the cafe, I

.is difficult to aflign a reafon for his anfwering him in this manner =
2%y desft thou call Me good 2 There is none good but ome, that is G'oa',--",'

" 'This uinplies oaly an 1nquirg why he called Him good ; i. e, vpon.
vhat aczount ; amd not a denial that He was good :——He affirms
&% none is gord bt God ; but “this is not denying Himfelf to be
God.———-Had He defigned fueh a thing, if His marner of ex-_’
Freflion is ngi aliogether unintelligible, it is evidently very lisble - -
s - . . ta
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Po be mifanderfiood, and but litele favours fuch a defigh.—e=Had

He defigned to have cured the young man of a miftake, in thinking °
Him God when he was not, would He not rather have plainly t:ﬁ
“him, I am not God ; or you are wrong in calling Me good ?emmm
But on the other fide, It is eafy to affign a reafon why our Saviou
did not more fally declare His God-head to this young mah.——
The captious, defigning Pharilees were about Him, feeking occafions
and opportunity to accufe Him ; but as His sime avas not yet comey
He was careful to give them none, that their ignorance, ill-nature,
-and prejudice, could poffibly improve againgt Him at that timen
But what improvement they would have made of it, hiud He afferted
Himfelf to be GOD, we may learn from the accuunt given of His
accufation and trial, Marth. 26. and Luke 22.  When He intimated
‘before the Sanbedrim, that He was the Son of God, the general cry
Was; What need av: any further witnefles ? for we ourfelves bave beard
o His own mouth. "And, John 5. 18. “The Feaos fought the moyets -
#ill-Him, becanje He Jaid, that GOD awas His Father ; making Himfelf
equal with Gad, as they interpreted it : And our Saviour is fo far frosa
-denying abfolutely that their interpretation was right, that He im-
mediately aflerts his onenefs with the Fathery though in fuch a
manner as to prevent their making an immediate improvement of
it againft Him :—sHe fays, #bat things jover the Father doth,

_thefe aljo dath the Son likewife,~—From hence it appears, that ouw
Saviour carefully avoided fuch exprefliens as that even the Pharifcey
themfelves could judge fufficient to accufe and condemn Him by,
till His time or hour was come ; and therefore thought not proper
to aflzrt his Divinity, or God-Head, in plain, explicit terms to the
world ; not even till He avas declaredto be the Son of God with poswer,
&y a refurretion from the dead.————And this, If I miftake not, lets
s 1nto the foundation and defign of that charge our Saviour gave
his difciples, Martk. 16. 16. and Luke g. 22. When Perer, (fpeak-
ing the femiments of the-other difciples) declarel Him to ke Chrid
#be Son of God 5 i. e. God by #nature, and not merely by office and
delegation : He ftritly charged and commanded them, that
they bould tell no man that thing :———But why ? What is the reafom
of this charge ?—HE adds, B:caufe the Son of Man, not the Son of
God moft properly and by way of eminence fo called) muf fiufer
many things, and be rejeled of the elders and chief priefts and feribes > -

Intending certainly, that it was inconfiftent with the purpofes
of infinite wifdorn, and His then prefect flate of hemiliation and
approaching fufferings, that HE fhould be publiclky preached and
proclaimed to be whar HE really wwas, and what His own dilciples
thoaght Him to be : And no wonder, when HE gave His dilciples
foch a cha-ge not to proclain the dignity of His perfon, and His rea

&baraer, ull after His fafferings, that He thould decline doing it
Himfelf, o .

Ured |
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" Uren the whole then :—From what has been faid, it appears, (I
mot very plain, yet) moft probable, that the young man did not look
upon Chriff to be God :---That oar Savioor’s anlwer, Kby dof? tbox
-dall Me good ? %c. is to be underfiood as a check, or reproof, upok’
the young maa, not for his words fimply confidered ; but for his

_ applying them to Chrift, while he entertained his then prefent opi-

mion of Him :- =] fay, that His anfwer is to be underfiood inf
2bie light ; aod not as a denial of His own goodnefs of Deity, fince
the words do not plainly exprefs any fuch denial :— And no reafon
can be offeted why our Saviour fhould not plainly exprefs it, if this
was Hisdefign : But on the other hand, that there is good reafon why
He did not abfolutely affert and publickly déclare His Divinity ar tha?
gime ; fuch a declaration being in¢onfiftent with the purpofes of in-
finite wifdom, the fate of bumiliation He was in, and the fcene of
fafferings He had to pafy through. — So thatif we are to judge
according to the greateft degree of evidence and probable teflimony,
‘we maft judge that there is no fufficient ground for your autbor’y
#terpretation of our Saviour’s anfwer to the young man. :

I proceed to the

3d, and laft Enstancr, where your author fuppoffé: oor Lor‘
difclaimed a perfe@ion which belongs to the jupreme ©ad, viz. Mark

83 32. Of that day knows o man ; no, not the angels ot beaven ; nor

dbe Son; bur the Father.— ~This I look upon to be the moft
plavfible argument in favour of your author’s apinion. As to rhe
atber ioflances he prodates, if we confider their obivious citcums
fances, and the general current of feriptare, they are noways te
Ris porpofe 3 and even rbis is fairly oves-balanced by other icrip~
tares, which afirm in the moft pofitive, unlimited manner, that
He ksowws all things ; that mx fearchetks the reins and tbe bearts, &c.—=
For this is not a pofitive afferuion that He did not, perfonally con<
fidered, dnono the day and bour ; but, of that day, and bour knoaweth

so maw 5 o not the angels ; nor the Son, i. e. the fon of wmn, ot the.

buman mature : He did'not then know it, confidered as the prophet
and teacher of mankind : It was what He could not then reveal in
this. chara@er ; it being kept as an inviolable fecret from all creat<
eft beings ; what no ways concerned them to know ; yea, the
knowledge of which would be dangerous and hurtful, for the reafon
affigned : For this being kept fuch afecret is, that a// might avatch 2
A duty that wonld in a great meafure be fuperceeded by a revelation
of that day and hout : Thecefore, of that day and bour muft xo mes
Anoww ; no, wot the angels ;---sior the Son, confidered as man ; or the.
prophet and teacher of mankind : This I think a plain and natural:
folution of thefe words, in confideration of the circumftances atw
tending them, and thofe other fcriptures, which pofitively. affirma
that our Lord Jefus dronws all things 3 that He fearcheth 1be beart, &c.
o they are to be underfiood of Him confidered as m:fl or
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the prophet and teacher of mankind, and not perfonally. I
hive therefore nothing to da now i order to maintaia my caufe,
bit to reamove your authar’s obieltions azaiaht this interpretation, !
and the argaments | have brooght to fupportit.  Aad this I-fhall ]
atte npt to dain a brief pad familiar manner, though your avthor .
his dwelt very largely upon it; confcioas, that his whole hypothefis

was depending, and mak inevitably fall if he failed in this peint,

He therefore objedts 1 o

o e e N L0 . .

~Onj. 1% ¢ That oor blaTed Lord Jefus, if Himfelf was the fow
*¢ pre.ne God in any natare of ilis own, could not have faid fuch .
<e°thiigs 1a 22y confitency with trath and fiacerity :—HE could |
<< not {ay Huzfolf could izt doy and did wot krow, the things, which,
< if He were God fupraine, e could do, and did kuow, &c.”mmmm |
A% o the firgf of thele, viz. ¢ Car Saviout’s aying, that Kz conld
ds rsibing of Himfls,”” 1 have alreadv fhewn i cvideat from the .
context, that it is to be uadarZ00d of his ail! ; that He. had no
private will of His own feporate from the Father’s 3 and not of

© o His powor 2 For, What 1hings fecver the Father doth, thyt deth the -
Son 3 and, as the Faiher guickearil wobom He axilly fo deih k2 Sonim
Anl as to'the focond, Hr doth nat pofitively deny His dncwing ile
day, &:.. persomally conlidercd 5 but confidersd crmav 5 or in the .
chara&sr of our prophst and teacher, So that the quefion is .
plaialy this, viz.—Whether our Lord J:fas, if, the diviae zad La- !
man natures were uanited in His perfon, could not affirm, that He
aid not know that a3 aar, or cozfidered as our teacher, awbich Ha
did know, as G370, coafifient with treth 5 and this, without any |
exprels limitation or reflerve ¥ Ia order 13 determine thie; the .
tiine, manner aad circumfances of Iiis fpeaking, mull be confidered : -
For ic mat be allowed, that at one time, and under ceriain circom-
ftances, a riferve or Iimltation 152y bz neceffary to reader a fpeech
confiiteat. with truth ; when at another tinie, and uader different
circamfancee, the fame fpcech may be equally true, without any

- fuch referve or limitation’s being expreffed. This might be -
illa&ratel, were it neceffarv, by various examples. The
truth and confitency of a particolar {recch or featence, oftzn de-
peads upoa the circumftances of the time 5 the kaowledgs of the .
hearers 5 or the preceding or following difccurle of the fpoaker :---

. For it is no argument, that 2 man fpeaks jacoafiflent with truth, -
{écaufc we mifandertand him 5 or beeaefe what he fays is unt trus |
jd the light we confiderit: If fo, every man moft be a liar that
his the misfortune to be mifunderfood ; and at this rate, perhaps,
{ome would make our bleffed Saviour as great a liar as the father of .
ligs himfeif. -Now to apply this to the prefent cafe in the .
moft familiar manner : If the difiples uaderftood Him ta
fpeakc of H's buman nature, or of Himfelf confidered as the prophet.
2@ teacher of mankiad, apd noé of Himlelf zerfonallys wli:;r:i ha

. { - - < ¢
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213, that the Son did not kmow the day and the howr 3 then with re3
ard to them, His (peech or faying was confiftent with troth t---2a
BIE did not deceive them ; but what He faid in the {enfe He in=
tended it, and in the fenfe they underflood it, might be firidly
trhe, .though the Son in another mature, or charaller, did adually
Mo, what is here faid He did mos now.~ ~m—And if from what
is révealed to us concerning oar blefled Saviour, we have fofficien€’
reafon to conclude, that this of His not dnscwing the day, .is 10 bel
underftood of [im confidered as manr, or as our prophet and teacher,
and not, perjinally 5..then we have no.reafon to complain or ohjeft,
that what he fays is inconfiftent with truth and fincerity.: And that .
wt ave no fufficient reafon to fuppofe this, your author has not yee
proved ; and to infer it from the fpeech or fentence itfelf, fingly
confidered, is abfurd ; fince its beiog confiftent or inconfiftent with .
trith and fincerity, depends.upon the circumftances of the time at
which it was delivered ; opon ‘our Saviour’s whole difcourfe with.
Ffis difciples ; and npon their knowledge or notion of what He faid =
—1 fay, it depended apon ail thefe with regard to zbem : And with

_refard to us, it depends upon the whole record God gave of his Son.

IfHe has not fufficiently revealed to as, that this is to be onderficod
of 'His buman nature only 3 but of Him peifonally confidered ; them.
jt"is true, that fuppofing Him to be GOD, is making Him fpeak
inconfiltent with truth.  Dut while He has revealed to us, that it is
to be underftood of Him confidered as man, or our teacher only, and
not of Him peronally, the above fuppofition. implies no eontradiétion -
or inconfiftency, with the firicteft truth and fincerity, He that hathi.
told us, 14 Sen did mot know:, &c. hath alio told us, what we are to.
underftand by the So7, when. this knowledge is denied of Himj, viz.
That we aze to confider Him as mar, as our prophet and teacher,

-aud no: in His divine nature, as truly God 5 though He is to be thus

confidered, when it is (aid, He dnovs all things 5 the hearts of meny

8¢ ——mmwe'This indeed is not delivered to s in the fame words
and terms I have ufed ; but it is plainly taught in that record God ’
hath given of his Son ;5 at leait your 2athor has not fhewn; that this”
jsnct revealed to 'us by the fame fcriptures that tell us, The Sow
koo’ st the day, 8c. SO that though our Saviour did not make an *
immpediate'exprefsreferve when He {aid, The Sen did not bucaw the days '
yet it athounts to juft the fame, if the di(civles underftood Him withs’

this limitation ; and if the fcriptures, which give us an account of *

- Him, teach us to underftand thofe words in this limited fenfe, it is"

the fame cafe ;---We have as*ittle seafon to complain and objed,,’
that bis faying, The Scn did mot kucaw, &c..is inconfilfent with trath, -
if. He'be GOD, as if He had immediately added, Ybou are to un--
derftand 7his of Me as man 5 I {peak it of the Son, confidered as the;

rophet’and teacher of mankind, or the Jike. -Would it not
£¢ a Very enreafonabile criticifin, for any oné to lake a fingle fen-~"
tenze of 2 difcoarfe delivered from the pulpit, or at the bar, a fens’
fence that depended opont what preceded or follawed fot it trae fPrfey®

P . . ’ “

(




& Mr. EMLIY No Tguing, 8l | Y%

" e for the meaning which the fpeaker intended, being explained and
'fimited to certain bounds : [ fay, would it not be barbarous and up-
* realonable to fele fuch a featence ; and daclare, thit becaufe when
“onderftood in its atmof poffible latitude, in a fenfe very different
“‘from'what the {paaker intended, it was inconfiftent with truth, there-

" fore it was really fo in every fenfe, and cannot be reconciled with the - -

" truth and fincerity of the fpeaker ; buat is to be declared an abfo-
‘late falthood ? }uft {o barbarous 2nd unreafonable is it for your an-
- thor to feled this fugle feutence of our blefled Saviour, and declafe,
" ‘That. it is not true of the Son, confidéred in the light or charaftcr
* 3n which he fpake of Him ; in which His diftiples underfiocd Him 3
and in which the holy fcriptures teach us to underftand Him ;’ be-
" taufe itis not true of the SON confidered ia His utmoft latitude, if
* He be GOD. = ~—This majy be further illoftrated by the very
““inftances your author brings to {upport his obje&ios ; Though there
~ s a wide differeace between two arms, or two eves, belonging to
* @ne man, and two infinite diftant natores being united in one perfon 5
the cafes ate too unlike and unparrallel to prove any thing of each
- other, and therefore are ot to yéur author’s purpofe, in the lizhe
* he confidets them ; bat may ferve to illaftrate what I havé faid.-=
"“Thus, fappofing a man to have two eyes, thz'one vivid and pierc-
:’mﬁ, by which he could difcern minate atoms and objeds dt a great
‘diftance ; 'the other dull aod fhort-fighted, affé@ted only by rear
" and thining objecks : Suppofing this. man, difcourfing with me cog-
‘cerning the fight of his pooreft eye ; or, being atked by iie, how
“far, and what obje@s he could fee ; flionld anfiver, ¢* I can fee fio
farther thaa fuch a particular obje&, and there are only fuch and
fuch large and thining obje@s that I can diftern ;7> would this De

. inconfittant with truth and fincerity, becaufe he could and did f¢e

farther and other objets with his beft eye ?——0r, if withoat any
‘previous dilconrfs of the matter,” he fhould fay, < | do not fée fuch
and fuch things ; there are certain obje@s I do not ‘difcern. :*'——
Bat thould add. tha: he mednt'by his dult, thore-fighted eye ; for
avith the other he could difcern minute atoms add obje@s at a dift-
mace 3 conld his firft affértion in this cafe be joftly deemed inconfi-
ftent with trath, if the latter were true ¥ Sarely no ; he iniéndéd

mo failood ; and [ an not deczived :---If I take and conffdér his -

whole difcourfe together, .it appears every way confient ; and, ia

* fhort, it would argue great ignorance, prejudice, or ill-nature in e

10 obje&, that it was not true and confiftent.—— Aud now to apply
shis to the prefent cife. ——S3uppofing our Lord Jefus to hate
two diftint natures uoited in his perfon, viz. the divine and homan ;
the divine kaows all thiags, the human does.not : The dilciples wha-
who are’ previoufly informed of this double chara&er, apply to.
Hia in the chara®er of man-; or inquite of Him d4s their prophet
2nd teacher ;. not as a divine perjon, When the day flould be P——ms

Kle tells them, that He, (or the Son) did ndkknoto-5 white the di,

suine ngiure; or Hg, the Som, in a differens charatter, did hn&-f

__4_
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Or without thcir previous knowledge of Iis two n:turcs, and dop=.
“ble ctharacter, (it you chufe 'to Inve it fo) He tells them, OF tfaf
*day thé Son kicws aot § ‘butalds, that He intended by Sen, the Son
o mai 3 or the Son coniidered as the prephet and teacher of mag=
diad 3 for that the b(‘;n, as God, ¢t a diwine pcrlon, did kncaw it.——
“The firlt of thefe afiertions cannot be | jultly deemed irconfiftent wnh
“wiith truth, becaufz 16 latter is” truel And that the difciples eithee
thus underiicod our Lord at the very time. o were thus inftro@ted
b) Him 1oon after, is évident 5 becanie they foon after attributed
iafinite, unlimized'} ncmcdqe to Ylim v Lord, thou kncav-fp all things.
“And they are essinples for us 3 and we are 10 cenfider the who
- feiiprores as'one contia ucd dilcourie. ~ When we judge ‘of the pc’r-
{01, cffizes or seligion of cur blefied Savicur, we are te explain and
Cinterpret one part with :mmher, by the exercife of - ...e beit realcn,
withcat prqudlce or partiality.» “This it revewedly 'appears, that
“your author’s ol _;u‘.hon is grouﬁdlets 5 il ke £ ‘h»\"ﬁ, that 7b¢
record Gid has given of kis Sen, io where a‘Fo:dc us fufficient grounds
to conclude that the particular fentenze or {entences”in deb’z' are
“t0 be underitood ‘agreeable to the above iuterpretatica. 1 haye
“dwelt the Jonger on this point, becanfe your aw hor lays great firefs
“wpon it 3 and indeed founds his othe r'oljxa'cnd, in great n*ea{ure,’
;vpon the fuppaiition, that this is jeft, tree and Tusianfnerable.
“Thus largely ﬂmvnng the vanity -of this} will therefore open the
‘way, a J valtly facilitaie the removal of the reft. ——I beq leave,
bowever, to aJd, thap vour ‘author has faid afide the fubtilty or good:
"fenfe he feems'in fome other places to be poflefied of,” when be
makes fuch a horrid and cbvious abufe’ and mlfappmanon of Dr.
S‘z/ lingflest’s words, to prove his own reafoning fair ; 2nd infinnates,
KL t‘mt fome on the other fde owh }t, Ju"c when' ou' of the heat of.
tlus controverfy, and contending with the Fapde.” * Was 1 2 frierd
‘to your author’s opinion, or Ven!y believed it rcafonable and true,
"I fhoald be trely grieved to fee it vindicated by fuch a quibble.—
Ts there any room to compare a* Pofifp z’ru/’ ~who faliely ‘pretends
“to perfonate Ged, to JESUS CHRIST, it 1e is really Ged ? Or,
“does it follow by any parity of reafoning, that becaule their pretente
‘15 vatm, that they know fome tnnge as Ge-., which they kacw not
as mex 5 therefore our blef"ed Saviour,”if the civine and human
patureé were alually vrited in Hb l,encn, couid nct know any
.thing as GOD, which He did nct kinow as man # Surely there isa
wide difference” betweea fafjely fretending to be Ged, ard beivg
seally GOD ; or elfe we may mzke Ged almighty hinmlelf an im-
“poftor : And if here be a digference, then your auther’s reafoning

.upon_this head, and application of the Do&or’s werds in his favour,

s unjuft and unreafonable,

Bor I procecd tc,
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OBJ. 2. vn.----“ That Jefus Chrift mtended no fuch dlﬂ &xcn

_ ¢ of s marares, becavf Ele puts not the diftinficn or opm(uon

<¢ bétween tha $ou of wman, and ibe eternal Word, (s fome [peak,)
“ bu betwzen’ the Son and His' Fafher ; not the Son Lwows, Lat
e m'y the Fatherl ™ Which is as mach as to fay, None knows L ot
“ the Tather ; therefore the <on could not know in‘any reture, &c.’

