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Concerning the

DEITY of our
) JESUS CHRIST-

=<4 AT the Blefled Jefus hasthe number, one Perflon is Stiled God, a5 Mo/
Title of God, afcribed f{ome- is twice {o called; a God to Aaron, Ev. a.
times to himin the H.Scriptures, 16. and afterwards a Ged toPharach.Ch 1.1.
is not denied by Aréans, or So- and thus the Devil is called the God of  this
cinians, but it remains to be Examined in World. 7. e. the Prince and' mighty Ruler
what Senfethat Charatter,as given to him, of it; tho’ by unjuft Ufurpation, andGods
is intended. - Nor is this an unreafonable Permiflion, now as he who aloneis God,
or needlefs enquiry, fince it is beyond all in the former Senfe, isinfinitely above ail
reafomable denial, that the Title of God thefe; So we find him diftinguifh’d from
is given in very different Senfes in the all others who are called God, by this Cha-
Scripture. | racter, viz. 2 Godof Gods, Dent. 10, 17. fo

t. Sometimes it (ignifies the moft High, Fof 22.22. or the Chief of all Gods, with
Perfeft andInfinite Being, who is of him- whom none of thofe Gods may be com-
{elf alone, and owes neither his Being, pared. P/ 86. 8. P/  135. 5. {o Philo de-
nor Authority, norany thing to another; (cribes him, to benotonly the God of Mea,
and this is what is moft commonly inten- but the God of Godsalfo. This is the high-
ded, when we (peak of Ged in ordinary eft and mofit Glorious Epithete given him
difcourfe, and in Prayer and Praife; we in the 0. T. 'when it is defigned to make
mean it'of God in the molt Eminent Senfe. a moft Magnificent menticn of his Peerlefs

2. At other times it has a lower Senfe, Greatnefs and Glory. Equivalent to this
and is made the Charaltet of Perfors who I take that Title to be, which is fo much
are invelted with Subordinate Authority vled in the N. 70 viz. the God and Fa-
and Power, from that Supream Being: ther of ourLlord Jefus Chrift, Eph 1. 3. 17,
Thus Angelsare tiledGods. PL.97.9.P(.8.5. the God of our Lord Fefur, the Father of
Thon naff made him alittle lower thap the Glory. Tor fince Jefus Chrift is the Chief
Gods; as’tis in the Margiue: So Magi- of all Subordinate Powers, Rev. 1. 4. the
frates are Godey :E%:23-28: Pf-62: 1. Tehn Prince of the Kings of the Earth | and fag
10. 34. 35~ and fometimes in the fingular gbove the greatelt Angels, Epb, 1. 21. the
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Lord of Lords, and King of Kings, he who Self, my Self, why halt thou forfaken me:
~1s Stiled the God ot our Lord Jelus Chrift This Ged then was diftinét from himfelf,
- 18 therein, in Effe€t, S.ilcd the God of as he declares in other places, Fohn 7. 17.
Gods, orabve all Gods. . be [hall know my Doltrine, whether it be of

Now the Queltion to be refolved s, in God, or whe:her I fpeabk.of myfelf. So Fohan
which of thefe two Senfes Chrift isfaid to 8. 42. where 'tis to be noted that he does
be.God in the Holy Seriprures; - the bare not diftmguilybimlell fromiim , As the

Charalter of God determines nothing in Fatber, butas Gody and therefore, in all

this cale , becaufe it belongs both to the jutt Conftruétion, he cannot be luppofed

. Supream and Subgrdinate Beings in Power ro.be.that felt {ame God, from whom. he
and Authority; Butthe Queltion, is, whe- Diftinguifhes, and to whdm he Oppoleth
ther Jefus Chrift be the God of Gods, or himfelf.. How manifeftly are the one God,
above all Gods: | and the one Lord diftinguifhr, 1 Cor. 8. 6.

He is indeed the Lord of Lords, but that and thit there tay be fio juit pretence to

Notes an Inferior Charalter, compared fay with Placens, that the God and the

with that of God of Gods,asappearsby thar, Lotd; or the Caule of wiiichall things are,

1Cor. 8. 4. tho', it be included in the and the Caule 4y or through which they

"Superior, fo that he whoisaboveal]Gods, are; are but two- things taid of the {ame

. ¥s-alla over all Lords, but not contrariwife: one Ged 3 We may fee them more clearly
In Thort ,~ has Jelus Chritt any God uver diftnguifht, Eph. 4. 5,6. where by the
him, who has greater Authority, and Interpeling-ohier things between the-one
greater Ability than himlelf or not? This Lord, and one God, vsz. one Faith, one
will decide the matter; forif hehave aGed Baptifm; it appears evidently that thefe
“above him, then is he not the Ablolutely werenot intended as twoCharaters of the
‘Supream God, tho’in Relation to Created fame Being. I think that none - who im-
Beings, he may be a2 God (or Ruler) over partially aitends tothe Scripture Hittory,
all. ‘can doubt, whetber God, .and his Chyiit,

Nor can we more clearly demonftrate are not two diftinét things.

.this point,than by thewing; Firffthat Jefus  Secordly, Our Lord Jefus owns not only
Chrift exprefsly fpeaks of another God than another than himfelf to bé God; but alio
himlelf. Secondly, that he owns.this God thit be 75 apove, or over himfelf, which.is
t5 be above, orover himfelf. Zwirdly, Phat plainly- iftimated alfo by his Apoftles :
e wants thofe Supereminent and Infinite Himfelt loudly proclaims hig Subyj. tionto
. Perfeétions, which belong onlytotheLord the Father in many Inftances:In General,

. God of Gods:® Of thefe I fhall treat in a he declares his Father to be greater thas be,
manner fuited to vulgar Capacities; for I Fosin 14.28. 50. Co. 10.29. he fays he

-judge it very indecent to fpeak or write of came not in his ewn, but his Fathers Name
&mrortant Articles, (which the Common or Authority, Fob»5:43. That he fought

. Paople muft believe, and muft {o far un- not liis own, but Gods Glory, nor made his

~ derftand) in fuch a manner as leaves them own Will, but Gods, his.Rule; and in
wholy unintelligible. | fnch a Pofture of Subjection be came down

Eirff, Our Loid Jefus Chrilt exprefsly froms Heaven into this Earths {o that it
fpeaks of anotherGod diftinét from him- fhould feem, that Nature which did pre-

{elf : Several times , we find him faying, exift,did .not poflefs the Supream Will,,

My God of another, Mar.27.46. My God, evenbefore it was incarnate, Fobu 6. 38.

my God, Wy halt thoufor(akenme? So Fohs Again he owns his dependence upon his

20. 17. fure he intended not to fay, my God and Father, even for thofe Thiﬁ'gsl;

WiIllC
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Which itis platended beloiid o him a¢ - 2. The Son il deliver his Kirgdorm
God -viz. the Power of working Miracles, 0 God, that is (not to-the Father, Son;and
Fohn. 5.19,20. of raifing the Dead, ».26, Holy Ghuft, as{omé pretend, but) the
of executing univerfal Judgmeént, v.27. of Fatber onlyy’ fincé it was the .F&fhﬂ': DMar.
all which he fays, of #ry' o folf Ican do 28. 18. who gave him all Power, in Hea
Aorbidg,v. 30." In ltke manmer hisApottles ven and Eartly, and whd made hjﬁy King
declare-his Subjetibn td anbter, fotonly 77 Zrdu ¢ Irito his Hands hé will make 2
as his Father, but & bis God, which'is Em: Swreadérof all, i Teltimony of his ha-
phatically exprefled, in calling the moit B. ving done allin a Subordination to. him
God , the God of omr Lord Fefus, after and having Alted and Ruledin dependence
his Humiliation 'was éver, Eph. 1. 17. and on him, who fhall have a Satisfactory
the Head of Chrift i#-Gody 1 Cor.11. They Account of all given to' him in the end,
declare his Fad/bip over the Univerfe, and This is & Glory peculiar fo the Father, a3
the very Foundatiors of hisClaimtoHunous Supream. L T
and Service , to be owing to the gracious 3. Then tize Son himfelf fhall be Subieft
Gifr of God, Phil 2. 9. ‘sxmican aurd, to hims that put all things under him | 1. e,
and yet thefe are fome of the highelt Glo- to God hisFather, that God may be allix
ries of Jefus Chritt. s =~ - - all, that 15, his Subjection fhal] be. then
. Let me only add under'this Head , that manifefted by an open Solemn ackngy;
ovest Texr, fo full of irvefiftible evidence; ledgment of it,when he fhallrecoghize the
for proving.an Inferiority in the Son'to his Suprémacy of the Fatherin that publick
Father or to God, 1Cor. 15.from the 24 . A¢t of Surrender; fo that, tho’ formerly
to the 29, where the Apoltle fays feveral (in the prefent Stare) all Judgment and
Things to this purpofe, - Rule was committed to the Son; yet. then
. 1. That al]l Things are to be put suder it fhill b otherwile, and Ggﬂjwﬂ[ more,
Chrisks Feet; all Enemies and Powers are imiigdbirély appear i the Government ﬁ'
to be -Subdued to him : But adds that "ds thé'furute: Sfﬁté;zli\ﬁ’l?é]i Th Llnot be o
Manifefts God muft beexcepred outof thele much 'Shiréd - Probably, %)_cc'Wé'en; him
Things that are under him; and that for and the Redeerier, as the' prefent. Admi-
this reafon , becaufe 'tis he who did put niftration appears to be. This then wilj
aHl under him; And how comes 1t'to pafs; be the Ifftie of ail our Difpdtes; God 4/
that it-is fo evident a Thing, that anothersn 4/l ; ‘and the Son bi felf :S#fézqi.ﬁgfd{g

muft be fuppofed -to be the great- Author A% Can aify'thifig be” more Expreflive
of this Triumph of Chrift? Why might of ari Trequality ‘between’ ;gd_ ind Qﬁg{’f?

it not be done by himfelf independently ~Baur it will be faid Gy Tome, that by ths
as the Supream God, and then there necd Sos here, is meant the Son of Man,  or
have been no exception, of any one Be- Chrift as Man; while as God, he fhall..
sng, out of the all things under him 2 But not be SubjeCted to'the Facher, . .
the Apoftle knew that Jefus Chrift 'tiuft.  Ref' ‘As there 15 no wtjriation of any:
needs Triumph by a Power derived fronr fuch diftin€tion "between the. pretended -
God 5- to-whom it was moft eminently to't»io Natuiés of the Sod here’s {0 there is
be afcribed, and then to one-whohad fuch' enough in the Words, to thew, that thiey -
thoughts,it was manifeft thatthere mult be are {peken of him , under his Higheit
oneexcepted fromtheallThings under him, Capacity and Charaéter, in‘omuch, that
becaufe - he muft needs: be -above Chrift Monfier Clasde miantains it o be  true
who enables him to SubBue all thing§, or of the Son 'of God, as to his.” (fuppofed ) -
mﬁkﬁ b;'mf 4 God over sl " Divine N Elf}ll' C . 'B_L!t Ith’ [_hefe 15 no need., .

- ' . Q&
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of. Suppofing fuch. a. Nutare, (which I ther, what ever Charaéter elie they bear 2
think the Text plainly contradilts) yet So then Jefus Chrift in.his Higheft Capa-
his Reafons will hold {o far, as to prove city,is infesior to theFather;how can he be
the Words do tpeak of Chrift, under the the fame %od,to which he is Subjeét, or of,
Flighe{t Character he bears, by the Name the fame Rank and Digniey? |
of Son; for Firff, as he fays, tisnot faid Thusir appears thatChrut is {oGod,astd
the Son of Mun, but the Sos abfoutely be under a SuperiorGod, who has fet him o-
wlhich he "thinks in the Scripture Ule verall: And Suitable to this, is that Account
is wont to mean more than the Son of whichtheScriptuie gives usoi theGod-head
Man ; and undoubtedly itimports all that of the B. Jetus, vz, Becaufe he isinvefted
comesunder thatTitle ; Nay more, “tis{aid, with aGod-like Autho.ity and Power,from
even the Son bimfe[ with gieat Emphalts, the Supream God his Father.  Thus when
gu. d. as Great aid Gioious as he'1s with he was Jaccufed by the captious Fews ,
atl his’ Grandeur and Power; he bimfelf tor afluming the Chariter of Son ot God:
(hall be Subje€t.  Second.y, His Subj Ction (which they perverlly wou’d ttrerch,as tho
. being oppofed to his Reign, both mult be it implyed an cquality with God) Fobn 10,
underftoud of the fame SubjcCt; be fure 34, 56. he explans in what Sence only
the delivering up the Kingdom can oniy he juttifved ir, iz, as one.whop the Fa-
be done by the fame to which it was cum- ther had SanCtifyed, 7. ¢.'called to a greater
micced , and by which it "was managed : Cffice, andhonoured with an Higher Com-
Now I fhall allow , that only in his hu- milion than thofe Magiftrates, on whom
mane Nature ‘Chrift cov’d give up his the Scriprure fo freely. beftows the Tidle
ingdom ; burthen ’tis, becanfe 'tis as Man of Gods. So Heb 1. 8,9. when he is called
Delegated, and Inhabited by God, thathe God, ‘us explained in what Senfe, or of
fways and manages this Kingdom; and if whatfort.of- Gpd; “Iis to be underitoed,
this-be allow’d (as Ithink it needs muit) by laying that bis Ged, (intimating he had:
that the ‘Man Chrift is fufficient, by help a God over him) had awoined bim with.
from God, to manage his Univerfal Spiri- @/, &c. Tharis , had invetted him with
tval Kingdom, ‘1 fee no reafon there will Royal Power and D gniry {(as Kings were
be to oppofe thole Unitarians who think inftalled in their Otliz,by anointing with
hini to be a {ufheient Saviour and Piince, Oyl, among the Fews) which is an Ex-.
tho’ he be not the on'y Supieamn God ; nor plication of his God-head or Dominion s
can any with reafon attempt to prove him. Aid this is aid to be abuve all his Fe'ows,
to be fuzh, from his Works and Office as not fuse above the Fadiey and Holy Spirir,
i of his Church, fince tisimplyed that {whichonly are pretended to be hisFellows,
s ch, he muft do Homuage to God the as God, by than who underftanditof the.
Father, indelivering npbis Kingdom rohimy SupreanGud head Ybut aboveall arherSub-
and ‘his very expretiion 10 God the Faiber, oidmace Buings; Thisisone piainy Scripture -
nakesit plain, that there is noGud the Sun, Account of his. being-calicd God, for the'e;
in the fame Senfe, or in.thefame Supream. Tnings are {poken to him,and of him, un-»
Fflence with the Father, becaufe'if there der the Chaactar.of God. " O God. Iy -
were , then he ought not to be excluded 7hrowe, &c. v 8. Ithink men fhou'd ba
fiem this Glory ot having (uch open Ho- well aflured on wiat G.ounds they go, be-.
mage paid to him, ¢which 15 heie ap- fore they ailizn o:‘:hf;r reafons of chis Cha-,
propriated to the Father only;.and ince racter, fo dueceit iom the Scripture dc-
the Apoitle fpeaksof the famieGod, (whom count @ Let it fufhee us , that God. hath
he explaing to be the Father) to the end zmade hun both Lo:d and Chriit, A48%s2.36.
of this Diftourle , and tays' e fhall be 4/l that he has exaized him to bea Prince and
- fweall : How evidently do'she thew him o Ssvsiear. Ca. <2,
- betar beyond ali that aie sor Ged the Fa-

il % ¥
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However, our Adverfaries will gain no- nother, can never be the Supream Being,
thing by alledgimg Texts to prove the Title or God; Becaufe he appears to be an Ju-
of God, tobe givento Chrift fince thatnay perfeff, Defeftive Being, Comparatively,
be, and yet it will not prove him tobethe fince he needs help, and can Receive addi-
Supream independent God ; but only one tional Sirength from Another than Him-

who is inhabited of, and Commiflioned
and enabled by Him who is fo. A4 to that

place, Pbhilip.2.6. which is Corruptly ren-
* ‘dred in our Trandlation; he thought it no
Robbery to be equal 10 God : It is confefs’d
by adverfarles themielves, thatit fhou’dbe
read thus, wiz. that he did not gffume, or
. ‘Arrogate, or Snatch ar, or Cover an equa-
lity with God; the Words are never
‘known to be ufed in any other Senfe , as
is fnhown by Do&or Tillotfon in his Dif-
‘courfes againft the Socimians; alfo by Dr.
ivbirhy in his Expofition on the place, and
others. . $o that this rather denies than
afferts Chrifts équality to God, tho’ fill
e was in the Form of ‘God,-as that Notes
the outward Refemblance of him in his
mighty Power and Works, &~c. which is
‘the conftant meaning of the word form in

‘the New Teftament; -
But becaufe fome think{uch Perfettions

‘are in Scripture afcribed to Chrift, as will
prove him to be God in the higheft Senfe,
- [ proceed to {hew; .
Thirdly, That our Blefled Lord Jefus
‘Diiclaims thofe Infinite perfections which
belong only to the Supream God of Gods.
‘And ’tis moft certéin; thatif he wantone,
orany of thele PerfeCtions thatare Effen-
tial t6 the Deity; He is'not God in the
Chief Senfe : And if we find him Dif-
claiming the Oue, he cannot challenge the

{elf.
Now, it is moft evident, that our Lord

Jelus (whatever Power he had) Contcfles
2gain and again, that he had not Infinite
Power ot Himfelf, Fobx 5. 30." Of my Self’
I can do nothing., He had been Speaking
of great Miracles, viz. Railing the Dead,
and Executing all Judgment; but all a-