&1 have not ucd exallly )our author’s words, but taken thre

" whole of his measnio . in anfwr to wlnch I would obferve,
“"That though the d:luncuon, or onnnﬁqon is not exprefly put be-
t\v"cn the Set of maz, and the mxal J#7erd, in the very fame verfe, or
the next folloxing ; yet that th" difciples underftood it rhen, or were
;aught to u: lderﬂ;(x,ld it, with the ditin&ion thus put between the
lu-r'm nzture 23d the divine,” or the eteiual Bord, is evident frome
* their after warda atmbutm-v to the eternel Word, or Chrilt per,2nally
“confiderad, infnite, un.u...tcd knowledge : And that we are to
underftand the ditin Rioa or oppoﬁllon thus, is evident from the
current of feripture ; whca dz:lares our bleffed Savicur to be Cad
manif f in the flofh 5 prociaims Lis a“u..uy and eguality with God the
F..ther. And thm T have fhewn, viocicates our Saviour’s a.ur-
tion, if He was’ rsdhy GOD, from the imputation of falfehocd or
“inconfi 1cy with truth, equally.as il ITe had made an immediate
exorefs referve 5 and by parity. of xeamn, and plain confequence,
“this vindicates Him ia not putting the dif finction cr oppofiticn im-
meimtely and in evprefs terms, if He ¢illkuow 25 GUD, beiween

the Sea of man and the exeraal Berd 5 or berween his bumaniyy ard

'J.'cihi,_,. So that it by no means follews,-thit our Savieor did
‘not intend this d:""né’hon of rrzo returss, bacan’e He does not im-
meciately and in expre s termas pat the d.@tin%tion or oppofition be-
tween the fon of man and the erernal Hond @ There was either ud
~ccezfion of expicfing this difila@ion !an, "\Py kaowiag it bfore,
or He tauzht 1t thera prefén:ly after, 2nd hath .u.mumly lcm.akd it
“to us by Flis word 3 if divelied of "T..jL fice, we with gocd and ho-
neft.hearts read and confider it. Sut then, ¢¢ Are not all ex-
"¢ cepted from this kaowledge, but the Farher culy 2 How then can
"¢¢ the Sor have it in aay sature 7 Aajwir.  The generclterm
of Father here co'nprch-'nds the awkole God-hesd 5 fo that the Son and
Hbly Gho? are included uider it,as el il a5 the Father.——But how,
What proof or ground is there to {uppofe that by the term Farder,
we are to underltand rhree difin perfons Lere 5 and that the fin of
_man ftands oppofzd to all thefe included under the term or appeilas
“tion of Father } Anjwer. Becaufe the holy feriptures (ell us,
Ghere are Three that bear record in Heaven, t/u Father, the tFard, and
“the Holy Ghoft, and thee Three are Oue. That the Fatber and
Son are Oue.~ That ke that bath feen the Son hath feen the Fatber,
——=That be that honcureth not the Son, bonsureth not the F. arb:r.—-—
“'That the Sox is the tree God, God bleffid Sfarever. That He laows
_&ll things. That He ' fearcheth the reins and the hearts, &cc. i. e,
ln fhiort, The'God-head, or Deity, is plduily repxe{ent :d as fabfifly
1

ing
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JAog inshres Jifing perfons, who equally partake of the divine effencey
and of all natosa!l and mordl perfefijons’; and confequently oft
‘#nowledse.———ITence we conclade, That as. all' but the Father are.
‘excepted from the knowledge of thet day 5 fo. by. the Fatker, is in-,
“teaded the Deity, o, Cod-bdad, or all the three persons, i which iw
Jubfits :  And thjs reafon remains, good, till it be thewn, that ga
fuch things ay the above-mentioned ate contained in the holy ferip-
‘tures, that Jefus Chrifl is. not reprefented as GOD, equal with the
“Father ; that igfnite, uplimited knowledge is not attributed to Hith,,
-&c. which your author ha: ot done, un%cfs his reafon and grcunds,
for fuppofing that Ly the term or appellation of FATHER, canrot.
‘be' intended rhrea diftinég perfons, or the awhole God-bead, if it fubfifls
30 three perfons, is an over-balance, for reafons I have mentioned, tay
“eonclude the contrary » For certainly the moft fubitantial reafon,,
the greateft degree of evidence end probability, ought to be fol-
‘Towed. Let us therefore view your author’s reafon, and fee what,
‘preportion it bears 1o the other..———His reafon then (if [ miflake:
‘mot) is this, That if the above method of interpretation be good:
and juft, < he fhould defpair of ever underflanding the. fcripturea
. % above all books that cver were writtén.”> It is indeed a queftion
with me, whether any book of human igvention is fo difficult to un-.
‘derftand, as the holy fcriptures, ia maay parts : The. reafon why, ia,
Pplain ; becanfe they treat of the moft fublime truths 5 truths above.
the comprehenfions of our reafon’; and deal moch in parables, me--
taphors and figures of fpeech :----Befides, the ftile and ranner of
expreflion ia thofe idioms or languyages, in which. they were origin-
‘ally delivered, is very different from ours at prefent: We are.
alfo very much unacquainted with the fryation, manners, cuftoms, -
habits, &c. of the countrics and nations of which they treat : i
All which things coniribute to render many parts of them abfirgfe,,
‘and hard to underfland : And for thefe and other reafons, many
_who are either unlearncd, or unflable, awreftthem to their cawn defiracte
fon. So that their being more diflicult or hard to underfland,
than any other book in general, is no.argument that the above in-
“terpretation is wrong. And to apply this reafon to the particular-
cafe before us, it amounts to no more than this, That if the above.
‘interpretation be allowed, this particular fentence,------ Of thar day.
Amows mo man, &c. is hard to underfland, when cunfidered /ngly by
itlelf, without any regard to the other fcriptures ; for if we take,
and impartially conﬁge'r,‘ the whole fcriptures, they evidently di~
- ye& us to this interpretation ; as I have fthewn to be the cafe, note
withftanding all your author has yet offered to the contrary. e
And is it a good or fufficient reafen to reje an interpretation
rounded vpon a variety of ‘plain fcriptures, merely becaufe the text
tfelf, to which the interpretation is applied, if confidered firgly by
tfelf, is hard to underftand, according to this interpretation :eeeee
Susely it is not ; and therefore the prop of this jecond objeclion ia,
weak and infignificant : And not mugh unlike iy is the t4ird’; wlggt

.
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a1, 3d. ¢ The interpretation muft needs be unjuft, which, if
¥ admitted, will make all, evea the moft plain fpeech, wmcerraing
*tand tterly infignificant ; as this interpretation of Chrift’s words’
¥ woild do.”’ In aa/wer to this, it might be fufficient to fay,
that like thule already confidered, it is entircly founded on the
fuppodiion that the holy fcriptures afford no gronnds fer fuch an
interpretation (which yet remaies to be proved).~—————For if
fcripture explains itlelf, there'is certainly no jult caufe to compiain
or obje&, that it is unintelligible :«—Qr if it interprets fome par~
ticular texts or fentences, in a manner different from the moft com-
mon and ordinary ufle of fpeech ; it cannot therefore be juftly ob-
Je@ed, that all fpeech is Berc'oy rendered uncertain and utterly in-
‘fignificant. wuThis is to fuppole that no text or fentence of
fcriptare whatever can pofibly need any explaining——That every’
text in the bible is to be literally underftood in its utmoft latitude,',
and ought not to have ‘any limited or figurative interpretation put,
uppn it 5 but be oonderftood precifely according to its letters and
fyllables : Which any one who lhas ever read tie bibles muft fee.
would make horrible work indeed with fcripture, fill it with the,
mof palpable falfehoods, and grofs contradictions :
would render every figurative expreflicn, (ir which the feriptures
abound) entirely ufelefs. —We n :l either underftaid
them literally, or render them . obnoxious to this obje®tion,—For’
every interpretation that fixes a limited or figurative fenfs vpon,
fcripture, muft, at leatt in meafure, have the fame tendency with”
this- vour author objeéts againft, to render plain fpeech” uncertain’
and coiatelligible. | would epquire how we are to underftand the'
Plalmif, whea he calls the Lord his Rock 7 The prophet,
whea he affirms of the Feaw:, ¢ They bave made, their faces harder’
€< thau a rock ¢"’--- And our Saviour, when be fays, © [ am the wine,"
*€ ge are the branches. I am the daor.————This bread is m_y

¢ body 1. This avine is sty bload, €3¢ ? 1 am perfwaded your authoe -

never thought that thefe expreflions were to be Jiterally underftood 3
but explained them by his fenfes, reafon and other parts of fcriptare, .
which give them a figerative interpretation, different from the Jizeral
a1d common maaning of thefe very words and fyllables : And why!
may not-we camplain, that plaia {peech is hereby rendered yncer-
tain and utterly infigaificant 7 And ftill further, if pofiible, to fhew,
the vanity of this obje@tioa ; ‘and that your author ¢an with no pro<
priety urge it again{t the ahove interpretation ; I would obferve,
that he mutt continvally fwallow i him[If inits fulleft force, or
renounce his own opinion : For what will he tell us when we afle
the apoftle’s meaning where he declares Chrift to be God Sl.ffed forw
avermore---the true God---God, awhofe thronz is sfablifbed forever, &g ?
Will he tell ns, théfe expreflions are to be underfiood of His oficen
#ad not of His perfon? Aftonithing ! . How uncertain and infigaifiq
paat is the Mok plaili’ 203 pofinive fpeach 1—I mighs affoe .
MRS . ; Savieur'y

I

Tn fhort, it, .
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* Baviour’s own expreﬁions, fach as, I and the Father are ONE.; ewﬁai‘
flﬂnv_/awer 1he z'athzr doih,, thye al/a deth 1he Son Ilnfu{ﬁ’ .--‘-----fe
ﬁmr ,Jammtt/) not the Sin, howswveth not the Failer, &c. —All whic
ard many more, to bccome confiftent with your auther’s opinicn,’
shuit undergo an interpretation ne lofs tending 10 rer.der plam fpecch
eacertain and i anificant, than this he ¢bjcs to ¢ o that when
Your anthor iaquives, in what words Jefes Chrift conid in biief have’
denied Himiclr to be God more plain 2nd fu!l than this or thet,
the famé me mco of interpretaticen weeld net evade ? The_quelion
thay be retarned, at léafl with equal force and rn,p..e.‘; —In"
what words could He oF His apofties bave afirmed | Him to be 1rly
Csd, wore phin and @l than they bave done in 2 variety of iuit-
ances, aud which yoar au.nux 'S faterpretatiof would net have cvud-
ed ?———But I woald notbe ‘thought by this to put ths two inter- -

* pretations epon a level in pm"t of realcn and feriptore-evidence :
That which ycir author opgo fes has vatlly the advantage 3 nct only
for reafons [ havé alréaly racationed, bat as hmlng the general
current of feripture in its favour 5 v 2ftly beyond wiat your author’s
caa pretend to, whicly feenas prmf*lpalh' tc (‘L‘psr‘d tpon the firgle
text now in debate.~——=And further, vhat Ileck upoa much in fa-
vour of the. interpretation I am pleading for s, that it is founded
upon expreffions which cither Chrit Himfelf vtiered when profefl
edly and defignedly dilcourling of Himfelf 5 or were uttered by the
apoftles. when defignediy fpe Lmr oflu.n, od deferibing of Him °

_ to maunkind.= “\Whereas this text, which vour authov lays the
greatett frefs upon, (andindeed many of the others) may betermed

ccidenial (if any thing that came from the blefied }efos may bé fo
termed) i. c. [1e was not profefledly and def zredly fpezking crdif-
conrfing of Himfeif ; [ie was nor dcfculw‘"» Eimfelf, tellm'r who
and what e was, or the like ; Lat cnz;.wed upen a & Terent fub-*
je@ 5 and thefz words fecem to be more properly an spinde, or cir-'
dimflance, of the difccurle, than a proper part of the ﬂcct.rfe itfelf:
And this T bambly thivk, gives no fmall zCvantepe to the “inter-
pretation yeur author erpofes. I fhould have locked vpon the *
wiords your author builds his hypotheﬁs vpon, in a very diffevent’
light, and I am perfwadcd fome others would have urged them mth

reater warmth and refolation, if pofiible, bad they been a partcfa“
ﬁl(courfe whercin our Saviour Himfelf, or his apofiles were defign-?
€dly fpeaking concerning Him, or giving a dcfcrlpnon of me, ta
dthers who defired or wanted information.

: Bv-r not to enlarge further here, ——

5

: I PROCEED ‘to

! 3

OBy 4. viz. © That this i interpretation does plainly (werﬂn-cvlj !

# the caufe that is defignedly maintained by it, and may be turn- .

m——ie e '! “h?Q

f_,cd agaiafili ;. Fr lf n be,m(t aud ue b deny Chx,\ﬁ abfolutely, L

(, .

By 020
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& what belongs to Him in oxe nature, becaufe there i asorber naturg,
#¢ in which it belungs not to Himn ; theny fince to be thé CHIED,
?‘ GOD belongs to Him (according to the above method of intera,
%< pretation) only in one ndtare, dad not in refge@ of the orbér, of,
¥¢ bumaz natute b it follows, that it.may as juftly be faid, Jefua
¢ Chriit is not GOD, rof to be. worlliipped, or trafted as fuch $
%< nay, that He was not beforé the Virgin Mary,—and: the like 3
¢¢ and this without adding any limitation or reftrition, any more

¢ than odr Lerd Joes in the plice mentloried.’ A

o Answer,———"This alfo is foanded upon the old fuppofitiony
That {criptdres aord no rcafonable grounds for the, above. iatera

retation ; por. dulcribe of reprefent our Lord Jefus in any . othed
f'_gh: thad your author does :——=For if we dte t6 belleve cue
Lord Jefus to bé fuch as the geaeral current of plain firipiure reprea
feats Him to be ; aqd this reprefents Him to be GOD as well ad
man ; then the obje&ion ceafes, and your author’s conclyfion ié falfé,
——=Bu: that we are to belicye of, and fpeak of, dur Liord jeﬁi§
ds being fuch as the geoerai current of plain fCripture reprefenty
}iim,,cann’ot be denied. by thofe who hold the feriptyies to be a

erfec? rie fOr odr faith and prafice s and that the fcriptures repreéy
feat our Liord Jefus to be GOD as well as man, has not,_yet been
refuted : And o drge the prefent objclicn for this end, will appear
yoreafondble, if we corfider moteé dilinllly what every oné mufl
dllow, viz. : . '

_.aft. T AT our bleff:d Saviodr wis 4t liherty, by his own é)outhg"
gr that of Kis gpodles, to reveal Himfelf, the defign of His comix,
into the world, and th2 nature of His religion dnd do&rine, in ja:
what form, and at what time He pleafed : And_accordingly, whilq
manifeft inthe flfp, He revealed thy/e things to H.§ owa difciples in
a gradual manner ; and Kept many things, relating to the pature

-4nd defign of His kingdom, and doftrine, fecret, evep from them,
il after His refurretion and acenfion ¢ For it was the Hly-Ghofly
[ent By the Fathier, in Rié nime,  tliac was {0 tedch 1dem ail things §
@and bridg 41 thidgs to their remembrance,

v . 2dly, It ednnot bédenied, That afiér ourSauinurhad fully ae’ve‘a_xe%‘

ligifelf, the defign of His coming into tha world; tha nature o
{is religion, &c. Eis difciples, and al} who enjeyed 1his revelation,

Yy

were obliged to believe om Fiim, and fpeak of H'm, accading to this

avhole rébelation taken together ; oze part being compared with and
€xplained h another ;. and ot according to parricular texts or fena
ences, while.the revelation was. in its infaney, of inperfed fate.
knd if this be allowed (as I think it muft be): then jt-tollows, thag
- &t would be unrealonable jg av, who enjoy this v/ /. revelation, t
elieve or (peak of our pleffed Saviour, and His religion, the grand
$abjed of it, exally &@rdi% 10 artisaldr fegiences .:‘h phrafesy
(et Bacs e A ALty ~ ; e !
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eiivered while in its 7nfgncy, and that are explained and interpreted,
P’ vther? of egual autbority; 1. v. in fhort, Since the feriprures repres
ent JESUS CHRIST to be GOD as well as man, it would bd
#bfurd and unreafonable in us to fpeak of HIM abjolurely, and withe
out any limitation or referwve, either as G 2D or man—We may cons
fifiently and fafely fay, that JESUS CHRIST, confidered as man,
or with regard to His humaz nature, is nct GOD, nor to be wor
fhipped ;’that He was not éefore the Virgin Mary, &c.~——But to
fpeak of Him abfolutely and without any limitation in this form,
would be abfurd ; becaofe the record God bath giwen of Him, repre-
fents Him to.be s7uly GOD, attributes awor/oip to Him, declares
Him to be erernal, ¢e. -So thouid any one preach that the
Euman nature of Chrift was nor GOD 3 or, fhould one fay, I be-
Tieve that Jefus Chrift, confidered as God, was not conceived by the
Holy Ghott, #or born of the Virgin Mary, ner crucified under Pon=
fius Pilate, nor dead nor baried, &c.——this would be jut ; for, His
divine vature, which the fcriptures afirm He had, was not capable
of thefe things :—But fhould any one fpeak thus of Him in abjilure
terms, without any limitation or referve, he might juftly be accufed
of falfehood™ (if nothing worfe) becaufe rbe feriptures reprefent Jefus
Chritt to be both GOD and max ; to be incapable of fuffering in
His diwins nature, and to have a&ually fuffered, &&. tn His buman.
e And, (as has been obferved) ave are to confider the ferip--
tures as one continued cifcourfe or record, which Ged hath given
of his Son ; of whom it is our duty to believe and fpeak (when we
ufe ab/siute terms) according to the complex delcription ot reprefens
tation here given of Him. —eY our anthor thinks it firange if
any thing is to be believed relating to the fupreme Déity of Chrift,
that this is not taken poticeé of in the apoffle’s creed, fince this muft
be mioit important.——1Is. it not firange, that he could not fee the
Divisity, or Godhead of Chrift, aficried in this brief fommary of
the Chriftian religion, when He is filled, THE ONLY SON of
God ? .How is He, ‘His enly Son ;=—i—By creation ?~-No ; angels’
and men.were created. by God likewife :~——By a fpecial adoption #
+——No; goot men are entitled to this :es——By the office of a
meflenger; or ambaffador »—No, He cannot be aloze in His Sonfhip'
if this be it ; for angels are dignified with this office 3 and everf
the defpifed miniiters of the gofpel :=-————=Where then fhall we go -
fo find Chrift alonc in His Sonfhip, but to the Fountain of the Deiry 3
where neither our fenfes, nor cor reafon can extend ; and fay, fe
is the ONLY SON OF GOD ; which is the fame as to fay, He is
TRQE GOD, equal with the FATHER 2 : T

" Ogj. 's.” It remains fo ¢onfider your authior’s £frh and laft ob<
fe&ior‘:,‘againﬁ‘t_he.abovc method of interpretation, viz e :
“ That it weighs fomething with him, that the E'vangcmts nevef
* take any occafion (when, as he fays}. they Kid {6 ‘miny)- to fubs
£ join any caution againf gaking Chrift®s words in "their cbvioug
i .'.QY A e PR v,.;,..‘;,”“,.mm
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8¢ fenfe li. e, in the fenfs Be interfprets me&) when He fays, rf
€< that baur kuowf not t/;e Sau, ,&c »o L

AN\WER -——---A# this.js not ochred as a-proper. obje@jgn, but
only what weighed Tomething with your author, who (we may fup-
pofz) was eafily attralted: to this avy of thinking, and rcquned no

reat weight te. move, hi down the decL.uty, it would-bea wafe
of timé to confiler it particularly and largely ;——It will Bc‘fnﬁ-
‘cient to enqaire;, why the Lvangelifts did not iu'dom ac uwuu._
‘they penned (hefe expreflions of our b'efled Saviour, Matth. 16.-18.
vOn this Rack, I il build m)v chureh—and chapt., 26. 26, Y —
Tate, egt, this is my body Drink ye all qut Sor this is m_y,&lwd
& - Pe——eme A cantion heve, was. certainly as nec '-ﬁ'.lry,. as ia, thc
!nﬂ'ar.ce or inftances referred to ;. and.the Evangelills had as many
occifions to ﬁ.bjom a cautisn. to. the ohe as to-the other. ~The
molt obvious reaon why they did not, in cither of them, appcars
%o me to be thjs :——That the Bvangelifts {pake and wrotz as.they
were in(pired or moved by the Holy Ghott ;. who did’ npt fuggeft
to them sthe neceflity of fuch a caution.- ~The Evangclifts
¢as I imagine). never thought, that the Pape s chair would b
. founded on one ; the doé&trine of tnanfublaniiazion on another i ag
the do&rine.of Arius-on the mm{ of thefe, m(‘angcs ;—But. mﬁmte
wifdom has féen fit (for wife and ‘holy ends, no doubt) to. - permig
them,.all:: “Though I'am.far from: thlnkmg that the want of
fuch cautions, as your authar. fequires,, will be ariy. excale mthcr for,

Puapifts, ar drians., o

TausT hwe confidered’ your-avthor’s hypothe’l?s,—the "feripture,
updbn which he grounds it,—and thewn how entiiely it is overt rown
by a fair and: natural interpretation. of other. fctiptures :—That bis-
objz&ions againk this, are vain; fuch.as either. have no foundmod‘

at all, or may be retorted opon him.in. their full forcé.— " ~=His»
vext attempt is to fhew, Phat there-is no- jult’foandaiion in fcrip-*
tare for- this mterpfetatmn 3, befure which. his opinion moft fall ;%
that the fcriptores urged: againft him are capable of a différent
torn, - &c. This, therefore, deferves.to be. particalarly cpnfiders’
od ; ic bemg now the ohlvy t‘ung that can ihelter the opinion, I am,
sppofing, from certain tuin.———And upon af impartial mquuy,'
§ doubs not- but ‘this-will «alfoappear- arefuge of " lies,

-

.
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' PART IL.’ Obferyations upon Chag. 2d

ey’

of Mr. Emlyn’s Inquiry into the ictip=
. ture accountof Jefus Chrift. =

: E R E your suther propofes, fr# ; to anfuer the okjelions
- -4 agdink hig hypoihefis’ ; ©Or, " refute ths “arguments, ifually,
yroiight’ from feriptare, to ‘prove JESUS CHRIST to be réqlé
GOD; rgual with the Father :wn=And he tells us, That becauie
© Qumiiifcienct is that infinite perfection, which is with the greatefl Gew
of ‘reafon, or planfible teliimary alledged to belong to Chrift ;e
tharefore he chootes to'fingle out #6is in.particular.  But T am much
miftaken, “if hé hid Hot amsitir and a truzr realon 1 his own breaft
For this candu@, viz.———That his reaioning wpan this topic bas g
§}¢a{éi appearince of truth,' @nd is bettér adapted te deccive the
inconfiderate and unttable, ‘than it Could be upot fome otfers, whicly
#re alledged in ‘vinditation 6f the fupreme "Deity of Jefus Chritt §'
e——=That this is aQually the'cae, 1'doubt ndt, will bs 'made tg.

3ppear hereatier.

- Lswary, in a2 few words, expofe the fallacy-of his reafoning,
©pon the wery togic bie bas fingled ¢ut ; Whatever end he propofed

A choofing this, rather thai anirbir. * -
L S ) RPN

It is alledged, in vindication of tke /upreme Reity of Jefus Chrift,
“That the difiples attribated to Him, infinite, unlimited knowledge,,
10116, Jo." Now 29é are fzré that Theu know:ft all hings, &com’

nd, chap. 21. 17. Lord, Thou knowifl all ihings, &e, Now, infidite,
untimited knowledge, is"an ncounnudicable perfeQion, and can’
Belong only t0 the fupreme God 3 _and t{hé&éto:‘q."lt the difciples tefe
timony be true, CHRIST is the /upreme GODY'; fince they expreilly,
wreribite fuch knowleage to Him.———TThere is nq way to evade,
this argument, byt by proving the “’fc’“r“?‘?*g'enx to be falf 3
which is what your agthor attempts. He tells ys, ¢ Thefe;
i expreffions are 'words of admiration from the difciples not yet ina
* fpired ; and a’tg'3;b(egdcclf_ only o exprefs 5:.');\¢ry’ great and com-.-f

¥ preheiifivé knowledge, far from infinite, divine Omnjlcience "

-+

His reafons for this, are,

& « Tuoar Chrift Himfelf fays, Of that day and. bour, Enowvs
¢ not the Son.”’ ’ . B B

Tuis I have already fhewn, is to be underftood of His bemen
wature, and not of Him perjonally confidered ; and that your avther’s
whjetioas againt this interpretation, are groundlets ;5 fo that iabut

R » poosly,
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~ 3Ty fupplies the place of argament here, 2o prove. the difciplen
. é.’%ﬁmqqy falfe 5 or that they tatended any ‘thing lefi by theéfe exa
: (preflions than, infnite, divine Qumnificase. And, - -5

+ 2dly. I musT confels my. inability, to fee the leaft force. in.arg
r gument fecond.———Vhat ! Does it follow, thay thefe exprefong
"@f the difcioles are to be undertood with a lmiration, ay intending
80 more.than a great or extraordinary degree of knowledge ; baw,
| gé‘zqfq the wdman, of Tekeat told King Dawid, z Sam: 14. 80.—=
. That be auas wuife according to thy awifdcm. of an angel jo kmonw a8
. ‘things on carth ¥ ——=0r, does the expreilion of §t, Foow; 1 John 24
, . 29.. Xz kwow all things (which he exprefsly limits to the: matcers or
. ruths, concerning which he was writing) does this prove, that the
\ difciples are to he underftood in a confined, or limired Jenfe ; when
; without any limitation, or relerue, they attribute the knoudcdge of all
', ~ ¢hings to Chrif} ? -Qr, Is the high opinion the: Fews had of
.

;

I

their prophets, an argument that we (hould have a lower. opiniony

of our bleffed Saviour ?—Or, Becaufe they affigned an almef- onie

verfal knowledge to them, muft we aflign' a Limied knowledge:ta.

Him ?~———<"The moft that can be infered from thefe paffages isg

o W'hat under certain circumftances, the difciples might. pofibly exa
. prefs themfelves pretty much in #his mamer 3 and yet intend na
more by it, than a wery grear and comprehenfive knpwledge ; ‘bécaufd
| _ there are examples in fcripture of ‘exoreffions, " famiwhai -fnitare
~which did not intend infivite, divine Omnifcience : I fay; fh=wbat
j{wilar ; becaufe I challenge a fingle inftance to be productd from
icripture, where an, expreflian of the like nature was vtteted withy
that air of affurance, which is manifelt in this of the difeiples ;e
Nowo awe are fure, & c,m—=Or, where the exprefion itfelf; or what
immediately preceeds or follows, dges not plainly confine it to
certain bounds ; or, fbew that it isto be uhderflood in'a limited
{enfe.———DBut this is not the cafe here :~The expreffian-it ute
' tered with an air of affurance :—The terms are firong and exphieir 3.
' " and neither what precceds, or follows, fo muoch as intimates, thag
they. are ta be undexftood, or were insended, with any Hmitation:’

Far,

. 3dly. It isto the laft degres abfurd, to conclude, that the difu
ples did not intend: infimite, divine Omnijsience ; becavle they infee.
from our Saviour’s knowledge, that Hi came forth from God.—mmms.
L'his is the wery thing I would infer from it,————That HE pro-
teeded from the Father ; and equally partakes of the Divixe Effencen:
tand all poj3hle perfedions :——Or, If we underand His coming forth.
Jrom the Father, of His miffion into the world ; -the inferring this.
from His knowledge, is no arguinent that the difciples did- not.
look upon Him to be Omnifient, and intentionally attribute this

Resfeclion 10 Himem—wr-But ] am m}ch.mﬂﬁkq‘giﬂtﬁa'di(gi%h’—
= - T wer
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were not Yoronghly ‘cofivinced and affiréd of ‘His divine m:[¥Q-
fong 'before this ; and therefbre think it moft probable, that by-
soming forab!from Sod, thev intended His fupreme E)eit ys and egraistp
with the Father ; which they infered from His infinire knowledges,
ptetimiThey furely beNeved Him: totbe at leal,” a propber fent ?
God, long:before this =« HIS miracles were a2 moft convincing prosf’
of this :=—Even fome of the Pharifees declaredy that mo wan could M
SJuck miracles; ‘exeept God enas with bim.—~———But here the difciplesy
are conviaced of femething meaw twme——=Noaw ave are f{ure, that
Thou knoaveft all things 5 andhence, Ble. believe that Thex camcfti
Jorth from God, i, e. That Thou st a divine-peyfon ;- a- partaker of:
the divine effence, and: all diwvine. perfeBjons,~——==DBefides, Had;
the difciples alcribed that, in fuch. froug and explicit terms, te our-
blefled Savicur, which belonged o to Him, is it not firange that;
He gives them no reproef, or caution =—=Was He foch a lover of:-
spes bolical encomiums and fulfome. adilations, as to allow His own,
ifciples, without the lea# rebuke, to attribote that to Him, a.creaa
ture, whiclk belongs endy to the Creator # 1-addy That if our Saviours
had not infinite, divine ©mnifcience, or fuch a knowledge as be-.
loags enly to GOD jupreme 3 St, Peter’s. argument, That He ineav
bis /. to Him; is groundlefs.~——rs——For, from what, fhort of:
&N unlimited. knowledge of -the bearts of all men, could hg infer His.
knowledge of bis heart, or love10 Him Preree—=St. Puter muft have.
argued-very foolilly, as weHl as fallely, to have infered, That'
Chrif -dngxw bis beart 3 or, (which is .the {ame) his lbwe 10 Him,'
merely becaufe He dnew.many things 3 or had a greatand compre-'.
Wenfive kiowledge. ; or, indeed any knowledge, thort of infinite,,
divine Omrifcience 3 or, that of the bearts of all men, which bev.
longs only to GOD fupreme.  ~ - ' '

% Bur that our Eord Jefus had infinite, divine Omnifcience, and:the.
Asowledge of men’s beartss in particular, appears not only from zhge’
and other expreflions of the like nature :-..—.-But,' :

. S2CONBLY—wrFrom His'own words, Rev. 2. 23. Where-.
He claims it as His fole prerogative, to faarcih the reins and the!
bearts 3 and, all the churches fhall kacw, that 1 am HE aweich /eani‘

the reins and the bearts :---Now Solomon declares, 1 Kings, 8 39.--=
Shou (1; e. God) twerDou’only; Anowwsfp the bearti of all the chil
dren of men 5 and Ferem. 17 fo. God declares by the prophet,—.}
Ktbe Lord fearch the beart 5 I try the reins, &c.——Here the great |-
GOD is, as plainly as words can exprefs, diftinguithed- frém all
others, by His tnowing and fearching the-bearts, and 17ying the reins |
of all men.———1t belongs to Him only, to. fzarch rke bedrts ; and
¥ givve to.svery man. according 1o bis aways, ‘and-the fruit of kis doings. }
"« mwmameem And “therefore, fince our-Lord fefus declares Himfelf to be, -
HE awho fenrcheth the reins and-the bearis, and gives to. every eme ac=
~f@ding to kis margs, HE. multbe the great and frpreme GOD -
g 10 i sy HE mube the groas and fapreme GOD =

4/"‘(
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&n cxprefsly. claims thar as His fole prerogative, by which the. great "
God is diftinguifhed from ail others. HHE does. not.-fay, the
* churches /pall #now that I fearch the reins and the hearts ;. but, thay
A aim HE ; which, if words have acy force in them ; yea, if tha
.smxpreflion is not altogether unintelligible, implies, I am JE.wha
"3s dift nguithed by this chara:r ; or, the churches ball #zow that
*d am THE GOD, who fearcherh the reins and the bearts, to give 1@
®wery one according te their aworks. T

"LEeT us now inquire what your author had faid to invalidate this,
which he pron:iies a ferious confideration.; . and, with an, air-of
Terioufnefs, infinuates that, ¢« It is no wonder that So/smon fhould
** not know of any other to whom the excellency, viz. the know<
¥«.tedge of the hearts of all men, was communicated, than God
%< only.” If 1 underftand him, he means that it is no wondey’
3f Solomon was ignorant that his excellency was, or could be commua
.hicated from God to any one :———If {0, this is a point T thall -nog
&ven attempt to difpute ; it being the very thing 1 would iofey
~ ‘from the words of Solomon, that he thought the knowledge of the
‘hearts of all men peculiar 20 God 3 that He ow/y, has an -underived,
independent and unlimited knowledge of the hearts of men ; whic
s an incommunicable perfedtion or excellency ; a difiinguifbin

 chara&ter of the fupreme God ; though in fome low degree, and ag

* fome perticular times, one man may have the knowledge of anoa
her’s licart by revelation from God ;. i.e. in fhort, God may re=
weal to his creatures, things which they could not knaw, or diicover;
by any-other means ¢ Bat does “it hence follow, that Chrift’s know-;
ledge of men’s hearts is communicated to Him # Or,” that it is de<
riyed from and dependent. upon any.one.?—Daes it follow, by any
zules of reafoning, excepting thofe your author hath invented, thag
our Savioar’s knowledge of the hearts of men, was derived from.
anather, becaufe that of the prophets and apoftles was ; who at cer=
tain times, aod in fome degree, had this kuowledge ? Surely no §
an appeal to the reafon and {ober thought of every perfon, is a fufy
Acient anfwer to fuch forced and unnatural conclufions. T

.Bur, N

> ¢ Docs not Chritt Himfelf own, that He knew.what H‘c'fevgt'f‘
# 50 the feven epiftles to the feven churches by revelation from God 2

{' It aas the revelation which God gave to.Jcfus Chrit, 8¢, . -
. L . e - T S

£ Answer——To'give this any weight at prefent, the truth an !
Fultoels of your author’s obje&ions in chap. zd. muft be granted
sbut the vanity of thefe bath been already fhewn, and therefore tb;\
#nethiod of interpretation | have majntained. againt them, is.a plaiog
@nd hatural folution of this, viz. That God gave this revelation ta,
Lhrilt, as man, or as our Mediator, and therewith a commifiom

L DT e T S
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 Beas it to bis forvants ; fo that this revelation’s being gtven 8

im id this cHard@er, is no drguthient dgainft His Diwsnity, or His .

infinité; diviaé Omnifcience.

-+ It would be riffing; to take noticg of his quilbling anfwer to

gﬁfo who fay, that Chril’s fcarehing tie lieart; imports it t0 by’

I8 dn A0}, iy

Ha érgn’é"’;. . '

-Seconpry, ¢ That theté is 060 abfurdity in aftributing this
& kaowledge of the heatt to Jefus Chrift, though He be nor the
¢ Mot High GOD. That He knows things with fome fmiration.

€ 2§ to the dcgree; dnd in dependéncé on His Father 4s to the

¢ minner, he uiinks appeats from what he has already faid ; and

. #¢ therefore ¢oncludes tnat the knowledge of the heart attributed to

& Him, muat be fich av is confitent with His /kbordination to the
¥ Fuet’s greater kaowledgé.”* ’

* Bo di T have diready thewn; thit thofe fexts from which Chrifi’é

“Bhferiorily; Or fubordiadtisst 1o the Father has beep argaed, are to be,

idderﬁoml of His bumak nature, or of Him as Mediaior; and not o
Hiin perjonally ; and removed the objeftions againft this interpre-
€ation ; fo the conctuflon your xwthot ntakes is invalid :~<There’
s no néceflity, nor day foflicient reafon yet prcdiced, that the

“knowlédge of Chrift muffbe fuch as is Confiffent with any Jubordinas

tion o the Father’s knowhdgeé.

; Ir Has niot_yet Beeh"liiéw?i.' that the Father has greater know<
TedZe than He ; and theretoré it ¢dn with no propricty be céna
laded, that His knowledee muatk be fubordinate (o ¢he Fathers ;e

T'his #s begging the queftiofr,

*’ﬁn‘n‘ now, (fiould the point be granted, which your atthor las
Bours fo loig vpor; viz.~< That it can never be demonftraied;
¢ that it exeeeds a #uite capacity to know the conceras of all on this
¢¢ earth, whien the enlarged underftanding is afiifted i the bigheft
*s_manyer, by divine influgnce gnd revejation.”’—=<Yet this can 7o
bays milifate againft the infinite, divine Omniicience of Jefas
brift :— At leaft, it will be as difficule to fhow, that whjtever cans
ot be demonftrated o be abfurd or impofiible is trie of Him, ag
hat a finite being eannot poflibly know ail the concerns of thi‘

,)‘, ¥our author’s argument Rands thus === It canrot be demong}
Brared impoflible, thit a fiite being' fhodld by any means know the
®bncerns of alf gn this earth 5 and therefore éh&;ﬁh Chrift kvnoug;Z
wbe.cgiovens of 2l).am shiasaarth; yei fs s afyive b

ng; dpd‘ has iio‘
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“ftends to anfwer.——=Ingtcad of fhewing, that dur Saviour does
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"Sufinite, divine Omnifcience.” This is pl.ii'n!}_hyla_u‘r‘aut:hor’s'fen'f'c:’t 3
*thouzh hot exaflv his words ; or elfe I cannot [re to What parpofe
.he afferts, that it cannot be demonitrated impoffivle for a finite be-
dng to kaow the concerns of all on this earth. Bat ‘there necds no

words to thew his conclufion to 'be arbitrary and greunalefs, thus far.

~—1%4d Mould it be further granted, that Chrit’ as wmediaror, or

722n, 'knows, from time to {ime, th: virious miferies, cafes, and’
mnecdlfisiés of His fervants 3 which is the moft that your aathor pre-
teads to ; yet it does ot follow, thit Hg is not Omnifcient 5 or

thit He did not idtend to reprefent Himlfelf ds the' OMNISCIENT

GQD, When He fays, Ail 1he churches fpall #now, that | am HE
‘awhich jearcheth the reins and the bearts. “em—imemThough I think it

%Bighly necefMary, that the Julze of men and ‘angels fhould he”
Oinifticat.; and therofore that noose is qualificd for tbis, But the

MOST HIGH GOD ; whois deéclared w be Fudpe Himftlf, Plal.