“long takes Care, Men fhou’d know that

His Snfficiency for thele Things was of
Ged the Father. -In the begining of ‘the
Difcourfe, v 19. the-Son cando nothing bire
what be fees the Fither do ' So in the Adid-
dle. v.26, 27. the Father his given to the
Son to have life su Fimfelfy and asif he
cou'd never too much Inculcate this great
Truth, he adds towards the Conclufion;
Ican do nothing of my Self a='iwwurd, qr
from nothing that is my Se/f do I draw
this Power and Authority. Szre this is

not the Voice of God, but of 2 Man! For

the moft Migh can Receive from none;
he cannot be made more Mighty or Wile,
&c. becaufe to Abfolute Perfedtion can be
no Addition, Rem. 11. 35. And fince
Power in God, is:an Rffential Perfeétion;

it follows, that if 'it-be derived’, Then fo

is the Effence ov Being it Self , which is
Blafphemy againft the Moft High, for’tis
to Ungod Him ; to-Number Him among
Poor Dependent Derivarive Beings; Whilit

the Supream God 7undeed , is only he who

Other: tor to deny Himfelf to have all 13 the Firit Canfe , and Ablolute Orig.ina.lr

7

Divine Perfeftions; or to deny Himfelf of alk

to be the Infinite God, is'the fame Thing: = Nay |
felt here, in Qppofitionto his Farkber; who

fie fays, ‘gave him-all Power : Now if he
had fuch an Etrernal D.vine Word , Unired

'Let us obfer ve fomeInftances for the Proof

of this Point. o
r. One Great and Peculiar Perfection

further, Qur Lord confiders Him?

of the Deity, is Abfolate, underived morenearly to Himthanthe Father; Surely

-Oimpipotence : He who cannot Work
a1l Miracles, and do whatever he

Liftof Himfelf, without help frem A—-C-

he wou’d have -owned his Power to be
from-that #prd of Divine Son. * -

How
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. How comes he to Afcribe nething to Thought or Spake too highly of Him; And
‘thar, " fnce “tis fuppofed to be equal in  werily if the Mans Error layin this, that he .

Power to the Father Himfelf, and more
nearly Allyed to Jefiis Chrilt | as the O-
perating Principal in Him ? So Fobn 14.10.
Al Fatber inme does rfafif’oré.r;, by which,
'tis evident there was no Divine Agent in
- and with Him, bur the Father; He only
has all Power of Himfelf, and needs no
Affiftance. -
2. Another Infinite PetfeCtion; thitmuft
riceds be in the Deity, is Supream Abfo-
Inte Goodnels : A// Nations have confented
to'this by theLight of Nature; that Ty e,
& Optimns Maximms, are the Prime
Charalters of the Sypreans as the Orator
fays, heis One; 446 nec Melins, nec Majus-
concips Poteft : The Fulle®, and Higheft
of all that are called Good; For indeed all
other Good is derived from Him.

Now the Lord Jefus exprefsly Dilclaims
this Charater, Mae. 19. 17. Jefus fzid te
him, by callest thow me Good? there ts
uone Good but one, that is God; where 'tis
moft evident that he diftinguifhes Himfelf
from’'God, as not the fame with Him, and
denies of Himfelf, what he affirms of God :
And as. l'Q that *Div_ine erfeétion of Su-
pream Infinite Goodrefs; He Challenges
the Man for prefuming to fay what {ee-
med to Attribute it to Him, and leads
Him off to Another; who, and who only
was more Bminently fo.

"Tis altonifhing to, fee what Violence is
Oftered to the Sacred Text, by fuch as
Mantain the Equality of Jefus Chnft to
God His Father : What a ftrange fetch is
it to fuppofe our Lords Meaning to be
This? qgeed. Ihnow Man, they dost not
take Me for God as Iam; Wiy then dost

thon give Me the Title belonging to Him

~enly 2. when there is not one Word in the
Context looking this Way; For Chrift ne-
ver Challenges the Poor Man, with this,
that he thought too meanly of him (as

they fuppofe) but quite contrary, that he

thought too meanly of Chrift, whillt His
words otherwife were juftly enough ap-
plyed to Him : I cannot think our Lord
would have rebuked Him in that Manner;
for inftead of keeping him ftill to the right
Obje€t, and rethifying His apprehenfions
about it, which only were wrong, He
{feems clearly to carry Him off to another
tfrom Himfelf, as not the right Objett,
without retitying His Thoughts of Chritt
at all; and to what End coud Chrift Re-
prove Him. in fuch away, as never tells
Him what was his Fault, rather tempts

Him to run into another, and leads Him
out of the Way.

It thou’d feem rather (if any fuch notion
had been then conceived by any,) that the
Man did think Him to be God; for if he
thought Him to be the Supream Good, that
was to make Him God inHiseye; and if He.
did not intend fo much, but only meant it
of an Iuferior Good, how cou'd Chrift re-
buke Him forit, fince that was no Fault
or Etror2 And truly they who [4y Chrifts
Receiving #a/bip, when on Earth, proves
His Deity,can hardly givean Account why
the Man fhould give, or Chrift Reeeive
Worfhip from Him, as He did, Mark 10.-
17.if he didnot. take him for God ? How-
ever, what{oever the Man thought, he fays
what Jefus Chrift thougbr, was only pro-:
per to be faid of God, and too much to -
be faid of Himfelf, as the Qbvious Senfe
of His Words declares.

And let me add, that if our Lord Jefus
had on purpole left the Matter Difguifed,
not willing to difcover who he was then;
yet 'tis {trange that the Evangelifts who
many Years after relate the Matter,
when 1t was Neceflary to have it believed, -
that Chrift was Supream God " (as is pre-
tended) that they 7 fay, fhou’d not un-
riddle the Matter, by inferting fome Cau-
tious Glaufe, as t/ar.this He faid to-prove

nm, -
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him, or becaufe he. khew he ' denied His
God-head, or the like: For fomsetsmes on
lefs Qccafions they: enter fuch Cautions,
Fobn 6.-6. Ch. 21. 23, And yertho’ Three
of the Evangelilts relate this Difcourfe ,
they all do it the fame way, and not one
of them Says a tittle to direCt us to this
Secret way of Interpretation, but leaves
us to the hazard of a molt Fatal miftake
(even Recommended tous by this Hiftory ;)
if Jefus Chrift were indeed the Supreim
Good in as High a Senle as God His Fatker,
which he {o apparently here dentes, and
by that he denies Himfelf to be the moft
High God. . '
3. I will only add .one perfeCtion more,
viz. Abfolnte Omnifcience or unlimited
Knowledge of all Things, Past, Prefent,
and to came, P[. 147. 5. His nnderStanding
2 Infinite. So Ifa. 41, 23. Aéts 15. 18,
known to God are all His works from tne
Beginnizg. | -
Now, ‘tis plain our Lord Jefus Chrift
had not this Infinite Knowledge, Particu-
latly notof futwreT hings,{uch as
of Judgment, Marg 13, 32. Says-he, of
that Day knows no Man, no, not the Angels
in Heaven, nor the Son, but the Father
only. Here the S profefles His know-
ledge to be limsted, and Inferior to the
Fathers, 7. e. the Sox of the Father, or Son
of God; the Son as #bove Angels in Know-
ledge, the Son in the moft Ewinent Senfe :
Now how is it poffible the Sox can be God
Infinite, and yet have but a finite under-
{tanding? or can he be Equal in Know-
ledge to the Father, and yet not know as
much as the Father 2 And be{ure if he was
not an Infinite God, when on Earth, he
cannot be fuchafterwards: Thus we have

of the day .

. What canbe faid againft thele plain Ar-
guments? [iraagine our Oppofers have byt
one [Bifr left for the evading them, and
that 15 a diftin€tion which ferves ‘em’'in
all Cafes; for rhey fay, Jelus Chrilt fpeaks
thefe Things of Himfelf,as Man only, while
he had another Nature as God, which he
Referved, and Excepted outof ithe Cafe s
So-that when he fays, I cansot do thus my
Self, or Iam not to be called the Chief
Good, or do not know this, &, accor-
ding to thems, the meaning is gu, -4 I have
not thefe perfeCtionsin my bumane Nature,

but yet I know, and-can do all unaffifted,

and am the Chief Good in My Divine
Nature, which alfo.1s more properly my -
Self : The Vanity of which Subterfuge I
intend now to lay open, by fhewing how
Abfurdly this Diftinétion of the rwe Na-
tures_is-pretended, to take off the Force -
of {uch Expreflions from Chrifts own
Mouth, ‘which in their Natural and Lin-
difguifed appearance, do proclaim His
Inferiority to God, even the Father, and -
I fhall Dwell themore uponthis, becaufe
’t1is the moft Popular and Common E-
vafion, and comes in at-every turn, when -
all other relief fails. ~ -

It wou'd be no unreafonable Demand ,
to ask , what Intimation of any‘fuch Dj-
Stinttion of ‘two Natures they can poing’
us o, in any of thefe Dilcourfes of Chrifta -
Why fhou’d Men Devife or Imagine for-

Him, fuch a Strange , and-{eemingly De-"

ceitful way of Speaking; from no Ground,'
nor Neceflty, other thar that of uphol--
ding their own precarious Opinion? But
I have feveral Remarks to make upon this -

“common Anf{wer.,

That which in the Fr§# place T have to

ﬁse_n Chrift Himfelt, with His own mouth Objeétagaintt itis; That our Blefled Lord -
Di{claiming IniniteQriginal Power, Good-  Jefus Chrift , if Him/z/f was the Supream -
nefs and Knowledge to belong to Him, but God in any Nature of His ows, Cou’d not’
attributes them to His Father or/y as-ano- have faid fuch Things, (as I conceive) in-:
ther, diftin€t from Himfelf, from- whom any Confifteney , with Trirth and Sincetity; -
izée derived of each in a dependent |imited - T (which 4