‘s0. 6. compared with Heb. 12. z3.—=Yet to fhorten the work,

~“and refate your suthor’s reafoning in his own Way, | give him the

poiat he contends for, viz. That Jefus Chrit, as man, may, from
ﬁme to time, be acquainted with the wants and miieries of His fer="
‘vants ; yet ! argue, that He intended 10 reprefent Himfelf as the
Omnifeieat God, from the manner of the expreffion ; and indeed th

“Whole force of the argument lies in this : For if it be demon{fratés
abiolately neceflary, that our Mediator and Fudge, fhould be the
gmnicient God any other way, thare would be nb nedd of this, or an)

_Other text, to prove it :——Yoar auibior therefore evider:ly fies
from the quettion, and quits himfelf of the argument which he pre-

not repréfent Himfelf to be Omnifeiens 5 ke challenges a demonfira-
‘tion, that it is abfolately neceflary; that He ﬁmu!dbbe, and utterly
Jmpofible that He fhould kaow the miferies and wants of His fers
vVants witfiout this : i. e. in fhort, he requires fcmie other proof, or
demonttration of Chrilt’s O.anifeichce, before he admits His owa
words as-a proof of j: ;——A metliod of reafoning I muft confefs
@atirely ew to me, till I read your author !—I always thought chat
onz, or at leatt two ananfaverable arguments were {iflicient to prove
Yny point, whether civil or theclogical :—=And upon this footing
our Saviour’s Omuifcience is clear and undeniable : For (as [ have
already thewn) His difciples ableribed infinite, unlimited knotoledge 1a
Him :——And here He Himfelf claitns 4 difiinguithing charaéter of
“Alwighty GOD 5 that by which, His infinite, divize Omuifcience is
“frequencly reprefented ,———7 box, evtn Thou only, knowef the bearts
Yf all the children of men———1I the Lird fearch the beart 5 1iry the-
‘veins, even to give every man according ‘to bis ways, and the fruit of
bis doings :———Aad, Thus faito the Lord Gvd, Behdld I, even [ -wi1£
both_search My fhoep, and jeck them out.— hefe are expref.
Bons by which GOD almighty diftinguithes himlelf ; the charafl~
ers of his Omnifiience, by which his univerfal, underived and indes

- qeadgat Ewowlidgé of the héarts g‘ then,y 15 ROR Emphatically repie

Co Aeneed §
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DO,

" fented :—This is one of the charafters by which He is known :ed
"See Pfal. 7. g.---For the righteous God t3ieth the beart and reins; e
~——Jerm. 11. 20. But, O Lord of Hoffs, that judgeft righttcufiy,
that 1vieft the reins and the beart, B¢, and manv other texts to t
‘fame purpofe, might be produced, were it neceflary, whete GOD
~Almighty is exprefsly diftinguithed and charatterized by his fearchs
Anz, trying, and knowing the reins and hearts i~——The conclufion,
therelore, is plain and undeniable, that Chrift is the almighty, onia

nijcient GOD , fince He exprefsty declares Himfelf to be, He awbich -

fearchzth the reins and the bearts, to give to cvéry ene according 1o their
aycrs :a—wNor does any thing your zuthet has faid, in the leaft

militate againft this conclufion j but, granting all that be contends

for, i remains good, viz.—¢* That Solomon did not know of an

*¢ other to whom this excellency was communicateda———That it
¢¢ cannot be demonftrated abfurd and impoffible, that a finite capa-
¢ city fhould know the concerns.of all on this earth, &c.esAnd,
¢¢ that Jefus Chrift, as man, may by the alifftance of God, know,
¢ from time to time, the miferies and wants of His fervants.”’s—a
‘Though all this be granted as trae ; yct it no ways militates againft
the truth of the conclufion, that CHRIST is the omnifcicnt GOD :-.«
. ‘Which does not depend upon a demonftration that thefe things are
J2lf, as your author infinuates 3 for thefe may all be true, and yét
the premiies from which I draw my conclufion, be firi&tly wu€ Kke-
‘wife : Thus, GOD Almighty is frequently charalerized
and dittingoithed in feripture by his yearching, trying and knowing the
bearts and reins of men. —But J[ESUS CHRIST is thes chg-
raferized and diflinguithed ; may, what is moré, He expiefsly af-
ferts Himfelf, without any /imitatisn, and in the frongett terms, to
be HE awbhich fearcheth the reins and the bearts ; thetefore He muft
be the ALMIGHTY GOD. Now, which of thefe propofitions d¢r
the poiats your author comtends for, militate againft >~——Does it
follow, that GQD Almighty is not thas chara@crized and diftine
guithed, becaufe Solomon tho#ight that He, and He only, was touu
Or, becaufe it is moe demanftrably abfurd and impoffible, that 2
JFrire capacity fheuld, by the affiftance of God, knows the concerns
of all on thisearth # Or, that fefos Chrift, as man, fhould by. thig
means know ths miferies And wants of His fervants 7 Surely no : —
For if GOD. is any where ‘empliaticalfy and plainly diftinguithed
and charalerized in fcriptoreiiit is by His jearching, trying, and
knowing the hearts of men :~———1I challenge an inftance fo the con-
trary of this ; or where GOD Almighty is more plainly and em.
phatically diflinguithed from &/l others, by any charafier whatever,
than He is by this of jearching, irying, and kncwing men’s bearts ;
and if fo, then allowing your author’s reafoning juft, He is no wher¢

diftinguithed by any perfeion” or excelfency ; nor is there any -

thing by which we can know Him from fome of his creatures wwee
IT the fame expreflions which are breught to diftinguifh and cha<
v FaQerize the Great GOD, are applicable to his creatores, it"heg

L rm—
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}zéqo'é difinguith him ‘at all :———Thus ; €. g. to fay, that if .

edrébing the beart, &Jc. whzun applied immediately to God, means, _
Xhat none knoaws the beart as God docs, fo univerfally, fo immediately .
and independently (as youe guthor owns :) and yet that, when ap-
blied vo Chritt in the -very same avords, it means no more, than that
e has -a derived, limited power of fearching the bearts, is very ab-
- furd :="Tis 33 much as to fay, The very fame expreffiens which

. denoto she univerfal, immediate and independent knowledge of the -

Jupreme GOD, and diftinguith him from all created beings ; denote”.

no more than the limh&i., derived and dependen: koowledgze of
CHRIST ; and ditinguith Him only from fomg ignorans, fheste .
fighted mortals. . oo o

Acarx,

. Seconouy,—It cannot be alledged, that any thing your author .
- Bas (2id,, militaces againft the ficond of the propofitions, from which
the conclafion is deduced, that CHRIST is GOD emniftient, wiz. .
That HE is charatterized aad: diftinguifhed: in the fame manner;
that the fupreme GOD is, by fearching the reins and the heasts, to
it to.every one according to their works im———=This is a plain fad,.
which admits of no diipute, That Jefus, Chri® aftually in: che.
fronge terms, and moff explicit manner, declares Himfelf to be HE
aubith fearcherh the. reins and the bearts.m—— And therefore it
follows, that CHRIST Himielf is the fupreme,.omniftient GOD; wito:
only knows the bearts of the children of men ;5 and. who is d7finguifbed:.
om all others, by fearching and trying tlc reins and’ the hearts. -
1°add, That the expreffion I am He, as. it is fpaken of CHRIST,.;
féems to be peculiarly appropriated. to the fipreme GOD.in fcripturer-
- Thos, lfaiah g1, 4. Fthe Lord, the firff, and avith the laft,. -
I'am He : chap. 45. 4. L am He, &c. §t. 12..k, even I, am He thar
comforteth you, The great GOD. here diftinguithes bimfelf
from. all others, by faying, I am He; this evidenrly. denotes his..
great power, might and fupremacy : And this expreflion,. if [ mifs
take not,, is np. where in feriptare ufed in the fame manaer by any -
bur God himfelf, Our Saviour’s ufing: it in this manner, is there -
fore a probable argument that He intended” to reprefent Himfelf as::
the fupreme GQD ;5 and: to.diflinguith Him/lf from all, that by re- -
velation, or a’'derived power, obtain a éuowdedge of the bearts of”.
mien 3 as. God diftinguithes bimlelf from all fubordinate comforters -
when he fays, I am. be which comforreth you. —Buot what con-
firms it, that our- Saviour intends here- to reprelent Wimfelf as the-.

- Jupreme, omnifcient GOD, is His exprelsly claiming acother diffin.-

gifbing charater of God Almighty, in the precesding chapter, ver. -
g and 11, See, Ua. 44+ 6.—Thus faith the Lord, the King~
of Ijracl, and bis Redeemer, the. Lord of Hofts, I am the Fir}, and:
2 gm the Laft ; and chap. 4i. 4. 48. 12.. In.all which places. thex
AuprepeGOD didtinguilics and charallosizes himelf in #his n?mq

\
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1 AM THE FIRST AND THE LAST. And.in.the /am¢ papa,
nir bur Saviont diftingpiffes and ¢hira@eriz¢s Himlelf.——1 amg
Alpha and ‘Omega, tht Biginging apd k¥ Ending, faith /be_‘l'.c'rd‘ 3N
adbich-is, and “ehich wyas, and wwhich s o tomei b AINighty m—m
1-AM—THE FIRST AND'THE EAST. e ARd whar can
bé the import of th-fe’ekpreffons, Baf that HE is.the Eternal, Self-}
Exiftent, Almighty’ GQD ?————Qr, What coold our Savicur,
imtend 10 reprefent Himfelf t0 be, unlefs 'whai ‘the plophet Jaiak
declarés of Him, (rio doubt by divine iifpivation) that He is 'ON-
DERRUL, COUNSELLOR, ihe MYCHMTY GOD, rhe cierlafing:
PGTHER, the PRINCE OF PEACE, ¢hap. 9. 6. 'Or 'coild He in,
any: fronger or more ¥abphatisal (erhs, fraveé detlared Himlelf tg
be, in the molt eminent fenfe, Ercrnal, Jinmoricl, and Onmiporent
—-Belides, creating prwver, which neceffarily implies Qmi-
poteney, is expreily attributed to Him, John 1775, A1 things “awere
madte by Him ; apd awitkout Him qeay ot any ‘1hing made that wgas
1"4’, o, Lord,” inthe 5%:'#1}‘1”»?

GGty CUR I (N I e/ 5 A
bep laid-the fewndation.of tFe earth,” and ‘the hétwrng are ihe qﬁasf,l-'_:'o”
2hine handt, &¢.m—awAnd fince thele," othor A fLagiifling' clara Gurss
of the fuprom: GUD, are exprefsty tlaimed by, and attribured to our,
Lord Jefus, there is no 'rédm to dowbs, But' thae ¥le futcnded 1o re-
prefent Himfulf @8 themmmifiionr GQD; by faying, 47 ie charcbes’
fBall kiow thati Foare FEE-wobich fearchuibithe reins und the Xcdris g
"Awd cénfidering how plainly; frequently ‘and emphatically ‘thefe -
Afinguiding chiralters of the fupreire GOR are. claimcl by and ats”
tabuted to CHRIST?; it is abfurd and ‘arbitrary to requife argo-/
ments for His fsrene DEFFY, from any other mfi'c'g :hanthgfg:
which as plainly affert-and prove it, as words can do.~———Thus -
jwappears that this argumént for“the fupreme DEITY of CHRIST,
rentaigs good, notwithftanding alt”your 2cthor’s labour to refuig
asd overthrow ir:-——=And indeed all that he himfelt pretends to,”
is, to have firewn it -poflible for Chrift, by revelation from God, to
know the miferies and wants of His fervants, though Him{elf be not. '
God ;- which is far from fhewing that Chiift'is nqt God, of that *
e did not ivtend to reprefunt Himfelf as God ; and no ways af-
~ fe@s; or weakens theargument ] bave ufed to fhow that He inten-
~ tionally claims a' Zifinguifving charadler 'of lie jiprere GOD-——-—:
"Po conclude this head ; fhould any one be difpofed to make the.
trial, and apply evr nuthor’s reafoning agaioft the Qmnifcicrce of!
CHRIST, againft His éternal Exijtence, or almighty creating ‘Ifiwtr,_’
ar-aflerted in feriptoré ;I am muoch miftzken if they would pot
have the mortification'to be difappointed,‘and fiod themfelves un-
able to drefs falibosd with {o great 4o appedrance of fruvh,, as your
puthor has done upon 2445 topic :=—And this will eafily actount -
for his prefering this to, any arher'; and likewife prove hin miftak-.
en, when he infinuates, that the famre reafoning he has ufed here,”
will hold equally troe when-applied to any cther divine perfection
geiibuted t0 Chrift-:emee—1If 'he mcaps thus, there is asgood a -
) P O . :fonndaim' L
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«dgpndation for this way of reafaniog agaiak any other perfellion, as,
%ﬁt of Opmaifcienge,. Iz.y.rsadily join with.him :e—s—ee—But if he in;
tends by it, thas the fame way of realoning (or indeed any other),
would have the like femblance of truth, when applied 10 shofe arher:
perfectians 1 have mentioned, as when applied to-shis of Omifeignce,-
it.1s what [ very much {cruple et mulk be canfeffed; his reaon
ing here has a veyy, {pccious appearance of trugh ;. and. way overle

* thy ignorant and unfable ;. for which reafon, I have dwelt the:long-,
. ér!,ug%oxi.i’g ; apd more diﬁ’jn&}y and particalarly expofed its fadlacy,.

thas 1 hauld atherwile kave done ; and. more largely vindicated;
hys poir of Chri’s Ognifiience 5 becaufe fome of my reafoning in,
the, tormer. pary of this, letrer is grounded. apep 1t 5. and as I bave:

* maiatained this, fo _qghgxt;vef depends upon the truth of it, xes:

mzias gopdy .

/ Se co N‘q}.'r“.'—',ll gp@céed» to érgue the fupreme. Deity of JESUS,

. CHRIST from that.swsrfbip, and honmage, we are- commanded. to pay:-
‘Hlua 5 a0d confider. yous auchor’s:objefions againlt i, o

JTaa fugrw DEITY of }ESUS CHRIST, is.argaed from the:

awsifhip and Somags we_ are commanded. to,pay to Him, - Thus, thev
Juprem: GOD onlyis the proper objeé of the religious worfhip and ho
‘mage ‘of ‘his creatures, Mat. 4. 10. Iris awritten, Thew fraltsvor/bip

the Lord, thy God; and Himonly [halt thou ferve, The dilciples of our

Sgyioys yea angels bave. refufed ta receive hemage from men, they

being all eguyily’ fervants to their commen Creator : , A?d,':
indeed, ‘reas}gn tesches us, that all our,religions homage and praife,:

fhould be wlrimarely ighthe fuprems. 6O D ——e—That whatever hom-:
age we paj to any created. bemg, it thould be yubordingseto that.
which- we pay 10 .GOD, who is the Fosatain of all Being ; ands
from whom, men apd..angels derive all thair happinefs.——+¢ This.
is a. point never difpated, that I kagw.of, by drian or Seciniax docs

- 498, > Aud. now that r¢ligious. avorfbip is to be paid ta Chrift, .

as.the wltiniate object of it, appears,

18, From.Jobn 5. 23, That .all mén fhonld honoar the Son, even:
as they honour ibe Fatber : That is,. {ays your anthor, < as trufy,
< not as greaily 5 becawfe the Fatber hath committed :or given all.
<< judgment 10 Him," mmmmes[f [ underftand him. here, he fappofes -
that  Chrilt’s having ‘all judgment committed to Him, is the fole~
ground and feundation of that honour which we are commanded tot
pay to Him.; and thesefore, that this homowr muft be inferior 10+
that which we¢ owe the Father :---Or, that though we aré trufy to
hanour Chrift, yet we are not to honour Him as we hLonour the :
Father, or with the fame. bomonr : But this” conclufion is ens -

~ tirely overthrown by what follaws in the very fame. verfe.= v

e that bonoureth not. the Son, houcureth not the Father.— Buay if -
she Son’s having @/l judgment-cummitted .10- Him, is* the fele: gmm}ng o
. . qQ

o~ -
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of Hib chaiminig honour and homage: from us, it @il be diffcolstoy *
frow how and why His honour is fo. infeparably conne@ed with the:
Ratber’s,———elf it be faid, that he who negle@s to honcur. thes
king’s officer, or ambaffador, negle@s. to honour the king himfelf..
~———} anfwez, that ihough. {uch-an one wouid negle& to honour..
the king in this particular inftange 5 yet he. might: honour him. iny
eher inflances ; ke mighs refpe® and: honour his. perfon and- gova
ernment in general, though: he negle@ted to honour even the higheft:
offices in his kingdom :meer—-Bht here'it is indefivitely. declared,,
that be 1hat bonoyreth not the Son, bewouretss. not the Fether :-i. e. he: .
@oes not duly honour or glorify the Father, who. refules té6. onoue:
and glorify the Son, as he does the Father.——e——sEonoor mufl
thesefoze be due-to-the Sop upon fme otker grounds, vhan that of His:
baving all judgment committed to Him 5 even becaufe He is-true Gody:
egual with the Father 3 and therefore as great and trie bonour is.due-’
té Hiws as to she Fatber.; as greas falth, Tove; fear, worfhip and:
obedience is due to the Sor as'to the Father.——It is.abfurd to, .
fuppofe, that the honour of Almighty. GOD, as due-frem us, is in-:
feparably comne@®ed with the honour of any smere creature ; and;
taerefore fince His honour is thus connefed with, the hanour ef
Ghri, to fuppofe Chrift a mere creature, is. ablyrd, - .

Acain, o

~zdly. TaaT the fame honour, hemage or worthip, is due to the.
~ Father and Son, and upon the fams grownds, appears fram Matth, .

28. 19. Go ye therefore, and: teach all nations, baptixing them in the
mame of the FATHER, and of the 8QN, eud of the HOLY GHOST.
- ~Naw, that bapti/m is an.af. of religions worfbip, can admis--
of no reafonable difpute :.——1It is reprefented in the new teftament,
. as an effential branch of chriltianity :——1¢ waa conflantly required
of all who came into the church, or made a profeffion of Chrift’s;
religion in the apoftle’s time :m—And our Saviour Himfelf makes:
it ordinarily neceffary to falvation under, the gofpel, Mark 16. 16—
Moreover, if we confider the thing fignified, or reprefented by this,
facrament ; the tesmsper with which it fhould be received ; whether.
perfonally, or for otaers ; and the end that fhould be aimed at, and’
anfwered by it 3 it mult appear to be a moft important and folemn.
alt of religious avor/bip and homage :——And: that it is fo, as properly
and immediately, with refped to the Soi and Hely Ghoft, as it is with
gelpect to the Fatber, admits of no controverfy. We are as. traly .
aud properly bapiized in the name. of the Sor.and Huoly Ghoft, as of
the Faiher ; and therefore this is ax a2 of avorfbip paid: as immedis’
ately and as properly.to the Son and Hely Ghoff, as to the Farher s
~——But, fays your avthor, ¢ We are baptized. in the name of the
¢¢ Son, becaufe, AUl power in beaven and carths avas given to Him ™™
Which he gathers from the preceeding verfe,—~ A4 feaver is
- §iwes unto Me in heawen and earsh —therefors, go and 6@::{{. &o,

) . ) oWy .
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Wi Now, it is plain, beyond all contradittion, tht if Chid®y

Raving all power grven Him, 1s affsrted here as the ealy proper

grounds of our being baptized in His xame 3 the @wery fame is the
groaads of our being baptized in the Farher’s name ; for the fame
weafon (if any at all) is afligned for the ome as the srher duimmsieut

And we may with the fame propricsy infer, that we ate baptized ia
the Father’s name, becaufe all power is given to the don, as that we
@re baptized in the Sox’s name for this reafon ; and therefore, i€
tannot be Hence infered that rhis s the proper and only gourd of
our being baptized in the mame of 1he ok :ossmsilt is plain, that
Carift’s having all pewer given Him; is mentioned here only as che’
ground of His fending or commiffioning His diiciples (as the Medraw
vor Between God and man, [0 teach and Baptize all nations ; and o
as the teafen of their being baprized in the name of the Sonsm—s And
thus it renewedly appears, that we are commandeH to pay religioas’
Swer/hip and homage to. CHRIST » as the preper and ultimate obje&
®f it :e—s=swsx And that, as eafy as your author infinuates it & be,
e has not fhewn, nor offered any thin% of reafon to the contrary, '
Y might produce other inftances to the fame purpofe, were it nee

ceflary—wdws &5 Phillippians 2. 10— Hebreaws 1. 6. Where,
All the angels of God are commanded o aoor/bip HIR]. ——sovBut it
will fufficiently confirm what has been faid (if there be need oF
farther teflimouny) to produce inltances from fcripture, where relf
Zivas aprrfbip is evideitly given to CHRIST, as- the proper and
pltimate objed of it. : .

T rornean mentioning the many inffancés of His receiving
worthip from His own difciples, and others, befere His crucifixion
and a'¢ention ; becanfe it may be {aid, perhaps, that this was not
_weligious aworsbip ; nor any thing more than what was common 10!
pay to perfons of diftin@icn among the Feavs :—=Thosgh I maft’
eonfefs I fee no reafon to fuppofe it any other than fuch worthip ‘as:
the difciples refufed to receive, Becaufe they were men ; and fuch,
As the angel refafed to receive from St. Fobn, becaufe he was his
The very fame word i ufed in the original,
or that worthip’ which- Chirift received without any hefitation, 23
for that which the spoftles and thie angel refafed, becaufe they were
oen aad fellow-fervams. From whence, I might argue, That
this was {uch worthip as no dignity of office, or nature, fhort of the
DIVINE, was entitled to. S !

Co .

Burt there are allo variaus inftances, where. religions avorfbip and
Bomage was _paid our Lord JESUS, by thie apofties after His afy
e cention. : ' )

t. THeEre is no more immediate a2 of worlhip and homagd
Paid to Almighty GOD, than that of adoring Him, as the Crearad-
gud unchangeabls Upbolder of the wnivesfe iess~And sbis bma.&: ;

T s author

L N
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* uthor to the epiltle to the Hebrews, chap. 1. 10, 11, 12. | :
attributes w0 our Lord JESUS :—w—eidnd, Thou, Lord, inthé b-
Einning, baff laid the feundaticn of the earth ; and the beavens are ﬁe

“avorks of ¥hy binds i they fall perifh, but Thou remaineft, &c —i

“Theic art the fame, and Thy years fball ot foil.—~——Now, id whit

‘inore folémn and immediate manner can we addrefs the great GOD,

~and acknowledge ‘and #dore Him, as the Creator of heaven arid

. earth ; not to fay, as an etéinal, unchangeable Beirg To—T]t f§'
moft immediately applied 10 Him :&d—dnd; Thon, Lord, &c.=anll

‘ferminates in Him, without any referve or limitation. The Lol
"JESUS, therefore, who is thus addreffcd; i3 the proper immediate
“and ulimate objeét of tifs folemny ruligions adoration. . o

: Ataing

\

“oOr prrfons to whom they wrote, in the name ot the Lord JESUS :==
Fke grace of our Lord Jejus Chrift be avith you, is thHe tommon con-
“clufion ::—Which plainly implies an izsediate fdpplicaiion, dr
praver to Chrift for grace. And how A.an and Sownian dectors
2€an ufe this apoftolical forin of dlefing the tharch, dnd acquit them'
Yelves of idolatry, or worthipping a sieré creature, while they 160k
Enpon the Lotd Jelus as fuch; I muft confefs is a myfiery to ime.

" 8. ST: Peter attributes everlofling praife tid dintinion to Chrift%§
fee 1 epift. 4. 11. To wbotn be proife and diminion firever and exer,
amen.——And, 2 epift. chap. 3 ult. To Him be glory bcth nedv and
forsver, AMEN.———Strange linguage this, to a mere creature ?
&-To one.twhofe praife, dominion and glory muft deafe at the end
of this world !~————-But not to multiply arguments in-fo clear &
cafe, I fhall only mention thofe inftances of seligions wworfbip and
homage paid 10 CHRIST, Rev. 5. 12, i3, 14 Saying, with a loud
Yoite; Worthy is the Lamb jhat awas flain, te'veceive poaveir¢ and viches,
and wifdim, and firength, and bonour, dnd glory, and bleffing s

And every creature, wbich is in beuven, and the earth, dnd under thy

parth, &c.—heerd 1, faying, bleffing, and honour, and glory, and pover,
be unts Hir that fitdeth upsn the throne, and tnto the Lamb forezer and
- dver ' And the four beaBlsy or living ereatures jaid, amen i——Adnd

¥ir four ind twenty elders' fell dokvon; dnd avoifhipped Hits that liveth
ﬁrewr and ever. - T

To ¢onclude this head{ St. %oh# tells us;, Rew. 21, 22, in hie
efcription of the Nedv-Férufules, that Hie Judth no tesmple therein 5 for
the Lord God Almighty, and the Lamb, are the temple of it ; add ver.

3, The Lamb is the light thereof :«———Whence it plainly appears,
'-,.ghat JESUS CHRIST, or the LAMB, fhall be the ohje& of our,
yorfhip and praile, after your author divefis Him of His powers !
ominion, aud digity, wimemmWhen W fhall‘no fomget écd @
T N © templa

e

2. Trt apolles; in altnoft all their epifiles, Blef the churchét;

e A ———— e it . e+l



. bj’ Me.. fML Y' N5 Inguiry, &0 :
o . . . . SN
!ég’ﬁpié m4de with hands ; when all external ordinances, mearnis mj
Shftrametts of wobtip thall ceafé 5 theo 24¢ Lovd God Almighty, ard
ths> Lamb, Mall be our templé and Sur fun ; the piace and obje&t of
our woriltip 23d praifé fhall be one, through an endlefs ezeraity.—"
Thas it appeats thac JESUS CHRIST is, and forever fhall be, the
immediate; propér and ultithate cbje® of the awer/ip and bomage of
all created beings. L :
BuT vour author attempts to anfwer all that Bas been faid, op
€an be (11d, to fupport the do&rine of CHRIST’s Divinity, at once;
by offering it as his judgment, that this {abverts the gofpél do@ring
of his mediation. .

" Befors T particalarly etaminé and ddfwer his #eafons for this;
I beg leave to premife 4 féw things, viz. (1.) That a confileration
of the plaid proofs and argdments which have been offered for the
fupreme D:iry of JESUS CHRIS [, will make a wife man exceeding
¢aatious how he yields His faith to the contrary; without plain and
fneelligibie arguments, or 4n cver-balance of evidence dnd proofy
€ither fromi fcriptire, or redfon, or from Both. (z.) Ia confidera-
tlon of what lias been faid ia vindication of the fupreme Deity of
CHRIST; it would be foolifh to deay and difh:liévé it, werely be«
caaie there is {omothing id it mvfterious, hard to underftand, aod
a%ive or Bayoad the comprehation of our reafon.—==To believer
thitgs which are ccatrary to reaion or commda fenfe ; or to invent.
aid forgs myleriss without auy fonedation, dnd recommend thenk
for da&riaes of truth, which oughe to be beiieved, i3 ablurd and
foolith :———==3ut to belicve there 1s no truch above, or beyond the
comprehention of our fealon; is equally {05 efpecially if they be fuck
as refp:& the divine nature, perfeflions and artributés, which are
Fnoemprebenfislt i and which nne by fearching can find out.~——Thug
the ingeaious and 1darned Dodftor Leng obletves; ¢ That if a revelaa
4¢ tion from God is neceflary to teach us any thing concerning the
¢ divins natare; and his defigns fowards niankinf, and in relation
. €% to a future ftaté, ntore than what we could naturally know be?
* fore i it mult of neceflity be fomething which our redfon could
s¢ 0t difcover 1—=And as far a5 the natare of an infinite Being is
¢ copncerned in it; it muft exceed our finité cdpacities by the very
*¢ nacure of things ; and yet the belief of it; when fo revedled, may
*< b véry reafonable, fo long ds it impliés no contradiftion.”’———e
e adds, ¢¢ And indéed it would be a muich gréater prejudice againit
& 2 revelation’s being from God, if it had no marks in it of xav -
*¢ thiag but what human feafon could bave difcovered without dc.”*
w=See Leng’s fermon at Byle’s le&@. p. 503. (4.) Before I diitinét«
1y confider your adthor’s opinion; I would'obfere in general, what
the common notion of Trinitaridns is; and that which I imagine he
inteads to oppofe, éoncernhia‘]efus Chrift ds oar Mediaror——1t ig
fichy shisy that ig the go¢ Edhead of Rivige Edpnoc, dgé;:‘,
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three real differences, or'diﬁiné!f perfons, reprefinted ‘and diltin®
goifhed in (cripture, by the names of Farher, Son, and Hily-Ghofi ¥’
~=That thefe, three egually partake of the one God head, or Divipe
Effence. i—That the fzcond of thefe divipe perfous, (viz. the SONy).
in.otder to the redemption of mackind from morzal evil and depravity,-
and evernal death and mifery, (the joff and fieceffary confequence of
their rebellion and apoftacy from God) frecly and: voluntarily ‘ens
g3ged tabe our Mediarar and Asveoare,. ta viadicate the honour and
authority of the divine law, by afluming the huinan nature inta &
gesyonal anicn with the divine 5 which in due time he “afteally did,,
- end hath forever vindicated and eftablilhied the honour and authority’
of the divine law by His perfe® obedience and Tufferings :—That"
afier, His obedience and fufferings were compleated, HE, (the man
Chriff Fefus, perjimally united to the DIVINE NATURRY afcended;
sinto Heaven,, to the. place of GOD’s maft .immediate prefeice and,
glory ;. where He contintes Yo offer and plead the worth'and merig,
" ¢f. His obedience and fufferings, in; the belialf of fingers ; by virtu€

of which, divine grace and goodnefs, 1 mean moral and mental ex+
cell-zcics, fuch as are ngceflary to qualify us for a glorious immorfas,
lity, as well as natural exjoyments, are freely difpenfed to mankind 3,
abd in particular to His trog and fincere diiciples, whe have this,
confidence above others, that if they o any tlixg in His dame, and, -
agreeable 1o HisJavilly they are heard 3 and that, of His fulnefs ihep.
jggall receiue, and gract for grace.- This in general 1s the éom-
amon rotion, thofe have of JESUS CHRIST, as Mediator, who op=
pofe your author. o . &

_ Ler, us now inquire, Whether any thing he has faid, fhews /i
motion of JESUS CHRIST, as Mediatar, to be falfes, of inconfitient 3
———And, Whether it is not perfectly agrecable to the frip=

#ure account of this matter.

, 1. Tuen—It isobje@ed, ¢ If we moft have one who is Efr,e,m,
¢ Gaod and man, for cur.Mediator with God ; then, when we ad-,
«* drefs to- Jefus.Chrift. as the fupreme God, where is. (lie God-man,,
e« that. muft be our Mediator with bim ?. To fay, He. mediates with,
s« Himplf, is the famc as to fay, we muft go to Hin wirhout §
& Mediator, &c.” ' . .

. Answer—Itis not pretesded, that GOD, or the Deity of Je'op
Chritt, fimply confidered, . is our Mediaror with God,; por yet, that
Chrilk 2s meer man, is to be worfhipped ;—But, agreeable to whag
bas been premifcd, that the buman nature, .or the man Chrift' Jefusy
though as vnited to the, divine, a@s as Medjaror.=—S0 that when
we addreis to Jefus, Chrifl as the jupreme God, oup Mediater is the
wan, Chrift Jefus united to. the Gad,, or..divixe. nature mm——Wherg
$en is thee any wapt of a Mediaror {o——rHere is one, 38 .tru]
aud properly, a8 when we addrefs g0 GOD the Fathér, e wad
B : - ' Chrig
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Jbrif Felus,_-or the buman vatase as united to the divine,, 3o onr Me-
1 Miator, whether we addrefs, adore or worihip.the: Diiljiof the F ather,

:Soa,. ot Holy-Ghott. — ~But,

. 2dly.—I7 is objeted, That this is. il to make Cbrilt Mediatpr
. Mwith Himfelf ;—the man_Chriff mediates with ‘the God Chriff e
o Befides,. the man is not, God-mans LT .
 AnsweR.~It is troe,. this. is foppofing that Clirift, as.man, tut
_.oniced 10 the divine noture, mediates with Eimflf as GOD :——RBue
+'this by ‘no means fobverts.the dodtrine of His mediation, .when ye
. addrefs to Him as GOD. :—Nor yet doeg.it make- the Deity, which
% we ‘addiels to, or adore, a Mediator,, awjth. Himjelf.———The man<
. Chrifti s united to the divine najure,.is. our; Mediator with GOD tho
- Father. Son hod Hbly-Ghoft :=—wrAnd this man-Chriff, it is not pre-
. tended; ‘is to. be- addreffed -to, adored, ox worfhipped, as 2 divine -
perfon. 5 or the ultimate objec of our- religious, homage ;. which
“‘wauld be grofs idolatry.. - So that we neither include the Mediater,
by whom we worthip, and thg object.of. our worfhip, in:qve,, ror. cgn~
“found them together. mmmimmsm—e We addiefs ta, LESUS CHRIST, as
] being the brightuefs of the Father’s glory,. and ths exprefs image of his
T perfon ;. Heb. 1. 3, ice. We adore and werlkip.HIM a3 GOR, ex~
. €lufive of any perfonal union, With.ozr- nature ;; but wo efteeém Hime
8s._man united to. the diwine natures, 'to be: our, Mediator s
* and as fuch:we g6.t0. GQD. by Him.e——=T'hus, When. [ pray to.
" JESUS:CHRIST, itig.as GOI:;; and-I humbly hope. to, be: hegrd:
".3ud; anfwered through thé. mydiatian of the rzan, Chrilt zlus,, who. is
- every way qualified for this office,, by virtue of His amian.toy the ¥i~
. ®ine: natare., : : ) S L

Tk

Bu it will peshape be objefted :: Fs.not #4i+ fappafing: mankind
defrituge-of a Mediator till the jncarnation of the SON. of GOD. fm.
N M it be the man Chrift Jefus that is. the Bediator,~~Who was Me-.
: *diator- before there was fuch.a man 2—/And, Did. not the DIVINE:
. WORD (or LOGOS). immediately interpofe and aQ. as Mediatos-
“mvon the fall of aur firft parents, and fo for gooa years before Ho:
" was'made flefh, or aifumed the human nature,. and while the haman

. patpre. was achild, &c ¥ SR / : :
, - Answer. Toremove thefe difficolties, let it be oblerved, v
First, That the mediaricn, of Chrilt confits of two parts, the:
intcrecffiry and exgiatiry.  Heb. 11, o5V He ewer liveth to maks ina
©gerefion for them. 1 Pet. 3,18, For, Chrilt aljs fiath-ouce fuffered fors
" fns, the jult for the dnjufl.———eAnd, Heb, 10. 14, By onc gRringy,

e Fath perfesded forever them that aré Janttified, &c.

* SEconpLY————The expiatory R[‘t. of Chrift’s mediation is tly
rouid, and & f the interceffory—me—To fuppdfe an advocate’
o &rowd 3nd befy of the inurcefoy.——To [oppoe an Svoce

Y
-~
- - . . -
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“Interceffor who has nothing to plead or reprefent in favour of thofér
"He interceeds for, is abfurd :— And to fuppofe that cur Interceflpr
reprefents or pleads any perfonal accompliffiments or qualifications
_of maokind in their favour, is no lefs'fo. For would cur perfonak
accomplithments and qualifications, recommend as to GOD, we
" fhiculd no longer need a Mediatcr or Interceffor :—~Such an cffice
would be quite fuperflucus. We muft therefore conclude, that cug
Interceficr has fommething of His own to plead ang reprefentin fa-
~ wour of mankihd, in order t6 their obtainirg the divine fivour and
forgivenefs, ~——se—e And if fo, if this is the condition of our zc-
. eeptance with God, that fome One reprefent an adequate merit of
" His own in osr favour, we moft conclude that the Mediator between,
God and ‘man, did zQually plead and prefent an adequate merit of
Fis own ia favour of man immediately vpon his fall ; cx as foon'ay,
he. fell under fuch’ circemftances as to need a Mediator (which alt
" agree was'foon after his creation, and at the time of his (atipg‘{_ e
fortidden fruit) otherwife His mediation would be infuffictent, 1, ‘€.
‘The Divin: Word, did 2étvally intercezd for man, and piead an ade-
‘guate mexit in his favour, immediately upon his fall, or firft trasf-
‘greffidn, " Bat then, T ‘ o

B

- e

”

© TrirdiyTLet'it be obferved; That the expiatory part of this

? mediation which'is carrying on between God and man, confifts in,
““yielding perfe&t obedience to, and fuffering the pepalty annexed to,
the broken law ; and as the Divine Word (or Logos) was incapable
of either of thefe, fo He could never plead in man’s favour the aQual
peérformance and éxecuticn of this fundamental part of the mediation.
‘e—=He therefore (as'hath been premifed)- engaged to vindicate the
honour and authority of the divine law, by afiuming the human na-
. tore into a perfonal union with Him{elf ; which, 1o thefe circome
“flapnces, .was capable of performing #bis part of the mediaticn, of
bringing in an eever"gf{ng rightconfue/s, or a merit adequate to the

- offences of all mankind :—— And tbis engagement the Divine Wird,
(or Logos ) pleaded and reprefentud in favour of mankind, till fuch

- time as'the engagement was fulfilled and executed by the obedience
and fufferings of the max Chrif? F:us, perfonally united to the Logos :

- wetlence te is ftiled, Fe Lamb flain from the foundzticn of 1he

Woe b

S

- aworld. —Bat fiace He hath performed the expiatory part of the -

.

mediation, e, the man Chrift Fejus,’ as united. to the Dicvine Wera,
{or Logos) ever liweth 1o plead the altual performance and execati-
~ on ; and reprefent the worth and value of it in favour of mankind.
" ~——And, as the man Chriff Jejus is perfonally united to the Diuine,
Word (or L-gos,) {o the fame perfon pleads and reprefenty His per-
fe&t rightecufnefs and bitter death in our favour, who pleaded and
seprefented his engagement to obey and fuffer in favout of mankind
dmmediately after- their fall.———The Diwvine Word (or the Logos)
and the man Chriff Fofus are one perfon :——Hence -there feems o
- pe afpecial propriety in filing our Mediatir (when we conﬁaer”‘ﬂig

—t
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Inercly as fuch) The man Chrift Fofis 5 or, the man Chrift ¥:Bus omt
 Mediator. HE, as united 1o the divine zature, aBoally performed”
‘the ¢xpia:ory part of the mediation betwesn GOD and man ; ard
‘though the merit and value of this was pleaded and reprefeated in
“favour of mankind lorg before there was fuch a man ; yet now M
“(the mgn Chriff Feius, as united to the DIVINE NATUREY ever .
lives to perform this : HE /s exr mirk?‘u[ and faithful High-Pricft i

shings pertaining to Qud, to mche veconciliation for the fins of the pecple 3
forin that HE Hinjilf hath figfored, bcing tempredy HE ‘it able to,
Juccour them that are tempted, - T e LTy