ANEr. T
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(which'he alwiys mantained, (ictly) he
‘eow’d not fay Himfelt::cou'd.fot-dg ;. oy
'did not khow-the Thing, which - all ghis

coming-fliall be¥ Marin 4. 5i Heanfwers -
them - by.giving:them fome Genefal Ac--
count of ‘the Matter, :-bys fays rhat-the par-

while' Himfelf couw'd do,-and did know
very well, as befure if he was theSupream
God, he cou’d and did, for this were to my oppofers) that he knew it not with his
make Him fay what is moft Falle, and t0 Humane knowledge, tho’ he kneiviit well
Egsivocate in the moft deceitful manner; enough with His Diwine, at the fame time,”
for tho” we, fhou'd {uppofe he-confiltedoi that he faid, the So bnows it not, abfolute-

‘two Infinitly diftant Natures, and fo had ly and indefinitely, -
two Capacities of Knowledge, @c. Yet  And yet if Jefus Chrift had.a Divine
fince Him/felf includes them both, itfol- Knowledgeand Nature, no doubt his Dif- .
Jows, that the denying a Thing of Himfe! ciples(who, if any Bodymuft be fuppofed o
in abfolute Terms, without any Limitation believe it) direéted the queftion to that,ra-
in the Words, or other. obviops Circum- therthan to theimperfect humane capacity;
" fasices, does plainly imply a denial of its and.yerin anfwer to it, he fays, he: brew
belonging to any part of His Perfon; or #ot the day, which' wou'd not be counted
to any Nature in it; For tho” we may.af- Sincerity or Truth in Men, :much les -
firm a Thing of a Perfon, which belongs was Jefus'Chrilt in danger of it, in His
onlyto a part of him; as I'may properly moueh 7o Guile wasy.ler uis ot impute it

fay a Man is wounded or- hurt , tho™it be to Him. « ¢ -7\
only in- one Member, {uppofe an-Arm;  That you may fee thisis fair reifoning,
Yet I cannot- jultly deny a Thing.of him hear how fome of the other fide own it,
which belongs only to one part, becaufe when out of the heat of this controverfy.
it belongs not to another; as I cannot{ay JSee Doitor Stillingfleets Sermen, on Aat.
a2 Man is not wounded , - becaufe tho’ one 10, 16. {peaking at’ the Equzwocarions of
Arm be Shot or Wounded , . yet the other Popifh Priefts, . whafe' common Anfwer,
is whole. ;. when Examined -about. what they have
Forinftance, I havetwo Organs of fight, known by Conteflion ,is:that they know
‘two Eyes; Now fuppofe Iconverfe with a st zor, which they think to vindicate from
Man with one Eye /%#¢ and the otheropes; thetharge of Lying; by faying, that i»
if being asked whether Lfaw him, Ifthow'd Coafeffion, the Priest knows Matters as
“dare to fay Ifaw him not (without any God, ot 45 Man,: and therefore he deaies
limitation) meanixg to my felf, that 1 faw to know them, meaning it,, 4s Man. But
him not with the Eye which was fhur, {zys the Doctor this 1s ablur'd; becaufeto
“tho’ (4l I aw him well enough with the {fay he does not 'know, is as much
Eye which wasopen; I fear I{hou’d bear as to fay he doth not 4wy way krow :
the reproach of a Lyar and Deceiver, not- Now if this be 2 good anfwer .againt
withftanding fuch a mental Refervationas the PapiiZs, as no doubt it is; Then fure
{ome ‘wou'd attribute to the Holy Fefns. 'tis {oin the prelent Cafe : Therefore when
For knowledge is the Eye of the Perton, Chrift fays, he knows not the Day of
Jefus Chrift is fuppofled to have two of Judgment; s as much as to {ay he does
thefe knowing Capacities; “the .one weak, not any way know it; and confequently,
the other ftrong and peircing that difcerns “tis a van Shiftto fay, it was as Manonly s
all Things; now as fuch an one, the Dif- we fi-ult beware lealt we. bring the Holy
ciples repair to Him, and ask Him, when Jefus onder Ju~h reproach for Equivocati-
the end of the World and time of His or. &3 che Romfh Prieils ye - under
E ’ and -

ticular Day and:Hour he kfew 'not, nor.
did any know but the Father,meaning, (fay
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and make the Fefuiis themfelves think they
havea good Title to that Name , by imi-
tating heresn, his. own Example; which
in this very snffance they alledge with {o
great Advantage according to thisInterpre-

tation. : |
2. Asa further Evidence , That Jefus

Chrift intended no fuch Ditinétion of two
Natures, 25 i pretended ; tis to be obfer-
ved, that he puts not the diffinftion , or
eppofition between the Son of Adan, and
the Eternal #ord (as {fome fpeak) but be-
tween the Soiz and his Father, AMark 13.

) Cl

cludes all that is the Son, and then thet.
cou'd be no Son of God thart knew of th.:
Day whicl only the Father knew of , anc

confequently no Son that is God equalto

the Father. .-
3. Moreover, That Interpretation muft

needs be unjuft, which if admitted, will

make all, even the moft plin Speech #n-
certain , and utterly infignificant - as this
interpretation of Thriit’s words wou'd do:
For as I ask the Patrons of this Qpinion ,

in what words Jefus Chrift cou'd 7iz Brief
-have denied himfelf to be God moft High;

32. Not the Soi knows, but only the Father if;?t‘: had a mind to do it, more plain and

‘by which ’tis plain, He had no thoughtot

including any Perfon or Natureoi i.isown

full than thefe? In which hefays, heknew
not alf things as the Father did, fior-cou’d

among the excepted: For whatever was do all things, . -So I wou'd fain have
not the Father, he lays, wasignorantof them fhewme, what words of that Nature

“that Day ; now *tis cestain, that'in 50 Na-
ture was the Son the Father 5 and confe-

quently where Nose but the ¥ather knows, not evadeand make infignificant.

none who is#ot the Father, can be intend-

he cou’d have ufed, which the fame way
of interpretation, asthey, here ufe , will
For
had he {aid, or Swor» in plain wordsthus,

ed; and finceour Lord was making an ex-

Viz, 1tell you I am not the Supream God s

ception in the Cafe , he wou'd not have and none but my Father has that Glory.

forgotten to except the Eternal Word too,
if there had been {uch a Divine principle
in himfelf, equal tothe Father and diftinét
from him 5 tor’tis a known Rsule, that an
exception from a general Affertion, con-
firms it as to other inftances not excepted.
Will they fay , That by the Father is
meant ali Three Perfons here 2 Wiz, Fa-
ther Son and Holy Ghoft: What!can the

Fatber as oppofed to the §on , be put for
the Fatherand the Son ? What woful work

will this make with Scripture , . to.fuppofe
that what are Oppofed to each other , do
include each other, under the very Chara-
¢ters by which they are oppofed 2 As well
may they fay ; thatin the Bapti{mal Form;
by the Father is meant, Father, Son, and
Spirit , tho’ he be diltinguifhed from the
other twos and I fhou’d defpair of ever
underftanding the Scriptures above all
Books that ever were written, at this Rate
of Interpretation: No doubt therefore
but the Fatber as oppofed to the Son, ex-

They wou’d upon the fame Reafon {tilLhave
faid, This was to be underftood of him as
Max only : So that no words profefling
himfelf #ot to be God, cou'd be a prook
of it, if this way of interpretation be Al-

lowed : Sothat I may,’fafely ay thus much,’ .
that the Biefled Jelus has declared himfelf -

not to be the Supream God , < or egual e

the Father, asplainiy 2s-wordscou'd (peak;

or in brief, exprefs: And that this Declas
ration made oy him elready. is not-to be
evaded , any other way, that what-wil

make it impoffible his mind fhou’d be un= -

derftood by any words he cou'd have deo -
hignedly ufedin the matfer: Letany ong

try if. this do.not hold True ; and {ure it
muft bean.abfur'd way of interpretation

which leaves 2 Man no Opportunity-or

Power of fpeaking his Meaning plainly, {o

as to be underftood.. T

- 4-Again, Thisway of interpretation,which

the Advocates. of the Opinion I'oppofe;,

are fo much necefluated to, for uphﬁld_ing; '
~ their-

[},

.

¥

}
!
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. oipiCaule, ' does plainly overthrow it a-

20} 1 and.may be turned . againft them-
wives'y: for if it be juft and true to deny of
- Chirift ablolutely what belongs to him in
 one Nature, becaufe thereis another Na-
ture in which it belongs not to him; thes,
fince to-.be the chief God belongs to him
(accarding to our-Adverfaries) only in one
Nature, and not in refpeét of the other,
or humane Nature , ‘it followsthat it may
a5 juftly be faid Jefus Chrift is not God ,
nor to be Worfbiped or Trufted as fuch;
Nay, That he was not before the Firgin
‘Marys according to them .and the like;
and this without adding any limitation or
reftriétion , any more than our Lord does
1n the place mentioned.