Cee

I~ thort, the man Chrift JFefus, as united to the LOGOS, was, in
effelt, the Midiator between God and men from the falt of our firik
arents.———HE was fuch by enpagement and promif from the
~LOG®S ; and the merit and value of His future righteoufoe(s anil
fufferings, were reprefented in favour of man as foori as' his faflen.
" circimftancel reqeired any fuch recommendation:——1f it be in-
'q\ﬂi‘ed » How tdis promife and engagement could be-a fufficient ground,
rof man’s ‘dceeptanse ‘with God, and what right the LOGOS hud to-
enter into’ a promife and engagement,” in which™a man to be bori
4000 years after, was fo direQly and immediately concerned Pomem
“J an/wer-=That 1 fee no way to folve this, if we allow the LOGOS
“to be no more than a meer creztare © Burif we allow Him' to'be' trae.
* Gud, the anfwer is obvious and ealy ; for as God is unchangeable,
and hath all power, wifdom and perfeQion, fo his promife and e~

. gaggment is as fafe a ground to a&, helieve apd hape uzon, as altu-
- al periormance and execution :—Andas to his right of x'n'aiking‘f\_)c.b
" a promife and engagement ;-4---HE had the fame right to do this,
that He had to create man or any dther being.— Befides, a3 1 man
“who was fp dirs@ly.and immediately concerned in the fulfilnent of
this promtfe, was to be perfonally united to the LOGOS who ndde

. "it; fo the promife itfelf was perfonal :—The perfon that promited,

_was the perfon that fhould, asd has, fulfilled this promifé ; which
_¢ffettually removes the fuppofed difficalty, S
Bur it is objefled, S T
3dly, Trat the buman nature of Chrilt can never be an efedal
Mediator (according to thofe your author oppoles.)————No, nd
though it were perfanally united to the divine,~becavfe they deny this
duman nature, fo united, to have the knowledge of the fecrer, mentd
v trayers, the inward defires and diftreffes of all chriftians : or, t4
now any one’s heart :—And how then can He be a compafomndte
Interceffor in cafes he knows nothing of ? &c. "

Answee,—It is indeed denied, that the Fuman nature of Chrifty
though perfonally united to the diwine, has an inberent knowledgd
of the cafes and defires of chriftiane, or the hearts of men, i. e. that

* Jefus Chrift knows all things merely oy virtue of His buman natatdy
S ' ) B¢

N
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werBt. % i5. 2onomlalged, that the divime - warare knows:alh 1hi;
‘that by virtue of ie, umisy of the bumez.xatare to it, all peas

ledS iscomnranicpted of. pam.'d from. the GOD to the mis,.
82 reader. the: laterr. mxﬁ»m.’ ioter,. a ¢av~o¢ j&wre ‘Faserce Jw,, @
myful’ﬁgfr-?mﬁaﬂd Advacare for.us.~~No mwan is Kis iEais ever-
¥t prevecded, tat the mes Ghrid; wh is our Medhator, conld nes:
g did mekm the cafes: anéd«ﬁ:es, &g, of maskpd :— Bue them.
3 is.denied, that He has au inferert knpwiedge of ibefe skgag& —
JFae man Chrifls who iy ouz Mediator, knows axr cafes, wanes, de-
“Fres, &c. By virtue of &s.amion to the divine vajgre : — And furcly:

: zashor could not think Fic medimtign ineffc&an? on this acceant,.
Wiz, beeavie-Lhis knawledgy of our cales, defirs, & is.not- inberent::
Fn the buwer, 2asayes, ux;}sm of the'diugug,, to, which i »mpd,
e, for the very. fame.reason. Ha,mu.ﬂ zecomace His own: zc:mt

F the Mediaton serFor: He {appo&& that B?&Lom»:dg&
_revelation Gom GQD ;f not.nmvcrfalfy and ai &l nms;
;.m ﬁ)ﬁ degree, and at fome times, and in. panmku oke knowled
of the chnsghes.of fiz——rt*-Kf 20y Posld ale: (feys bg, £
(ﬁc. ) 2ae Hovr Jelos, Clr:.ﬁ‘,comu to. knew. al} that. He r:vezl‘s oy
- ﬁv mes £0 thg feven, c}uﬁbe», &e. the. very. G wo:d'.s of
_of the Rrwelatians wmay be an anfwer~——Ir-was the rewe~ .
- hnm sabich Gad gavs; g Refus, Cbrify, 8. wmmeebie addn, *¢ Nan
.o wonder. then, tha’ He oy, He traws, :}»w\o{n&x — tir Atarti,,
&= gud 1beiv, approaching Jodgmentsy, wheo, Hiz, own val_akilities are:
“er aflilted by Ged’s tcvelgtxm."

- AN D now let me inquiv e,mﬂwun Chn&m be-ao. gf‘ Saaly
ﬂcdmtor, if He does vot know the cafes, wants and defres of His,
‘Brvants, but by revelxtion from anpother, eves the GOD be mo-.
+diates with P=——Nay, forther, your. autbor foeppofes ovs Mediator;
20 be. inhabited by and refated 1o GOD, in. order-to this ofite 2.
By which expreflions, if he means, any. thing, I thin< it mod be.
bis, viz. That He 1. jmmediately under the. Civiae. iofBuence and:
dire&ion ; is qualificd for and afed in, this ofice by GOH 6:3;&!{:
—————And what comfort 'or bope ean we have from this mediasion 2:
The fame GOD we addrels to, malt inJudnce, direll, 2nd afifk tho.
~Pdiator, by whom we.addres Him,, and throrgh whom we hope.
‘$or acceptance ; and Almighty GOD influeniess cisefts dnd afifs,
‘@ Creature 1o meditate with kim io the behalf of: another = And;
_'does not this make the mediation of Chrift .alk mere. fo:m and ceze-~
_gmouy ? Iris 'GOD influcnces, 2fs and dize@is in the mediation 3.
3t is his wifdom, power and goodnels that is emp?qyea mthe’ mc-
“diation ; and therefore the, mediation is, in effe& his.own FR—
GOD that mediates wiih bimfelf, by lefus Chrikt ; ‘and no longen
Lhriit that mcdxatcs with GOD : .And -ig_this view of the.
_thing, will it not be proper, when we. addrefs to Alm'g?mr GOD,
. 2o befeech him, in the firff place, to mﬂnencu ‘dire@ and affi & the
_ma Cluift Jefus to gnedme with,him in ous bebsif 2 And yet &
- qpc&m




. ‘ ' O}ﬂ'r 4 M L ?'»:Itgm&,i?t. - “ |

wellion Temmains;~B7 ‘whom, or threugh whofe mediation thall wé
make this pecedlary requell ta—eWe maft' go dire@ly and. immed
diately w0 Ged, ané pray hind to dire®, af& and reved]-onr wamd
%o 2ur Mecdiator; or enable Him ro mediate for us :—Aad what
s this betwer thae e ‘have pd Mediztor' ?———Thus fall ard plaik
docs your agthor’s objedion’ fand againft his-owe weoavar of
Mediator 5 and bas no force at aft ugainft thar ‘which he oppofes 3
~ Becaufe it is not pretended that the man Chrift Fofis is not acquainth
ed with our cales, wants ard defirds; by wirtae of its arirw- 2018 -
diwiae nature, fo . fir as 10 render Hiw an ¢faual Mediator anlk _
Advecate for us :———DBut that the 2w Chrift he's not this knowh
dede inherntly, ¢ exclufively of the unine of the Suman o the Lo
Wwige qature. ~—The kaowledge of the v Chrilt, or Mediavdrg
¥s tommunicated or impatted to Him from the divire marwre, o
DEITY, by virte of this' union, in a manser different’ from wine
Is commoniy called. divine revelation, of inipiration, fech as thi
praphets and’ apeitles had :-——But what the particalar moded
@ad propecties of this awioe are, of in what mamner and degree thi
dhuman pactakes of ta¢ powers and properties of the divine naturs,
By virtve of it, I fiiall aot pretend to” determrine 3 it being’ vafily
above the reach and comprehenfion of my weak, thellow réafon-zws
1t is fafficient for my prefeat parpofe, that nothing your-autbor hah
@ffered, in the leaft mulitates againgt this account of Chrift’s mediad
Gion, ur 2t leat nothing but what equally militates againit bis owni

TsuaLt now inquire, whether it be nat every way agrecabic t@
Jeripiure, as well as reafo s = : A '

. 1ft.—IT i5 not pretended, that the fcriptares any wheretell =
i exoels terms, or in juit (o many words and {y!lables, that theré
are Three perfone in the God-hrad, ot ONE divine Effence. ammm——sa
Bac that the Godhead, or diviné ndture, is fpoken of under the nos
tion of threc real differcices, or diffia&ions ; 1 think beyond alt cana
gradi&ion. ~—St. Fabe tells’ us, 1 epitt. §..7.—Tbere are Threw
#hat bear record in' biaven, the Faiber, the Word, and the Holy Ghod's -
@xd rhyfe Three are Oue :—And thefe Threz, the Father, the Word
for 80:) and the Holy-Ghoft, are frequently” fpoken of as-really
dipink from eich other.————=—§t. Fobn withes to the eleft lady;
Erace, meicy and peacé from God the Father 5 and from the Loid Jefay
Chrift, .1he §ois of the Fatber :—And our Saviour tells His difciples,
ohn 54. 26.—But the Comferter, avhich is the Holy-Ghoft, wotom 1be
ather avill fend i My name, &¢.-wem—And we are bapuzed in
Yhe wame of the Farber, ard of the Som, and of the Holy-Giup ;° and
igieﬂ'ed in 2heir masscs dififa@ly, at the fame time, and jéparatey ak
different times : —Which both evideice that thefe diftinitions. are
Feal ; 6r, ‘that they a@tually fubfift in' the divine natere ; and thag
#hey egually pariake of all .dvivinc perfections aud- attributes
Xhe s pirfeioms e attribuced to, aud she- fame ‘W‘i‘:‘bi& aagf
- ouage
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Yormuze paid, €0 zach of thefe diftin@tions, or diferezces.sseThd
Fatber is seprefented and worfhipped as GOD jupreme ; and fo 1§
the So, as hath been largely thewn ; and the fame might be made
to appear of the Huly-Ghoff. Ananias is charged with hing to :kd
Holy-Ghop, Adts 5. 3. It follows in the next verle, Tihoi baff nof
bed unto men, but anto God. S0 the Holy-Gholl is faid 10 have'
#iZated the fcriptures, 2 Pet. 1,21, But it 1s pecdiefs to ‘muitiply
texts of this nature. There is the fame evidence in feriptare,
that there is a Son, and an Holy Ghef?, as that there isa Fatber 5 and’
ghere is Likewife the fame evidence that the Soz is GOD, aud that

perfettions are attributed, the fme worlhip is paid to eack, d-ftindly
and feparately, as 10 them all, jointly confidered, ds one didine Effences
Or natyre.~—And now, What thall we call thefe difin&icas in the

-one divine nature or Godhead ?}———They are deicribéd as seal; as

rlaialy as words can exprefs :—Nething is more exprefsly or plain<

Ay tasght in fcripture, than that thofe three difint.ons; the Farhers

Son, and Holy-Ghaft, do altually fubfift in the oze God-head, or dis
vine nature. That there is but ane God, we are fure 0of; boik
from reafon and fesipture :——That there is & Fatker, a Son, and
&u Holy-Glaf?, the {criptures likewife affure us i —Thiat thele diffinc-
tions are mot imagirary, but real, is likewife certain :—=a-They arg
reprelented as real as Pucr, Fobn and Paul 3 for the Father fends
the Hily-Ghoff ia the name of the Suz i—e—Azd it is moreover evi<
@ent, that the jame divive pecfetions and honoufs are given fo cach
of thefe diftinQions 3 and therefore, fince there is but sze God-head
or Deity, they mult o/ fub£& in rhas. And fince we canpot con=
vey our idcas without ‘words, efpecially in fpeculative points ; by
what term, word, or found, can we convey car ideas of thefe o7%incs
tions better, than by cailing them perfons A——Howecever, I fhall no§
contend about this particular werd, or fornd :~—If anothef can be
found by which we can convey ourideas of thefe diftin&ions better;
1 thall readily embrace it :—And if not, 1 am content to call themy,
reai difiinctions, or differences 3 and to fay, that in the Godhead of
Deity, there are th.z¢ real diftinQions or differences ; the Farkery
the Son, and the Holy G4sf ; and, to diftinguifh the Fasber from the
other tavo, to call him the firf? difference in the Godhead, or Deity §
the Son, the jfecond differcuce, and the Holy Ghopf the third ; inﬂeai
of faying, there are threc perfons in the Gudhead, that the Fathet
s the firf? perfin, the Son the fecond, and the Holy Ghoft the 1bird.
————Words are” arbitrary, and often change and lofe their ufe
and meaning :————Men may therefore call #¢ diftin&ions by
what names they pleafe ; but the natare and truth of things is not
fo variable ; aod thercfore, by whatever names we call, or by
whatever founds we convey, our ideas of z4efe diftin&ions ; it dock
mot, and cannot, deftroy their sruth and reality.—t— Peter and Jobs
will be twes mew, though we fhould call them Par/ and Etzrmzéa:i

W sompound and cenfoupd their wamey wgether, ia ong fingle wo
i ) ARSI .-

-l

. the Holy Ghof is GOD, as that the Fatler Is GOD i—The fimé.
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BFVoidr :—And theic'is a, Father, a Sox, and an Holy-Choft 5 oF

§hree real diftin@ions or difzrentes, in the ore divine nature or Deitys
Waich the {criptute repréfents by thele tefms. ——=Nor will our
iviagd théfz new names, or comprehending them all in oveé fingle
word or term.’ deitroy or alter the truth and reality of them ;—m
Tliete will fill be a Farber, 3 Son, and an Holy Ghoff :———Thsz
Foirher Gill il be GOD 3 the dor will bé GOD 3 and the Holsa
G4 will Be GOD :=—ZThat s, thele three will #ill fubfift in the
e Godhéad, of Dvity ; 4nd eqially pastiké of all divine and in-
tondminicalile petfetions and attribntés :m—The Father will be
‘Tufinitely wife, pawerful, holy; juft, &c. add fo will thé Sox, and the
#ily Ghyf ¢ The Farbix will be the propér and ultimate obje@ ¢
‘pur religious worthip and homdne; and {o will the Scz and the
£ty Ghaf i and yér thebé is but. onz Deity; or divide ndtere, fa
which thefe perfeftions dwell; and it whiom this worffiip and hioma
age muft termiaate. ) : .

¢ it pé inguired, How,caw thef :hings be #miemaOr objedtedy
“F'hat this s walking withoot ideis. il anfwér, That the parti-
Culat.najure dnd sanier of thelz dillin&ions or differenced, fubflifting
in the Qodbead or Drity, is'a feerct which infinite’ wifddrt Has not
difcoverad to us :—<3But to' difbelieve the 4 urh and reality of thefe
diindtions; wheii plainly afferted i she feripturcs of truth, merely
©h' £5i5 dccount, Becaulé the, nature and ranner of them i3 infcra<
tabls, wodld be foolifh and prefugiptdods.—==—=Whet we fpedk
©f thefe, wé indeed talk witliout ideas, (o far as the fubjed is afove
viir ¢comprehenfiof i e. We have no juff ideas of the waruie and
Wasiner of thefe diftindions or differences fubififting-ia the Gadliead
but we havé vefy cledr and diftin@ idéas of their sruth dnd realitys
wWhich thé {eriptire plainy allérts i—=ln like manrer, When wd
{pedk of the GREAT GQOD, we tilk without any adequate ideas
of his ndture and” perfeltions, of maaner Of exilténce ; the fubjeck
is vaftly afsze the reach and chmpiehenfion of ourreafon :—eRex.
we may have ver) i

Y very cleat and diffinét ideds, and a rational, firm be.
lief of 'his being; power, wildom, &&: and with the dtmoft pro~
priety difeourfe of them.——:So that our not being ablé to explain
‘the particilar ndtwre ddd mamncr of :hefe dlftin@tions or differenced
fubliting inthé diving natare, i§ no reafonable prejudice again
‘their srath aud reality := wem~=And Gof not Havidg clear and diftinék
ddeds of :Heir'natare and~manner of fubfiffing; is no argomeat thag
we' ave rot clear and diftind ideas of theif srurh and redlity’s, of
Xlat'wé cannot difcgurfe of them with the otmoft propriety, and be~
‘lieve them’ upon the prindiples of the ftrictef rcafdnl—;-'—Wh;it'
jriténd," is this—THat the pature and manner of a thing’s exiftiag)
‘Being' absve ‘ol reafon, is no argument that: the thing does nog
'anlf ‘éxift ; and our not being able to frame juft.and adequate idcad
"&f itd nature and mainer of ‘exiftence, id no obllacle to cur havin,
flsar aud Jiftial ey, thatic docs exift'; and-cenfequentlys jO.I‘E

=
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4is no- reafonable prejudice againft the vrurb-and realiiy of it 3 o#f
againft our believing i, if there be /iuficient evidence to ground oug
faith “upon, fuch as the aword of God is generally allowed to be, by
profefling chriftians s——And if it be allowed, as [ think it muft be,
then it'can be no unreafonable thing forus to believe what is coma
monly called, The doirine of the TRINITY in unity, or that there
are three real diftintions in the Godhead 5 fince the f{cripture very
painly reprefents the Deity under this notion, or teaches us, that
there is a Father, a Son, and an Holy Ghoff, who feparately, and
Jjointly, have civine incommaunicable perfe&ions attributed to them,
and religious worfhip and homage paid them ; "unlefs fome other
reafon tan be offered why we fhould not, befides 475, that the na-
ture and manner of thefe three diftinctions fubfifling in the omo God-
head or Deity, is above our comprehenfion, and what we can frame
0o juft and adequate ideas of,

.

BuT I proceed to fay, .

2dly—1IT is not pretended that the feriptures any where exprefsly
afert, that the SON of GCD, or divine LOGOS, or the second dif+
‘tin@ion or difference in the Deity, aflumed a fuman foul and body
into a perfonal union with Him : But thus much the fcriptures
plainly and exprefsly teach us, that JESUS CHRIST had a body,
and a foul ; and that He is traly GOD, or a divine perfon.——s
That Jefus Chrift had a true and real bedy, is indifpurable :———

‘That He had a foul or fpirit, fuch an iatelligent, acive principle .

as is common to all men, I think none can doubt;, who read the meaw
“2flament : We find that His reafon, underflanding and judg-
ment, were gradual, or progreflive ; as is the cafe with all men,
however fuperior and extenfive they might bé :—Luke 2. 4o, 52.
—Aud the Child grew, and ‘waxéd frong in fpirit, or, by the fpirit,
Silled aith axi/doin e dnd Jejus increajed in avifdom and flarure,
and in faziur awith God and man,~———And the fame paflions ani
affections are found in Him, that are common to all men ; and are
the appendiges of human nature in its original ; fach as love, joy,
forrow, compaflion, &c..————=He avept over the city of Ferufaiem,
at a.view of their flupidity, hardnefs ef heart, and approaching
judgments, Luke 29. 4).~~———He loved, and groaned and wept

over Lazarus, Joho 11, 33.—————And how excecdirg forrowfuly -
ﬁieved and dejefted, was e at the profpe@ of His own fufferirgs,

atth. 26. My feul is exceeding forrowful, coen unto death.

John 12, 27. Now it my feul troubled, and what jhall I jay 7

Thus it appears beyond. -all reafonable contradidtion, that JESUS

CHRIST Lad a truc body and a reajonable foul ; or, fuch an ivtelli-

gent, aQive principle, as is common to ail men :~—And (as hath’

been largely thewn) the {cripture no lefs plainly, exprefsly and dif«

tio&ly reprefent Him as srwe GOD, ora divize perfon ; as the /e

gond diftinction or diffesence in the Deity, called by way of cning
e . : . cace '
. o ) .
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Rence the SON: off GOD. :———ealt attribates fuch perfédtions and
“excelleneies to Him, and.commands,. both by precept and example,
fuch warfhip and homage: to. be paid to Him, as’we are -fure can
belong to no‘creatures. however, dignificd by office.and Ration: e
We muft therefore concludes. that. fefus, Chrift has” faething more
than trae a-body and a reafonable foul, or mere bumanizy ; fomething
more than. common’ divine nfpifation, and. influence, . fuch as theé

prophets. and-apoftles had ;. and. fomething. mere than a.dignified -

office and: chara@er in, the univerfe 5; fince none nor- allof r4ef5,
though. poffEfled in. the highs/*degree,. could. entitle him to theip-
divine perfe@ions and-attributes:;. or this, re/igions worfhip and-hom-
age :—In order to thefe,. He muft be true. God; a diwine. perfon,.
etérnally and: effentially poffefied. of rbele” perfe&tions and excellen~.
Cies :——And if fo, |ESUS; CHRIST. has a: trae butman body, and
fach an intelligent, aftive principle, or /m/; as is common to all:
men ; and istrue GOD, poffefled of infinite, divine perfetions o
#ud eatitled to religious worthip and Homage :—Héw. can we berter
exprels our :otion or idea of this,than by faying,. that the SON of

. &0D;, the feco:d perfon of the. Trinity, or-the fecond difinGion, on

diffirence in the Dzity, is. perfonally united to the. biuman patare ; rr-
the buman natare is perfonally united-to" that }——=The' fame JESUS
€HRIST, who is exprefsly, defcribed; and.called man, is. allo re~
prefented-as #rue GOD, the mighty. GOD;. the omniftient GOD,.
he heart-fearching GOD, &c.——-Nay,. further,. the GOD and-
the man.are {o far one, that, in: foma inftances,. the 42 of the GOD,,
or Divinity, is attributed to the bumanity ;. and on the contrary, thag
of the bumanity to the Diwinity 3. and of both; to JESUS CHRIAT :-
See, 1 Tim. 2.5, 6. The man Chritt: Jefus,, avho: gave Himfelf 2~

 kanfom. for all.---AQs 20. 28, Tidke heed,~~to feed 1he church .of God, .

avhich HE hath purchafed  with His own blood.

Here we fee,,

that the GOD: and the man both:claim the fame af; that of ranfome=. -

g or purchafing the churcix:----The man gave bimself, or fhed his.
btood, and GOD- parchafed it awith l:.f: ows, /tlood.'«'—‘—-—',—And\'..
Rev. 5. 9. we aretold, that CHRIST: bath. redeemed us by His
own.blood. Now, it is difficulc for us_to exprefs onur notion of:
#dea of the GOD. and'marls being éne in JESUS CHRIST, fo far-
as to lay a pofitive and" perfinal claic. to His al of thedding Hig-
blo:d, or giving Himfelf to. fuffér for the redemption of fianers,,
better, than by faying, that there is. a per/onal union of the two nas
€ares, the divine and buman, in, FESUS, CHRIST, :-~——DNor wi;{,
any reafonable man,contend “with #bis manner of expreffiog it, tll

e finds a better.,———1I knew that our. not being able to.explaia. :

she rature and- mapner of this anior, is frequently. urged as an argn-
ment againft the truth and reality of it :«-----But I have alrcady

thewa this to be abfurd and fooliflt. :w———It may as wc!l,be.mgei
_againtt the being of 2 GOD ; yea, and of any thing elf¢, as again
ighe trath and reality of 1/ do&trine, or propofition ,m———*< Thay
JESUS CHRIST is sruly, man, and: truly. GOD. * oF, thae He has|
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gruc bodys 2 reafonable faul; (fuch:-ag is commen to,all pen; 3g to- e
mature and efience, however 1} may c;ﬁgcr in s exienfive powery
and capacities) ‘and ‘2 divine zatwe or jubflance 5 fince they are {g

. ‘clearly, diftinélly and exprefsly.revealed ia the fcriptares of truth

dcriptore reveals, and is difcoverable no other way, than we are of
¢kis, viz. ‘Thay JESUS CHRIST: is tru¢ GOD. and. s ;.. fos, Iy
Him duuellerly all the fuine[s of the Godbead bodily, Col. 2. . vmmmerrmy
GOD did net barely infpire, icfluence and. aire€t tHim, (whi

——Ws are not more fully affared-of gny. thing which 1hw,

Y fuppofe.is what your author intends by His being .inbabited b
GOD ;) but the Divinity dwelt in Him, bodily, i ¢. perfonglly and
/u}fdﬁtiﬁ;’(y 3 fo as to make HIM /rue- GOD, poficfed of all infis
Yite, divjne perfetiions, and worthy of all religions hangge and wor
dhip.~————And this is exaltly agreeable. to the apofllg, Raul’s ag-
coupt of the Mediator, 1 Tim. 2.3 which your author pretends ig in
$avour of bis opinign, and feems defirous o baild, b7 faith upon ity
re———Indecd, if we take only the fugl¢ text, which your autho
- gmentions, ver. §. There is ene God, and one Midiates between (g
@nd men, the man Chrif# Fefus :—— This feems to.make our, Mediato
a mere men .o——But how vnreafonable is it, to take fngle texts a,ng
craps of Tq,riﬁturé,, and ‘draw conclufions {rom them repugrant tg
th’e’ggneg‘dl tenpr of fgripture, -the current of . the difgcurte, from

which they ‘are taken, and the true defign of the texts themfelves
g———A condu@ which your author cannot eafily be acquitied of ig
——If we take the apoftle’s qubeie difcourfe, or frfk

this inftance. e , u
epiftle to Timorky, it will very plainly appear, that he did.nax dex
fig, ‘to reprefent-our Mediator a5 a mere man 1e———He begins thy
epifle with this dccount. of bis apolllefhip, that it was &y rbe come

maxdnert of Ged, and onr Lord Jefis Chrift i—He vext prays tg,
Gad the Fasher, and qur Lord Fsas Ghrif,“for mercy.avd peace upon,

_ Bis fon Timethy teme—In ver. 11, he fijles the golpel of Chrift,—
Ghe glorious gopel of 1he é’gﬁd@d 3 apg.s thanks Clriff j’g/;'u. wh

Yad' countid bin faithful, parting bim. into the miniflry ; ‘and who Ka
Yuabled bim so preach ’1_9;;. gofpel :—Ver. 16, be tells'us, That for ibig
caufe be obigined mercy, ihgt in bim firfl, Jefuy Chrift (net é‘?d.t}}%

Xacber). might fbew forth all long. figfering, &c.— Ard chap. 3d. 165

he tells us, That avithout cantroiier)y, great is the myfiery. of gﬂ,lflfﬂf/}g )

 ®F angels, preached unto thy gentiles, biliewed on in the avorld, “reccived,
#p_into glory :m———Which fhews, that he defigned by this to defy
wribe our {prd J¢fus Chrift 5 avd . His' fir chara@eniflic is, That
HE wvas GOD":E:::;::“]}/} im the flefly j———And 'gh'a;g.f 6,15, be filey

v

GOD ‘was manifeft in the fiefb :—Hle adds, jufiified in the Jpirit, ﬁ?

Him, The blcjfid and only Potentate 5 the King of Kings, and Lard oft
Liords 3 awbo'oply bath immartality, &c.e———And one would think,
after ‘all this, that neither Timorky, nor any other. who read this
#jiille, ‘could be in the leat dinger of taking JESUS, CHRIST
for a mere man; Gf that Sp. Pas/ wrended 1o reprefent Him a3 fuck,
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¢ Woreover,~Ifoue Madaas be 2 were ap, or creature, 8 yous
Ruthor. fuppofes, i will- be difficyle ta fhew what: epd; His medrariam
sobers 3 or, what hape .or. campfost we can poflibly derive from ity
gowever. He be dignified and exalted by Hig natnra) endowmentsy,
g.“‘i. apppiated charadter, or office, —————JESUS CHRIST is re-,
prefensed as, oun aronement before the injured DELTY 5 and. as.amm,
Lacrifice. 3 a3 being made acurfe for us. 5 as bearing ths %ffajf#- of 3

gce iR bauh appeared,to tafe qway. fin, by thy facrifice of
Homfelf 3---and hath by once of cring up, binfilf, ﬁn:}e.r erfeged thefs,
- that beliege. :-~——fle.camq o reconcile the world of finuers. to the
olfended DRITY, by ofering bifilf wwitkout fpas, 52--apd.as &y, tha,
%&;Z[gr«ﬁm ﬁ:f one, many awcire made finners § £ by the oﬁ:&ima of onty”
4 Wy by, agie.righitqus mm—rr—rriut bow, <oy theft things: be
ofisded, any. more. by the fufferings and obedience. of CHRIST,
'(&f a mere. man, ax. created being) than by thofe of. anyiother masX
«——HIS, gaept endowments, His'dignified affice, or any. derived,
exccllency cannat. qualify; Him for it :———r=Theft; will not enable.
Klim: 1q 4g.ar, /uffer. any. thing, on sur; account, by way, of atgnement 5
Becanla, from, bign, 1o, when puch & giver, foafl much be, required 3,
=G OD Almighty jullly expe&ls.a, rerutn, from every creaturg
in propostion t10.the powers and abilities they age eadowed.with, and,
the office;and. charaQer they fuftain, in the upiyerls.:——=This.ig,
evidens: fram natural reafan, and.the famous parable of the. talents 2,
r————And, therefore, if JESUS, CHRIAL be a mere,creaturey
He ean do niothjng, for us, by.way of atonement. with, the offended,
RRITY..~———Agaio, JESU§ CHRIS'} i}remefsntcdxmsg
Ipterceffir. angd Adwocate. in heavea;, as Him by whom ozly. swe. cagy
lrye ageefitg GOD imm—rBut if a mere.many of what, fervice cam,
le. be to. us, there ?————What hag, He. 10 plead . that can gain: us,
;a.dgem;c and aggeptance, g seqommend. onr iperfe@ prayers apd;
{rosces to the DEITY, more than.,&m'—é%fu?.ﬂny-’ﬁﬂérkomm

© §ng our cafes, wants and.defires, and pitving them, can be to: ngy
Purpols, in_ppint of ony being beard, accepted, and -anfiwered by
he diviae Majefty. ; for He canngr be, a means of, informing HIME
awho s, all hings :———Aad He has nothipg to repeelent, , o,
plead, in, oug bebalf, if a, mere creature ;. HE hath dope; no more;
v;rban was His dyty, and ds the.dyty of every. created . bging, viz.—,
To be ubmitliye, religned;and obedient to. the.will and.pleafure.of,
the Creator,” whether it be. to.dq or. fuffgr.—emmr=r-To, conclude,
this head.:— Agcording to. yepr author’s.accoups of the.2diasany,
-we have. no ratiangl gropnds,to, bape, for. the diving mescy.and for.,
givenels,. through, His mediation of, intercqffion ;= GQRP’s being.
L] "»C?@ci’g’;b le 20 us, b%', or, chroggh, CHRIST J%Us&i&mﬁw mma?;
- e———We, may no longer, with any prapriety, plead the merits
atonement, myoquienépand Tn??er?nygfoip CHRYSY, before Hut;::
under a notion or hope of being heard and anfwered on their a0~
xount :w—mAnd, in oo word, wg.%.no longer aflk apyshing-of

$im, in CHRIST’S name, o, for His fake, intending; by}.‘.ﬁ‘m«
\\4 :’:.-~." . - - e v\ (“’ .
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He would be gracioufly pleafed, in confideration of what CHRISTY
Kath doné and foffaced for finners, to hear, foigive, and anfwe
ws; for Chrift is a creature, as well as ave 3 and at woft has-don
ro more than improve”and employ the powers and facalties, ‘gift;
and accomplithments beflowed upon Him, agreeably to-the will'an
eafure - of His Creator.— Thus entirely does your authorf
vert the doftrine and worth of CHRIST s mediation temvmm
Fhus does it overthrow the hope of chriftians ; neceffitating us t
-@éfpair of the divine mercy and forgivenéis ; " or feek it fome oth’e?
way, than by and through the merits and mediation, ox abedience and)
Leffering? of our ‘Liord JESUS CHRIST. ‘ )

“Yovr author complains, that as there- are trwo prineipal diftind
éu;ﬁr'mg do&rines of chriftianity, relating to: the uniry of the fusreme
D, and the one Midiator with him, fo the Frinitarians have lofly
them bork, among their feveral parties, "&c. “They who leave
room for a Mediator, déftroy the anity of GOD iwicOn the other
Dand---They who hold true to the divine unity, or ene infinite Bengy:
ainder sbrea'modes, or properties, or relations, have ‘ne room for &
Mediator, &E.————-PBut futelv, it cannot be thought, "that becaunfe
“#hwo different opinions of the oze GOD and oae Mediarer, are repug~
sant to youF #uthor’s account of this matter,” theréfore dotd of theme
e falfe :—-~Befides, What could be faid, if I flioald rank the-
Better of "the parties, your author mentions, with bimpelf ;- or calk
m a-party of Unitarians ; and urge how they are divided in their-
fentiments of the ove GOD and Mediarer ?7~—They certainly ape-
Proach as, near to your author’s ‘opinion, as to that of Frinirarians,
yroperly fo called ; ‘who, though they hold that there are three dif~
#iné perfons, ot real differences, in the God-head ; yet they'firmly be«
Neve with St. Fobn, That thoz THREE arz ONE ; one DEITY, or-
&vine nature ;"and therefore, they do not deftroy the unity of GOD,
witile they leave room for an able Midiator :~~—And: theugh thix
fhould be filed, babbling avithout ideas ; faying what we de not vn-
derftand, or-affirming ronfenfe and contradiions ; "yet the faith
of a wife man will ftand ‘ufhaken, while it has fo rational and folid
# bafis as that of GOD’s word.——And if the pride and vanity of
_ fome men carties them into foch a wild ‘extreme, as to make theie
ewn underfanding the flandard of all truth and pofibility ; ‘and turn
all into ridicule that foars abowe the redth and compreNenfion of
their reafon;, we fhould be exceeding cautious how ‘we follow them,
Jeaft it be at the expence of truth ; and leaft, by avoiding what:
their pride and oftentation, their imaginary wit and penetration,
files nonlenfe and’ contradi@ion’, we thould’ fall into-that which i
truly foch 5 as all dolrines that are: repugnant to the word of
GOD, are. - T o

© Twe next thing your author flies to is, St. Peter’s defcription-of’
,'5. Lord .JESUS; 4as 2. 2z, and 36, Xe men of Krael, bm:{ thef
4N . « w‘r J‘
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Qrd, Yefus of Nasareth, @ man.approved of God amang yot, $e mmai
had let al] the boufe of Ifrael know affuredly, that God hath mads that
Same Fofus, cobom’ve bave crucified, both Lord and Chrif. 1]
ds true in thefe words the apogtle is aiming at (uch a defcription of
CHRIST, as might ftrike the murderers with horror, and bring
them to atree repentance of their crime ; and therefore he dekribes
Him as to His bamanity ; which alone was capable of fuffering and
To have told his audience, that théy had
killed the izfnite GOD himfelf, would have been to the laft

ablurd and foolith ; and inflead of bringing them to a fenle and re+

. gentance of their crime, jwould have expofed Him te their ridicule

and fcorn : ——He thercfore tells them, that the man they had crue
cified, was approved of God among them, by miracles, figns and wond-
‘ers, awhich God 4id by im ; and that now God bad made the fanee
man both Lord and Chrij ; which is not denied :-. -But in this fanre
fpeech he gives plain intimations, that JESUS CHRIST was not a

mere man, when hie refers to the words of David, concerning Him, -

Whe Lord faid unto my Lord, &c. ver. 34. Wish thefe words out
‘Saviour confounds the Pharifees, who anfwered, that Chrift aas the
Jon of David, meaniog shat he was 3 mere man, Mat, 22. 42 :——

“Bat, fays our Saviour, David called Him Lord in {pirit, or by divine
Infpiration ; and if David call Him Lord, bow is He his fon P -

Our Saviour, no deubt intended. that this reprefented Chri#, or the
M:fiab, to be fomething mors than a mere fon of Davwid, or merely &
man ; or elle it will be difficult to make fenfe of what he fays, ar
apply his words to any wife and rational purpofe :=—And therefora
Aince St. Peter applies thefe to CHRIST, in his delcription of Himy,
before His murderers, he might with the utmoft fafety djre& thofn
of them that were convinced, and inquired, What they fhould do 18
e faved ? to beliewe in this Chriff, {uch as he had defcribed Him,
and $¢ baptized in His mame ; which is both an evidence and am

weligions worfbip, paid to CHRIST perfonally and smmediately, as hathy
been already fhewn. . ‘ o
T suavrt take but a very brief and carfory view of your author’s
Se&. . with which he concludes his argumeat ; as it cannot po{~
fibly be thought to have much weight in it to fupport his caufe 3
and as 1 have already drawa oat this letter vakly beyoud what I ag,
#irk inteaded. : : ,

1. Fzsr then, Tt is acknowledged, That GOD and CHRIST, '

f we hold 10 the firi@t eymology of the word CHRIST, cannot be
properly predicated one of the other ; the name CHRIST, in ita

-primary and moft -proper fenfe, “¢ -ﬁgniﬁes one anointed, and raifed.

#¢ by aathority and bonour conferred ; as we acknowledge the max
Ebviff Fefus, of the bumanity of our Saviour ta be, Heb. 1. g.
Gisd, cuca Hit.Gody barh anointed, Him wish the el of. ‘b{mﬁ,ﬁq

x

- acknowledgment of His Divinity ; it being a moft loiemn a& of
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Fiy fillw 1Bt We vt fémentbey His narde i [0S,
‘well 2s CHRIST ; the import of which wé may fee, Mat. 1. 2y,
e # Boamante?, wbich being imterpreted, it, GUD 0lth Gr :oiie
Bo that i we thay not with the firifte® propricty, or dgrécable io
Abe azymislogy of ke riamhe, call Chrik GOD, . becaufe it fignifes onié
iubinsed; &c. yot wé mity thuw firle JRSUS CHRIST ; for His ld-
cu'ted JBSES, isports Hid vo be-Enmanwl, or God avith as.
smmrs Byt if vite bufinéfs can be fal véd hiere; by fuppofivg a perfmil
®* wrion between GO and CHRIST,; or JESUS, and the anmoinied -
- Why may ot lh!’py/ﬁ fet up another whion fuch between Chrifths
¢ body, and tho biead; ini-vhe Bucburi ; and flouty defendd, that
® iis tho bt of Chrif propesly 2~ . :
. Awswin. (18.) Becaufe there 1s no -futh fotndatioh in fEripture
For (uppoling that the bread in the Fucbarif is the body of Chrif
Fubfuntially, as that GOD- and CHRIST, of the divine and buman
matures; are uzited to each other perjinally. s—s—u And,; (2dly.)