What would they f2y toone who fhou’d
fpezk or-preach {0, That Felus is nor God
that he-cannot do all things, nor is equal
to the Father; ¢r¢. Wou’d they not con-
clude- ' he was a Denyer of the Deity of
Chiift > elfe he wou'd never {peak fo un-
guarded : upon the fawme Account, -when
g efus Chrift himfelf fays ity that he can-
not of 4imfelf do all things, nor knows all
things, and makes no referves in his words,
we may conclude he alfo dewses his being
-Supreéam God 5 elfe, if it be a jult way of
fpeaking in him, it cannot be unjuft in us
toimitate him, by denyinghim indefinite-
Iy, to be,what-he in anyoheNatureis not,
;e that-heis #or God, without adding
- more. -.

“Nay, After this way of Spesking which
they Attribute to Chrift , a Man may be
Taveht to fay his Creed Backiwind ; and
yet Thakea true profeflion of his Faith, by
denying ‘of Jefus Chrift i abfolure. Ex-
preflibns, whar ever may- be denfed of one

fecrer unexprefled Referve, Viz: Meaning

it of the Divine Nature (to whichthey be-
long not) So that one may fay, I believe
not that Je{us Chrift-was Conceived of the
Holy Ghoft, or Bors of the Virgin Mdary ;
I believe that he never was Crucified under

‘Pontins Pilate , nor was Dead or Buried

that he never Rofe nor Afcended, nor will
Return vifibly again; for his ivine Nature

(which ’tis pretended he had) was net ca-

pable of thefe Things ; and fince they fay,
the Perfonality is Divine, here feems more
warrant to be bolder in denying indefinite..
ly of the perfon what belongs not to the
Divine Nature, whole the Perfonalityis,
thanin {o denying, of the perfon whaton-
ly belongs riot to the humane Nature: as
this interpretation makes Chrift to do.

5. Finally, it welghs fomething with
me, in oppofition to'this way of interpre-
tation, that the Evangelifts never take any
occafion (when they had fo many) to fub-
joyn any Castion againit taking Chrift’s
wordsin their obvious Senfe, when he fays,
He did not know the Howr, &c. and the
like, Ifas we faid, our Lord had no mind
to reveal his Divinity ( tho’ I {ee not ftill
why he fhou’d deny it thus) yet fzre his
Apoftles who wrcte {o many Years after,
whom it concerned to Reveal all impor-
tant Truths moft clearly, wou'd not fail to
have {et rhe Reader Right , by removing
{uch obvious OGbjectionsas thefeare againit
the Supream Deity of Chrift ; and {aying,
he fpake this only in refpeét of his AZen-
hood, that ‘be kaew not all things, &ec.
But here is not one Caution given, "as.ofs
ten we find there was about lefs Matters,
Fohiz 2. 21, chi 11.13. No doubi-it was,
becaufe they wou’d have thething under-

of his Natures: thus {mcethe Apoffles Creed {tood as it faivlylyes, not thinkingof any
takes Notice of nothing to bebelieved con- {uch fecret Referve in Chrift, of & Divive

cerning Chiilt , - but what belongs- to his

Nature it his Perfon, 1o be tacirly sxcept-

Afasiuod (which is very Rvgnge, if there ‘ed, when he had dented fuch pe:iections

were'atty “Aiticlés relating te'his Divinity,

svhich muft néeds bz molbimportant) one -Thus icrem: 0d, el Ch
friay ventute to deny thearall, with rhis difclaims ipfimte perteCtions, to belong to

of his Perfon indefinitely. ) .
“Thus itremaing Good, that Tefus Chyilt

nim
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him as to the Father;, and therefore that
he is not the fame infinite God with him,
if we can believe his own Words : But be-
fore I conclude this Argument, I fhall en-
deavour to Anfwer what our OQppolets of-
fer on the contrary (ide : They fay there is
abundant Evidence from other Scriptures,
that Jefus Chrift has thofe pertetions in
him, whichI have fhewed in the foremen-
tioned places, he denies of himfelf; thefe
they layin Ballance to theother, and fince
both fides cannpt he proved, 1t muft be
examined, which ought to yield > Parti-
cula:ly they {ay Omnifciesnce 1s afcriped to
Jefus Chrift, evenfuch as is peculiar to the
Supream God, and fince thisindeed is that
infinite perfeStion which they feem to al-
ledge the moft plaufible Teftimonies for its
belonging to him , therefore I chufe to
fingle out thisin particular: I think I have
made good the Negaiize already from his
own Mouth , that he did not know all
things : Novcan any thing of equal Evi-
dence and Force be produced for the Af-
Amative, as will appear upon confiderate
Examination.

The inftances viually alledged to prove
the infinite Omuifcience of Jelus Chrift are
either ; 1. Suchas{peakof his knowing 4/
things in General; or, 2. Of his knowing
Mens Thoughts and Fearts In particular:
To both which I Reply. |

Firfp, 'Tis ObjeCted, that the Dilciples
aferibeto him the Knowledge of all things,

commend them highly, and were  affeCted
with wonder; for Admiratien and Praife
rattally inclines to run out igto Hyperoo-
les; thus the Woman of Tekeas under R
furprifing wonder of David’s Sagacity cries
out: My Lord buows all things on Earth ,
and 15 &s Wife as an Angel, 2 Sam. 14.20.
and the Apoltle in commendarion of fome
Chriftians 1ays, They kuew all Things,
t Fobn 2 20. and 27. and yet tis plain{uch
Encomiums muft have their limitations;
and indeed the Jews feem to havethought
that their Prophetsknew, in a manner, 4/
Things, Thus Luke 7. 39. Whena woman
of ill Fame Anointed ouriLords Head ;
the Pharifee (ays of him, If this Manwere
@ Prophet, he would know what manner of
Woman thisis: And when the woman of
Samariz found that he rold herof 4/ her
fecret Aéts that ever fhe did, theconcludes
thus, Sir I perceive thou art a Prophet,
Fohn 4. 19, "Tis no wonder then if the
Difciples {peak thus of him, thou knowett
all things , without efteeming.him more

than the greate{t of Prophets.

3. 'Tis evident they never intended
more, by attributing all knowledge to him,
from their own words in one of the Texts
mentionied, Fobn 16, 30." Where the Dil-
ciplestell us, how much they inferred from
his Great Knowledge (which.theydelcribe
and extol, by faying, Thou knowelt 2%
things) not that he was God, but one fent
of God, by this we believethart thon cameff

as Fobir 16. 30. ch. 21,17, Thon knoweft al] forth from God : Not that thou thy felf are
things s I Anfner; That as thole Exprefli- that God. So that by thefe large exprefii-
cns are words of Admiration from the ons, they only intend to Attribute to hiry
Difciples xot yet infpired : Sothey are in- what a crexted Being is, by Divine Affi-
tended only to exprefs 2 very great and ftance, capableof; and therefore "tis.Vio-
comprchenfive” Knowledge far from infi- lence to theis words, to infer from them
nite, D.vite f)‘?};mﬁ‘fﬁrzcc? as appears. that ]eﬁl§ Chrift 1s Gﬂd, when thE_IIleIVES
1. By Chiiit’s own words .he knew not infer no {uch thing; who beft knew thelr,
what the Father knew, Jiz. The time of own meaning, , ,
the Day of Judement. And yet if it were Granted thatour Lord
2. In that it was common to afcrioe 2/ Jelus knowsall ¢hings, 7. e. which affua/l
knowledue to Men of cxtraordinary are; yet if he knows not all Faururitieston,
Wildom, efpecially when any intended to which himlelf Denies, he comes ﬂ}o{gé of
- winne

—-—
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infinite Omnifcience. For ought I know,
a finite. Being may thave a lsnowledge com-
menfurate to this poor Earth, whichisbut
2 duft of the Ballance 5 and yet not.know
all Gods fecret Purpoles, orthe Seafons
which the Father keepsin his own Hand,
“Alts 1. 1.

-2, 'TisObjecled, That the knowledge of
the Heart is alcribed to Chrift, Fobn 2.24:
Mat. 9. 9. But efpecially, Rev. Z.23. and
this they fay is what belongs to God only,

port that God has #0 equal herein, or that
there is an_Eminent Senfe only in which
fuch perfe€tions are peculiar to God , and
incommunicable to all others; tho’ ftillin
a Lower Senfe fomething ot them may be
Communicated by him tc others; and this
fhall be feen, to be no forced Suppofition,
but according to the current ftrain of plain
Scripture , in a2 multitude of inltances.
Thus’tis faid, ThatGod enlyisWife, Rom.
16.27. 1 Tim. 1. 17. S0 Ch. 6. 16, God

as Solomon judges, 1 Kin. 8. 39. and God only has Immortality. So Thou only art

claims it as his eminent Glery,
}nd yet Fefus Chrilt fays,

ear
furely he muft be that God, #%o only knows
the Hearts of all the Children of men. 1
take thisto be the ftrongeft inftance that
can be produced from the Sacred Text, for
proving any infinite Divine Perfettions to
belong to the Lord Jefus Chrift, and 1t
{hall be ferioufly coniidered.

In Anfiver hereto , I fhall fhew Twe
things. 1. In what Senfe, the {earching
and knowing the Heart is made pecaliar
to God, and incommunieable to others; by
thofe Texts: 2. That motwithftanding it
be peculiar to him in [ome Senfe, yet thele
| Aﬁfs may in another Senfe be juitly Attri-

buted to another, and perform'd by him
who is not the Moft High God.

1. Astothe former, tho’ Solomox (ay,
Theu Lord on/r knowelt the Hearts of all
Men. Yetwhat if I fay, 'tis no woncler that
o lomon fhou’d not know of any other to

-whom that Excellency was Communica-
ved. fince this Maffery of the Unfearchable
Riches and Fulnefs of Chrit, of G
being manifestin his Flefh, and his High

“Fxaltation of him, was hidden inthe A-

aes paft,

that our Lord Jelus
- Authority and Dignity, 101
R eceived anfwerable Abilities :

fuch Expreflions in
ting {ome perfections L0 God,

and of Gods

and only mar:ifefted in the times
of the Goipel; for’tisin thefe latter times
has obtained his great
for which he has from him 2
Vet I 2dd,
Scripture ,” appropria-
do onlyim- and Hearts of Men, hath been. Communi-

Fer. 17,10, Holy,Rev.15. 4.and yet there are Wile and
I am he who Holy Men, and immortal Holy Angelsand
ches the Heart ; therefore fay shey , Spirits

. bur the meaning of rhote appro-
priate Exprefltons is, that the Blefled God
is Wife, and Holy, and Immortal, in a
more Excellent way and higher Senic ti1an
all others, and in which Senfe others can-
not be fo, fo when *tis faid God 07/y knows
the hearts of Men, it muft be interpreted
the fame way, Fiz. That there is nonecan
know the Heart as Cod does, {o Univer-
fally, fo immediately and independently :
And yet 'tis no contradition, to fay that
he enables another to do it, in great mea-
fure, under him; and as he wou'd Argue
but very weakly who fhowd go about to
prove an Angel to be God, from this that
he is called Holy and Wile, @*c. whieh

are faid -to belong to God only : Even {o

in the fame manner muft they Argue who .
wou’d prove Jefus Chrifttobethe Supream
God, from his knowing Mens Hearts, be-
caufe s faid to belong to God only; ex-
cept they can fhewthat Jefus Chrift knows
in the fame excellent independent manner
and degree as his Father, and that heis
no more beholden to him {or Ability and
Affiftance than he isto his Son Fefns Chrift.
So I might Argue from /f4. 46. ¢. That
God only knows Futyrities, and yet how
often have the Prophets foretold them

And tis not hard to fuppofe that asHoli-
nefsand Wifdom, fo to know the thoughts

cated
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cated to Prophets and Apoftles; was there
not fomething of this, if not in the Pro-
phet Elifhas , telling the fecret Counfels
of the Syrian King, 2 Kings 6, 12. yetat
Jealt in the Spirit of Difcerning mentioned
1 Cor.12.10. and inthe cafe of Ananiasand
Saphira? Afts 5. Lgrant this was by Di-
wine affifance of the Spirit ot God, and by
Revelation : Neither is our Lord Yefus
Chri$t afham’d to own that Hisknowledge

is {ometimes owing to Revelation from God

His Father, Rev. 1. 1. If any fhou'd ask,
how Jefus Chrift comes to know all that
he Reveals in thofe Seven Enpiltles to the
Severr Churches, ¢, The very Firft
Words of that Book of the Revelations,
may bean anfwer, [rwas the Revelation
which God gave to Jefns Chrift, &c. No
wonder then that he fays, he knows their
Works, their Hearts, and their approaching
Judgments and Tryals, when His own
vaft Abilities are affited byGodsRevelation.

But it will be {aid, that His fearching
the Hearr, Imports it to be His own A¢t.
Anfwer; So it may very well be; for what-
ever a Man knows, he knows it by his
own A¢t; And why may not the Adind

3]

dependence on His Father,as to the. Ay -
ner, appears by what has been faid already :
And therefore the knowledge of the heart
attributed to Him, mult be {uch asis con-
Giftent with His Subordination to the Fa-
thers greater Knowledge.

'Tis pleaded, That 'tis not poflible for
2 Finite Being to have fuch Univerfal
knowledge of the hearts and ways of Men,
as is afcribed to Jefus Chrift, and which
as Head and Ruler of the Church, and
World, He ought to have, and therefore
he is infinite God.

Anfwer, 1 am pretty fure, it can never
be demonitrated , that it exceeds a Finite
capacity to know the concerns of all on
this Earth, when the enlarged under{tan-
ding is aflifted in the higheft Manner by
Divine influence and Revelation. The
reafon is, becaufe the Ofeét is Finite, and
I challenge any Man to fhew me how it
can be impoflible for a Finite capacity to
Comprehend a FiniteObjett, as this World
is, and wou’d be, tho’ it were Ten thou-
fand times greater than itis? Iam Satisfy’d
this can never be demonftrated to imply
any contradiction in it; And that all {fucl

fearch, and yet be under thelight of Re- imaginations concerning 1it, Proceed Chiefly
velation , and the Influence of Superior from too high a Conceit of Man, and toe

affiftance? But yet afterall, thefe Words
of {earching the Heart, areonly an ex-
pre(fion that denotes the Accaracy of His
Krowledge , not the AManner of attaining
to it, for taken properly, as applyed to
God, ’ris difhondurable to fay, heis put
to make a fearch, fince all things are naked
and open to His view. And if they muft
be taken StrifHly and Properly, asapplyed
to Chrift, then they belong not to Him
in the /e Sence as they do to God, and
{» can be no Argument of His being that
God, which leads me to fhew:

Sesondly, Thattheres no abfurdiry in at-
tributing rkz Knowledge of the Heart to
Fefus Christ, tho' He be not the Mot
High God. That he knows things with

fome limitation as to the Degree, and in
I

low apprehenfion of the infinite God; as
if the diftance between thefe two was

{0 {mall, thatthere cou’d not be one made
of a Capacity fo much above Men, as to
be Commenfurate to them all, but pre-
fently he muft be the moft High God,
as tho’ that Supreme Being cou’d not pro-
duce one who fhou’d be a Thoufand times
beyond all this Earth and its Inhabitants,
and yet it be infinitely below Himfelf :
Methinks,if the S#z was but an Intelligent
Creature, and cou'd diftufe his Inellettual
Influences as he do’s his Natural: cou’d
but {ee and underftand with his Beams
and fecret Influences, *Tis ealy to imagine
what a Penetrating and Comprehenfive
kn wledge he might have, but we may
Entertain much greater thoughts of the

s of Righteusfrefs, Fefus Cirist,  And
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And I conceive a ftrong argument to
prove Jefus Chrift as Man, capable of
fuch deep and extenfive Knowledge, may
be drawn from the Offices of Dignity and
Power conferred on Him . by God. For

God has given to Hs tobe Head over all
things, Epn. 1. 22. He f:n,v:fg:'wn or COM -

mitted to Him all Fudgment, John 5. 22.
And that as theSon of Adan, v.27.inthort,
His Kingly Office by which he Rules over
all the World, and talkes {pecial care of all
His Members, as it NecufTarily fuppofes
fis knowledge of the whole Eftate of His
Church and every Member of ir, asfar as
15 neceflary for the Difcharge of that 7745%
So I think 1t undeniably proves this large
Knowledge to be Exercifed by Him as
Maun, however he gains it;

For, fince this Ofhce and Power is gi-
ven, it cannot Terminate in the Divine
Naturey for who can give to God, any
Digznity or Power, who has all Or/ginally
in His own Being 2 ¢ muft then be given
to the Muaxs, or humane Nature only : Arid
if the Man Chrilt Jefus fuftain this Office,
and be invefted with this Kingly Power,
even with 4// Power in Heaven and Sarth,
then as Man we cannot deny Him to be
fuitably qualifyed for it, with all requifite
Abilities, left we reproach God, as calling
one to an Employment, who is not fitted
for it, or Himfelf in affuming a truft which
he is not able to difcharge; befides, unlefs
His humane Nature can execute this Pow-
er, it cannot be faid to be given to it, for
a Power which cannot be be exerted , or
is impoffible to be executed, is not given
nor Received, any more thana Commifl-
on, or Grant to a Stock oraTree, to bear
Rule, not over the other Trees (as in Fo-
thams Apologue) but over a Nation, er to
GCommand an Army: "[is no Gift at all,
if this were the cale, that the d4i4s Chrift
Tefus beusterly incapable of the Office and
Government lodged in Him.