Becaufe the Romife dofliine 6f tranjubflantiation; is of a'vety difier- -

&ot natdee from that:in difpute :——1Ft fuppofes a real change of the
Jubflance; cantrary 19 the united judginent and reflimbiy of our rea-
don and’ fenfes ; bat this cannot be objedted in the prefeat-cafe :---«
'There are therefore good: reafons why the Papifts cannot maintaifi
o defend the do@rine of rranfubfiantiation with the Jfame juftice and
Fropriety, that we can the Divinity of our Saviour ; or the wsion.of
i’heﬂdiging and haman. natures in the perfon of JESUS CERIST.
. Sectxpyy:-ss-lifkall not pretend to.determine what ofe-fome
emay lmve madecof the'baflicd-argments of 'Papifis; when they wrowe
ugainft-the Unitarians,. ic vindxcationiof the Divinity-of Chrifi 1<k
But this I am: bold'to affirmyy: that: they: have: no need to do it in
one . fingle inflange j—w—seanid. that: they. bave  not: dette it ia
the inftances your adthor mentions-acs—wai. No:one-furely-at this
‘Say pretends, - thiat -thenovelty -of  Avieu principles ir mueh of am
oljd&ion agaioft:thém, (as.tho Pépifi-hold that ‘the. novehy of - Pros
#2efiantifin is againft that 1) Alas! They are antigue enongh 40 clayik’
our veperation, if tbat alone was fufficient,” having been extant at
times. for: abmoft: 1500 years 5 palied {hrowgh 'variote : changes and
fancied-emendations ; been once- and agsin- fupprefled-ané: revived
3w Earope; Afia-avd Africass obtaining. fometimes -in a very furptiza.
iag manner .through. that.loye: of navelty,.which. is rooted -in oug
patore ; but have never obt\ained long at once, to any counfidérdble
degree, in cither of thofe parts of the world :— Allow me to guef¥
Ahe reafou,m—Tliat wher they betome comiudn, ard their novelt
ceafed to recommend them-; . when- men come to- calm’ ard” feric
xonfideration,. they:eafily fee their fallncy and-dangerous tendeircy ;anll
zick!y -reje&ted-themssmsaThis is the novelty objeéied perhaps by
fome. agaidftiyour auther’s opinion;. which certainly is-no commeax
wdation toit-3 and 1 hambly troit,: (if nothing. efe will do it)- thag
s witl: preyens it sbiginipg-longs aad: (e any.great degree, iy
T I Howe

E, o)
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#m-Eng.’am{.-‘-—-z. It is judged, That our Saviour’s being fliled;
the image of God, is no argument that- He is ot GOD ; aud yet ie
is thought at the fame time a probable argument, ‘That the Fathers
did not look npen the clements to bé chrnzrd into-the real fubflance
of Chrit’s bedy and bleod, in the fenfe which Papi#s hold, tecauvie
thev oft call them the images thereof.em——There is too manifeit 2
difference between thefe propofitions, to need any illuftration -e—e
It % not fuppofed, That CHRIST is called the image of GOD,
with refpe@ to His humanity 5 for that can bear but a faint refemb-
* larice to the DEITY, towhich ncthing may be likered or compared

=rhot that He is the imepe of GOD, 1. e. of the Fathker, in relpelt
of [is Divinity ¢

The jecczd diftin@ion or difference in ths
DEJTY is the exprefs image of the f-/f. - On the otker hand,—The

© Payifis fuppofe the elements ta ke tranfobflantiated, or charged into

the real fubflance of €HRIST’s body and bluod ; but had the
“Faibers thought fo, they conld, with no propricty, have called them
the images thereof, CHRIST is culled the image of GOD, in op=
pofition to GOD the Fasher ; but the Lapifs leave nothing to op=
pole the image o, .

3. Tuirpry, In oppofition to the Papiff, it is thoupht evidenty
That St. Peter was inferior to the church, and the refl of the apofiles
{though not fingly to each) becaufe he was /fz#¢ vp and down by
them : And yer it is no argament that the Soi is inferior to tha
Fother, in oppofition to Trintarians, becavfe He was jenr by him.
——Here again, i3 a manirelt difference in the ocfition and cire
cumlances of the argaments :——Tt is not the mature and ¢ nce,—
bat the ofice and guthority of St. Peter, that is in di‘pute te——1t is
argued, that in cfice and aathoritystle was inferior to the chorch,
and the reft of the apottles, becaufe they f{ent him up and down
-authoritatively :m———On the cther haud, the narure and gfénce off
the SON, is in difpute ; and, it is humbly thought, that it can be
wrged, with no propricty, that the SON was infericr to the FA«
THER in thef, merely beeanle He was jent by him :~e. g. A jon
may be astealy a man as the {al/nr, and yet be feat by him ; or
tavo, that egually partake of human nature and all its propertiesy

may fend each orber by mutual agreement.

+ 4. FourTnry,—There can be nv juft grounds for yb‘ur' author’s
gomplairt; ¢ That Trisirarians join with the Papiis in hood-winka
iog people in ignorance ; forbidding them to gaquire i:t0 and exs

-amine your author’s principles.’’ «———w] cannst think that any

Protcflant will inveigh againft the clofeft exanination and enquiry
#nto any of the principles and do@rines of our holy religion ; andv
efoccially the more smportant and fundamemtal points.of it,m———n
For my own part, 1 heartily with your author’s opinion may meee
with this treatment wherever it goes ;————4s [ humbly think i}

il prove a wof cffcQual me;‘u-of focwring men agaiaft it

2
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1 therefore, intreat all men, clofely to .exa}nine, and ferioufly tq
eonfider it, in all its parts, before they embrace it.—r- .

§. Frrvarr,~——How juft your avthor’s claim is to grimitioe
antiguity, is what. ] cannot determmine 3 ncr what peor apelegies
bave been. made for thofe fathers who feem to have ‘avoused . bis
principles :»uwThis can be no ways material ; fince our tuith is
net, and-ought not, to be built upon the opinion gf the fathers, ory
tradition of the eiders 5 but, vpon that ,urer werd of frophecy, end

sulpiraticn, vhe OLY SCRIPTURES :=—U pcn the feusdasion

¢/ the Prophets aad- Apoitles, JESUS CIRIST Himelr demg thé
ckict-corner-flome.—— However, It is generally allewed, that draes,
a srefbyter, of the church of Alexandria, about srne Demini 20, was
the f.rfi who reduced your avthor’s principles 10 a regular iy i'em 5 or

fet them up in oppofition to thofe who bold to the Lufreme DE{TY

of JESUS CHRIST - His principles were inmediatcly’ con-
demned for berejy, by a council under dlexandir, Lithop of Alexan-
dria 3 and, afterwards, Anno 325, hy three Fundrod and cighty fathcrs
in the genceral-courcil of Nice. Atter which, the diiciples
o Arius divided into feveral parties :—— Some held, That the Son
wos made ex son entéfas ; and that He was *. all relpe@s, wniike
the Father :w=—Q. bers held, That the Son was /ike the Father, and
Legot of bis fubftance ; thovgh not co-eternal with him, &c mhee
la the fixrh century it was carried into Afirica, under the Pandals §
aod into' i, -under the Gubs 5 Iialy, the Gauls, and Sfain, were
alfo deeply infe@ed with it : But -baving reigned thirry years

with great {plendor, it funk almoft all at. orce —me— After wlich, g

it made no great noife in the world, till Anno 1531, Serwerns, a
Spaniard, wrote a fmall treatife 2gcinft the myfery of the Trinity g
which gave occafion, after his dearh, to the torming a new f) ftem
of Ariauijm in Genewa 3 the adwirers- of which prefently degenes
rated into Socinians, whe are likewile divided into feveral parties ;
fome lcaving Socinus, as to what regards the worlbip to be offered
@ Jefus Chrift ; not. being able with all their penetration, added
to the fubtle reafoning of their maiter, and all that bave fince ap-
peared to fupport his caule, to fee how divine worfhip fhould: be
given a mere man. Sec Cramb. Did. Art. Arianijm and Socimianijmg

N ’ o’ :
. Frowm this general view, it appears, your auvthor-will not gaim

much be appealing to antiguity, the fathers, and the genuine hiftory
of his principles.. ‘ .
"Ha thinks,—¢* The.fathers were more likely to attribute tos
¢ much, -than too little, to Fe/us Chriff, as He was, and is defers. -
s6.vedly, a beloved obje@, &c.” . Co .

Apswsr.——They .were at mof but Sfallible, imperf:8 men e,
Rehides, we mulk conisics them cither as wife aud honelt, or ignn‘ogg

L
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#vt and deceitfol :—If they were igmoraws.or deceitful, either not
moderituinding the noture and truth of the eanfe they were engaged
in ; or difpofedto betray. iz, their tcfimony, one way or the other,
# 00t to- be-regarded :———And'if they were awifz and hono#, un-
deifhanding the caofz and truth of chrifiianitv, and were real, fincere
fridhds o it ; they.would have endeavoured’ to reprefent-things in
sheir true light 3 to. preach and recommend the naked, unadultera
‘#ted-trath, and have earefallv guarded-againtt error on every fide ;
‘nl'ntfsefpecia!ly in fundumental, important points 3 fich as the prejent
gpnfellzdly-is : Whan they come to deferibe oor Lond JESUS,
B author of onr religion, one woald think thiey fhould have fu-
the exadeft truth ; and have been as carefvl not to ateri-
fe- t00 much, as tao little, to Him ; and to be furz not to atrri.
#hat to Him, which belongs to GOD only, if dle is 00t GOD ;
¢ it is 0o lefs.dithonoring and afffonting to Almighty GOD, to
¢ & meve creature > an equality with Him, than it is to Jeba? the
' JESUS, by etteeming a1d reprefenting Him as a mere creaw
v 3 He be GOLr fusreme. The trath of the cafe (I am
dy- to think) is, Thar it was much wizh the fathers, as whi§
gir foas of the prefent.day ; they penerally profeflvd to build their
@th.or religious principles upon divine revelation.} in order to
hifiyn: wifély examined' the avbole currant-and geror of ferip®
\ gifore they drew up an abfolure determinate conciufinn jem—
L&l of a more fudden refolution, and*hatty: geniss, confilered
@y particalar texts and phrafes ; fach, perhans, as favoared fome
. dwrdingi prepoff>finn, and formed-their opinion with 125 thodght and
- deliberation :——And' though the former were by rauch the fairelt
. eandi lates for troth, and” to b2 d>peunded-épon with the moft fale-
8y 5 yet they were @/l fallible 5 their writinas ave not the fanfard
of truth, nor the rulz and moafire of our faith, while ‘we have the
wvird: of infpiration’s which.ave profiab% for diéieir, for reproof, for
correltina, for infbruliion in rightesatnefi 5 thar ths man of God mny be
perfr8, thoroutdly furnifed unts all” good aworks :——eA02d  which e
arz, or ougli to be, as capable of ewamining and underftacding,:
as our farbers bave been.; and have as good a right.to.judge and»
deteripine for curfelves, as they had.— ' :

* THUS T have gone through-with.my intended O%ffrvations upon
your av-hor’s Deguiry into the Scripture A-count of JESUS CHRIST 3
and defiznedly omiteed no part of his reafnaing, that can poflibly-
be thouzivt materiat 1 ===l an, however, far fromn thinkingz, that-
} have offéred all the arguments which-cia. be prodaced againf his
opinion ; or fet off thofe | hive offered to the belt advantage :——
Buat I humbly imagine, they carry fo much of .witb in them, as
entirbly to overthrow and: confiite whatever your apthor has oppoefe.
ed to them ; and effeQtually fecure every honeft, coufiderates va=:
Prejudi;ed perfon, who reads them, even in their prefensdrefsy
againtt his opiaion. 1 cannot but hope, tirefer hints, impcc‘ﬁ;'u
e - . . t s

.
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they are, codtain proper grounds of conviftion ; and that having
thefe laid before you, agrezable to your prowife in the Dedication,
you will readily alter yoor -opirion :e——1{  this (hould be the tafe,
1 am far from defiring a publick confeflion, or declaration of gra-
titude :————The thought of having teen the means-of . surning ong
Jrom the error of bis way, will hie a {ufficient reward to mge ——r—
1t you fhuuld anfwer this by a profound flence, judging it to be
Juperficial, and to_carry its own confutation with it’; agd’ to be uts
te-ly ueworthy either of publick or private not'ce, one way or ano,
ther,—1 have the farisfuélion of reflting cnomy own. good defign ;
ang of thinking, that fuch a f{ullen, ill-vatured frence, but peerly
faaplies tiw place of folid reafon and argument 5 and thats at leatt, fome
others are or the fame opinion.  1If, ‘on the other hand, you ibould
think th% deferving of an aafwer, and capable of a refutation,
fhall eadearour, with th: urmoft candor and impartislity, to read
and coniides it ;---lay mylelf open to conviftion ; and yield the
peint with joy and gratitode, whenever I fee an over-balance of
J&ir reafo ving, agairt my prefeat opirion.————t—elf you fhould
pot chufe to-difpate the point, (as 1 pray may be the cafe, for
.difpuses of this natore rarely tend moch to promote the canfe of
sehigion) but thould find fome things unfnissagicry 10 you in point
of argument, 1 hall ealeavour, upon infrrnacion, to remove your
difieulcies and objeticns, 'with the suncht pleafore and fatisfaltion.
m————Afier ali, | cannot but apprehend, that your precuring a
oew impreflion of your apthorls Juguiry, will fail of that gooed i@,
. which you profiis o hope for fiom it ; and declare to be the great
* 'dacement whichh moved you ie——— Granting that it fheuld be
" iwerfally embraced and belicved :———WV/here 13 the great fervicg
- ne fo the caufe of chrilliznity, fom Will any perion by thig,
be made a better fubjc&*to his king 3 a more uleful member of.
{ .ciety 3 or more pious and dz=voyr towards his GOD ! -
lndeed, if it be the rrarh, mea ought to know it, and believe it
“and rrath can never injure that religion which is founded upon it 5
and which is, or oaght to br, fupported by it :———But we fhopld
be well allared, that we have fruth on our fide, before we attempt.
to briog about fach revolutions and chang~s in religion, ag this 172,
mail make, if wmverfally embraced in Neaw- Englayd . ————-We
fyould alfo be aflured, that :lis tryrh, more or lefs, affe@s the
enzntials of religion ; that the eternal falvation of mankind is afs
fe@ed by it, betore we can be excufed in foch an.attempt tmrmee
But furely true Usiarian charity, which extends to all men, at Leatt,
to all denominazions of chriitians, would not fuffer you to judge
thus of ‘th: point before us, that it is a fize gua mon 3 or abfodytely,
neceffary to etesnal life, that men believe with your author te—r—
And therofore the importance of the fubje®, in the light which
Unitarsuas commenly contider it in, will but poorly excule you in,
p glaring and dangetous an attempt, as a revival of this wid contros
werys 4a this gea swarld, evidently is.em-m—1la fhost, x} you ‘_cgoielg,/
W , : ' achere
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. ~the'rgvival of this difpute :~

* determinate decifion, bcvond all poffivility of contraci@ian on sirher
idg :—For in difputes of this kind, an ambxgwus. {ubtle wit will
pever want nice diltin&'cns to evade tag l)ulb, and cover over
fa{/baad wuh the appedtance of it,

IT may, perh1p<, be thought by fome, that 1 have contributed ta
That a profcund filence wou!d have
‘bzen the moft pradent anfwer to your author, and your own chal-

3 Ienge : =T ‘hat the formcr hath beea repeatedly anfwered already :

That the difpute is endlefs, &c. Bat I hombl, beg
leave to diffent from fuch ; (1.) Becaufe filence would ugdougxed:y
bring the caufe I maiatain, under fufpicion, with many of the un-
earned and unftable molitude. (z.) Whatever anfwers n:ay
have been made to 1hig trai already, they are not common as this
now is among us 5 and therefore, though vaflly fuperior to what I
have offered, can be of no immediate fervice to this part of the world,
{3.) Thoagh this difpute is in a fenfe endlefs, as it cannog
-at prefent be determined beyond all poflibility of contradiftion ;
s yet when a point fo important, as that of our blefled SAVIOUR’s
1V1N1TY is gencrally. eficemed W be, comes. 10 be called in

Qfeﬁwn, _
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gueftion, denied, and langhed it : T think it becomes thofe who G+
eerely believe it, to Iend their feafonable aflitance to ibpport and:

suintain it, i proportion to their ability and fphere.in life ; and.

though it be not cipable of abfolute demonttration ; yet a rational

wiaxdcalidn of it, efpecislly at fuch a time, cannot but be of fervice:

0 the caufe of religion, by the divine blefling.:~—The Lord JESUS,

grrant r2fe bmpered hints may have thig happy efi< i, though of-

fered by one of the leatt of thofe who adre [HiS DEITY. In
faore, | humbly imagine, that, in confideration of the manner and
circomflances of the dedication, and trad itfeif, thould it pafs un-

noticed in this publick manner, the valgar opinion will be, that

3t is swanfwerable, at leak as to our teachers and fpiriiual puides.mmm—
Thele eoafiderations jadoced me to an attempt, which mare pro-

porby belonas to my fuperiors in ability :———And an earneft defire,,
and fecret hope, that fome one, more equal to the tatk, would have-
: ped in it ; bas delayed this ¢pifle for fome weeks i
Ard fovld any one be engaged, or difpofed to engage, I am fae
from defiring 'to monopolize the difpute ; but fhall be heartily.
‘rﬁ‘otfh::hh kind afliitance, whether it ceafes here,. oris carried
wa jsrther. . .

- To coxcruoe—TFhis is not wrote for Zipate fake 5 but with a
facere love t3, and honeft defire of, promoting. and vindicating
warh, and the caufe of chrifNianity = And fhould the difpute
- be prolonged I heartily join with your author, in withing,e—
That # may be rarried on with moderation and chriftian charity =
~_That all wrath, malice, envying, and reviliogs, may be laid
afide ; and that-rrath, facred trueh, n:ay be every man’s aim.——,
I pray GOD to deliver both parties from that oftentatious frife of
words, thofe ill-patured cenfures, bitter refleQions, and uncharitable
milings, which are truly a reproach to cur nature, a icandal to ovr
chrifian prof=fion, an injury to pure and undefiled religicn, and &
 grief aad offence to all good men.— . S .
9 7T 62 |

SwouLp any one attempt z further vindication of yonr author’s .
principles, in a fair and rationza} manner, 1 hape there are nene
among us, but will giva it-a candid and impartiz] confideration 2
But fhould any one, in order to this, fupply the place of -
folid argument, with barbarous criticifms, .and pert, winy refleéti-
ons upon his eppofers 3 fudying to turn their opinion and argu-
mzats into ridicsle and banter, inftead of giving them a fair con-
fatation ; infinuating, That there is as good a foundation for af-
Brming, that there are four, as three-perfons in.the Ged-head 1=
That we may, ‘with as much propriety, @ill the Virgin Mary, Goda
©: Goddei the Muthor, as Jefus Chriff, God the Son ; refle@ing vpon,
i his eppolcrs a8 babliers of rowyerye and coniradiqion, and the like ¢

uck
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ﬁ-._.-Such a4 one, I fay, whether a Layman, or D. t e
Banight thin: and blaze a while like the Son of the Aftrmr&g‘ ,.\g
sckly draw upon hinfelt the contempt of the bud, and :th

e good i—All mea of reafon and fober thought, would’ é
tor Rulying to render sbat ridiculous, which, however
and groundlefs fom2 may thiok it 10 be, ought to be € J
itvehe molt ierions manner, *till it is'thewn to L fo : et .

d K'hope, and pray, that nothing of this malure will ever a ‘
| ebeemee 300d {enfe, aud found reafon, I defire to, ammd tO-

S hérever | fee iv'§ ;and whoever it comes from -—-—Bnt mu:‘au}d !
Bawser thould be abbored by ail men, cipbcta!ly in thjags of A

i relg: s nature and tm;\ortance.-———-—- /We‘j’/ b 7072 &

'THE LORD prepare us all for thit fate and world,  whele
Paul aad Barnabas (hall ctcfball! agree : te——Wheré all feidl

+1
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