If it be faid, That tho’ the Office and
delegated Authority be committed to the

humane, vyet ’tis only executed by the

Divine Nature in Chrift. I Aefwer, 'Tis
molt unreafonable to tuppofe this Truf?
committed to the Man Chrift, who mult
at lalt deliver it up, 1Cor. 15. 24. and yet
the Management ot it bzlong only to ano-
ther Being ¢+ How can he be Commended

for being Faithful , overthe Honle of God,

to Him who appointed or cenststuted Him,

Heb. 3. 2.6, when ’ds not expetted he
fhou'd execute His Office? I Grant indeed
that His Kingly Office is executed by the af-
(ittance of God, as he exerts His Divine
Power and Wifdom, through the humane
Nature of Chrift, and Communicates of
them in a// falne(s to Him, m whom it
dwells; Brtto {ay, that the ManChrift does
not Exercife His Kingly Univerfal Power,
but that His Divine Nature ({uppofing it)
does folely and immediately execute the
Oflicz given to Him as Aan or Mediator,
(for to God can nothing be given) isin my
Mind a molt Grofs ablurdity; tor 'tis to fay,
That God Officiates for Man, in Executi-
on of a Delegated, or Subordinate Autho-
rity; or that he Alts under the Authority,
and in the Name of a Creature, which is
not meet to be (aid of the Supreme God,
It remains theretore, That as Chrift’s Uni-
verfal Kingdom and Headfhip, is by Gift
from God (of which enly the Man Chrif}
1s the Receiver) committed as a 7r#fF to
Him ; So he certainly wants no ability to
execute that Truft in the Natzre entrulted
with it; I fay noability, whether of Pow-
er or Knowledge, {uflicientto render Him,
a careful , vigorous, and every way mofk
Efte€ual Head of His Body, and Rulerof
the World, and to deny this, is to Rob
Him of His greateft Glorv.

Befides, What Benefit or G/t is itto the
Man Chrift, that the Divine Nature fhou'd
execute a Power which it #/ways had, and
cou'd Exercife without any Gift to Him 2
What Reward, or what Addition was this
to Him.

Another
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Another Argnment may be drawn, ficm boch Thomifts and Scotifts, allow Him u-
that Comfortable Ground of confidence in niverfal Knowledge, tho'they differ in

2 Chriffians Addrefs to God, which the their way of explaining it,
Scripture lays down, wiz. The Simpa- And there was a time in the Siath Cen-

thizine Compaffion of our Lord Jelus t#ry, when in the Chriftian Church {ome
Chrift, towards His diftrefled Servants, were branded with Herefre, under the
arifing from His own {ufferings when on Name of Aynoere, who held Chrift was
Larth, Heb. 4. 15.16. Seeing we have 1gnorant of any thing, which I conceive
not an Figh Prieft, who cannot be rouched mult have been in relation to Bis buwane
with the feeling of onr Infirmities, byt was Nature; for thole Perfons owned Him to

in all points Tempted as we are ! Let us
therefore come boldly to the Throne of Grace.
Chrift’s having been tryed with Suferings,
makes Him a more Compafltonate earneft
Advocate forus; and this is our Comfort

Now ‘tis certain, This Compaflion
arifing from His own experience of trou-
ble , can belong to ncne but His humane
Nature; the Divine Nature is Compaflto-
nate, but zot for thisreafon, becanfe itwas
Tempted, or grieved with Mifery: No, 1t
was only the Man Chrift Suffered, and
confequently feels a Symparsy from hence
with His diftrefled Servants : And ’tismoft
certain, that if he Sympathize with them
in their troubles, he muft then know them
in that Nature , which only has a fellow
feeling of them , for none can Sympathize
with the Miferiesof others which he knows
not of ; So that they who deny Chrilt’s
humane Nature to becapable of the know-
ledge of all our Miferies, do in efleCt deny
Him to be fuch a Compaffionate Advocate
25 the Scripture reprefents Him, and Robd
us of this Strong eround of Confolation
and Hope in our approaches to God,
which the Apoffle wou’d have us to bund
on.

And this Do€trine has been {o far from
appearing, either impofhible,, or afurd to
the reafon of Mankind, that I might pro-

duce the confent of a very great INumber
of learned Men, even among them who

have a Divine Nature , and ’us hard to

imagine they cou’d attribute Ignorance ro

that. But (waving that Matter which is
difputed) it is enough for my purpote, viz.
to prove what Senfe the Chrittian Church:
then had of Chrilts exrenfive Knowledge
as Man; that they who wroteagainft thofe °
Hereticks, doexprefsly deny anyignorance

“in Chrift as Man; for this we may produce

two famous Patriarchs of the Chriftian
Church at that time, viz. Enlogins of
Alexandria, and Gregory of Rome: Thofe
Hereticks produced for their Opinion ;
Chrilts Words, Thathe knew not the time
of the laft Judgment, as an inftance of
His 1gnorance : To this the Former Per-
fon fays, that he was nst ignorant of it

not as Man, and wmuch lefs a5 Ged 2 The

[ arrer (ays, In Natura quidems bumanitaris

novifle, fed non ex Naturd bumanitatis.
He knew it with the humane Nature, but
that knowledge did not rife from the hu-
manity ; which 1s what I manrain as to the
knowledge Tattribute to him, but not
extending it'{o faras toail faturities, which
they did. | *

And T find not a few of the Modern
Reformed Divines, (who wien out of this
Ditpute) {peak agreeably to this, and are
far from thinking it Idolatry, to afcribe as -
much knowledge as I have done, to the
M Chrift. Thus the Reverend Mr.
Bavter, in his noteson Eph. 4. 16. plainly

oppofe myother Opinions. The Lutberans intimates, that heconceivesan-Ange/might
allow the Man Chriflt a fort of univerfal be made capable of Ruling the Uﬂf’{w;};d |
knowledge, as well as univerfal Prefence Church on Earth by. Legillation , Judz-
which they Plead for. The School-Men, ment, and Execution : ¥or having. faid .

tiits..
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this Task was impoflible te any Power
but Divine 3 He correts himfelf by a d-

ing, or Anpelical at leafr; And fure the

Man Chrilt’s Ability, is far Superior to

Indeed, as to the manner of knowing
the heart; We cannot tell how the inhabi-
tants of the other World have accefs to
our minds or te each others, but without

Angels; befidesthat he hasthem Miniftring doubr, Fe/us Corist; whofe eyes are as a

to Him, and giving Him norice of Matters
if there be any Qccatson; for he has Seven
Principal Spirits, who are the Eyes of the
Lamb fent forth through all the Earth, as
the fame Author interprets, Rev. . 6.

So the Author of a little Book, called
the Future State, the fame who wrote the
Good Samaritan, a worthy Divine of the
Church of En¢lind, fays many things
very Rational concerning the large extent
of Chrifts humane Knowledge ; that pro-
bably, He can as eafily infpcit the whole
Globeof this Earth, and the Heavens that
encompdfsit, aswe can view 4 Globe of ar
TuchDiameter, P.46. 47. that be intercedes
asMan,and can be intercede in acafe which
he knows not 2 So again, P.150. The like fays
Limbarchin his Theol. Chrift.lib- 5. C. 18.

Let me add only the Teftimony of Dr.
Thomas Goodwin, who was never Ifuppole
cenfured for an [dolatcr among Diffenters;
And vyet ’tis {carce poflible that 1 fhou’d
attribnte greater knowledge to the Adax
Jefus Chrift than he. See his Seleét cafes,
part 3d, where he fays, The bumsane under-
ftanding of Chrift takes in all occrrrences
which concerns His Church., And that a
be [aid all Power in Heaven and Earth is

sven me of my Father , [o might be [ay all
inow/edge in Heawen and Earth is given
me, that his Beams pierce into  every
corner, thar be knows the Soreof every Heart,
and concludes with theleremarkable words,
that as a Looking-Glafs wronght inthe form
of aGlobe, reprefents the Images of all that
15 in the Room : & the enlarged humane
sunder(tanding of Chrift, takes in all things
in Heaven and Earth at once. 1t {eems
thefe Men did not take it to be the Pe-
culiar PerfeCtion of the Divine Nature to
know the Hearts; So as that no Crearure
cowd partake of it byDivine afliitance and
Revelation.

Flame of Fire, has maore proper abilities
for penetration, as well as more Revelati-
on from God, and more Capacity, for
receiving and Treafuring it up, thanall
others. In fhort,tis evident Chrift as Max,
15 the Great Admimiftrator of Gods provi-
dential Kingdom, $ob# 5. 27. As Man, he
muft Judge the whole World, 4&%s 19.31.
which implies vaftand univerfalKnowledge:
Who then dares fay, that the J4zs Chrift
Jelus, has not a Knowledge as large as this
narrow Earth, or as the Sand by the Sea

fhore, without any Hyperbole? 1 think *tis

beyond all reafonable doubt, and as this
DoCtrine has appeared Rational enough,’
and efcaped all Cenfure, as far as I know,
when delivered by others than the Unira-
rians: S0 I hope it muft not be counted
Heietical in them, for which others never
Vorfetted the Glotious Titie of Orthodo.

Thus 1t appears, Thait all which is faid
of Chrift’s cxtenfive Kn-wiledge in Scrip-
ture, 1s far from proving Him to be the
Supreme [rfinite God, it may be Accounted
for otherwife very fairly: And the like
may be allo faid with rélpe& to other
(which {ome cali) Divine perfetions attri-
buted to FHim, that they are no more
truly inﬁnite, as attriduted to Him, than
this of Knowledge, but that thereare plain
evidences of their being ateributed to Him
in a Limited, and inferior Senle, in com-
partfon of what they are, in the mott
Glorious God over all Gods: and therefore
Men had need produce other fort of At-

guments for the Supreme Deity of Chrift,
than from thefe Topicks.

Nor do I doubr but I cou’d mantain my
caute with equal advantage, upon the
Head of Divine worfkip, which is anothes
Zopick , whence my oppofers wou’d infer
the Deity of the Lord Jefus Chrift; it

WCIG
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were ealy to {hew, there is no Inftance of I muit have one whois fupreme God an8

fupreme Divine Worfhip given sitimately Man, for my Mediator with God, -then
to him in Scripture, but on the contrary, when I addrefs to Jefus Chrift as the fu-
that all the, Hogour it affigns to him, is preme God, where is the God-man that
fuch s {peaks him to be inferior to the Fa- muft be my Mediator with him ? To fay -
ther, and dependent on him ; fince itis he Mediates with himfelf, is the fame as to
wholly grounded upon what God his Fa- {2y, that I muft go to him without a Me-
ther has gracioufly éeffowed on him : Thus diator, and -turns the whole Bufinefs of
he requires Baptifm (if that be an a&t of Mediation into a Meraphor, contrary to the
immediate proper Worfhip ) i bzs Name, common fenfe of things, as wellas againft
Becaufe a#/powerin Heaven and Earth was the Scriptare 5 and I woa'd gladly know
given to bim. Thus we muft honour the what 1s the notion of going to God with-
Sox as (truly not as greatly as) we henour out a Mediator, If this be all, that he me-
the Father, becaufe the Father hath com- diates with himfelf 2 Who ever ‘doubted
mitted, or given, allj#dgment to bim, Joh. the exercile of his own Wifdow or Mercy,
5. 22, 23. Thus at the Name of Tefus mnft that thefe doin a fort plead in him 2 Bus
every Kuee bow, and every Tongne . confefs fure theScriptures{peakof a Mediator with-
him to be Lord; beeaufe as a reward of out him, when they fet forth Jefus Chrift
his Obedience the Father hath givenbim a4 as fuch ; and who is this Mediarer, when
Name above every Name : And’tis added, we go toJefusChrift as the/t/mareObject 2
that all this Homage is ultimately to the If it be faid sz FHymane Nature only, akls
Glory of the Father. Worfhip which is thus in this Mediation, tho’as united to the Di-
grounded uponderived and borrowed Ex- wine ; I anfwer, That as this is till to make
cellency, is not fupremely Divine,and can- Chri/t Mediator with bsmfelf; {o the Hu-
not be offered to the Infinite Self-originate, mane Nature is not God man; and if the
Independent Deity, without a great Af- Man, or Humane Nature aloze, be capable
front, becaufe ’tis not the moft excellent, of doing the part of a Mediator, then ’tis
Mul. 1. 14. topraife anindependent God, not neceflary that Fefres Corist fhou’d be
for Honour and Power granted to him by more than 2 Mazinhabited by, and related
another, fuppofes a Falfhood, and mingles to God, in order to that Office.: Nor may
Reproaches with Praife. . - . it be faid, that the snion to the Divine Na-
So that however there may be the fame ture, gives n s#fimte efficacyto thofe Afls,
common external A&s, or Words; ( {uch of which the Humane only is the principle;
as bowing the Knee, and faying Glory and for unlefs by that union, the Humane Na-
Prajfe, &c.) ufed to God and the Medix- ture was turn’d into an Infinite or Divine
tor ;.as alfo in’ fome Inftances, they are Nature; its alts can no more be reckoned
eiven in common to ordinary Men, yet the properly and smtrsnfecally Infnite in this
Mind of 3 rational Worfhiper, will make a cafe; than his Body or Humane Under-
Diftin&tion in his inward Intention, as no Standing are infinite, becaufe {o united to
doubtbut thofe devout Jews did, who in an Infinite Nature. - -
the fame aét, bowed their Heads, and wor- But(ﬁfﬁat fully demonftrates, that the
fipped both God and the King, 1 Chron. Humiang nature of Chrift can never be an
26. 20. but I fhall not purfue this any far- effeltss! Mediator,(according to them) no,
ther at prefent not tho’ it were perfonally urited to.the
Moreover, I judge, that to affert Jefus Divine is this, viz. That they dény this
Chuift to be the fupreme God, fubverts the Humane nature {o umited, to have the
Gofpel-Dotrine of his Mediation ; for it knougedge of thefecret,mental Prayers,the
| ' | o nward
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‘inward Defires and ‘Diftrefles of all Cnri- mifts and Diffenters, one part holding 25r¢e
{tians, or to know any ones Heart; And real Perfons, ‘or tifisite Betngs, the other
how then can he bea ‘compiflionate Inter™ butose ((fortheyarendt yet agreed whetli.
ceffor in cafes that he knows nothing of ? er they worfhip t/rs¢ infinite fupreme Be-
Or how canhe have afefow-feeling of their ings orbut 0se ) {ojbetween them both,théfe
Sufferings, which he knows not that they two great Dolfrines are {ubverted,-the Re-
feel at all 2 What comfort is there.in this a%/rs leave room for a Mediator in the
account of Chrift’s Mediation 2 The Divine Godbexd ; but they-deftroy the Unity of
Nature is precluded fromit, becaufe they God, who is oxe Infinite Being :'on the o-
dire& us to feek to that as the altimate ther hand, they who hold true to the Di-
Objeét thro' a Mediator ; and the Humane vine Unity, or one infinite Being under
Nature, they fay, may know nothing of three modes, or Properties, or Relations,
our cafe, nor knows owr Hearts, whetherwe do by plain confequence leave no place
Worfhip fincerely, or Repent fincerely, or for fuch a Medraror as they require, viz.
hypocritically enly; and fo knows not how One who 18 an ssfinite God, to be Media-
to reprefent, ‘or recommend us to God : tor with the infinite God ; -when there
Whata cafe now do thefe Men bring us in- is no other zafinsre Being but his own, and
to ? There is no Mediator left, to inter- he cannot be thought re intercede with
pofe with the fupreme God, {o that we bimfe/f neither : So that to keep the Gof-
muft deal with him smmediately and alone, pel ‘Faith whole and #sdefiled, ’tis necef-
which they will-own is far from the Gof- fary that we avoid both thefe Rocks, by
pel Do&trine or Method.  Thes is the La. believing God and his Chrsft-to be Two Be-
Yefus turn’d out of his Office, on a pretence ings, that{o there may be room for ‘Orie
of giving him higher honour: So that up- to Mediate with the Other : And thatthefe
on the whole,"as farasl fee, we had -even Twoare not two equal or fupreme Beings,
as good be content with the Apoffles fair but one [ubordinate to the other,that fowe
and plain account of this matter ; if its be- may prefervethe@mity of the fupremeGod.
ing {o very intelligible, may notbe an un- - Let usthen bethink our felves ferioufly,
pardonable Objeaion againft it, iz, That not whit'the Church in latter Days has
there is but one'God, and one Mediator be- thought of - Jelis Chrift, but what his own
tween God and Man, the Man Chorift Fefus, Apoltles, when infpired, have thought of
1 Tim. 2. §. Never let us fear, but Paxl him : Methinks none was more likely, or
knew how to defcribe the Medsaror, with- ever had a fairer' Qccafion to reprefent his
out leaving out the better half of him, or Lordinthe hc_ig};ﬁ: of his Glory, than the A-
the principal Nature : Our Mediator, ac- poftle - Peter, in the Day of Pentecqf !
cording to him, was only a Ma»; who That Day of Triumph, with the newly
alfo is by Office a God, or Ruler over all ;and vifibly infpired Apoftles : Hear how

made foby him who pats &/ things under magnificently he defcribes his glorious Lord
him. ~ Fefus before his Murtherers, 4625 2. 22. 2z

And indeed as there are two. princl- men of lirael vear toefe words, Tefns of Na-
pal diftinguifhing Do&rines of Chrifiiani- 2axeth, a man approved of God among you,
2y, relating to the Umiy of the fupreme oy Miracies, Worders and Signs, which God
God, and the ose Medsator with him; {o did by bim s» the midfi of yon: Again v,
theTrinstarianshaveloft them bothamong 36.. Let all the Honfe of 1lrael know affur.
y heir feveral Parties. For as they are di-edly, that God hath made that fame Fe-
vided into two principal Parties (‘befides s whom ye bave Crucified, both Lord and .
feveral Sub-divifions) both among Confor. Chrifr. . Now ‘tis obfervable; the Apoftle
R - | was -
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was aiming at fuch a Delcription &f Jefus properly Chrift is moft High God, isto”
Chrift, as: might ftrike the Hearts of his fay theinferior is' {upreme, and the Man is
Muriberers with the greateft-horror of their God ; which.cannot bgs~only by a Figure,
Crime, »..23. and therefore cou'd neve as the Bread & Chrtft’s Body, wsz. by re-
omit the moflt emphatical Branch of his Jatson, ¢&c. And truly if the Bufinefs can
Defcription, wiz. His lufinsite Deity, if he be falved here; by making 2 perfonal -
had.really been fuch; what a territying nion between God and Chrift, I fee not
Argument had that been to beget Convi- why the Papifts'may not {et up fuch ano-
&ion in. his Perfecutors beyond all the ther Union between Chrift’s Body and the
reft, to tell them they had fhed the Blood Bread in the Eucharift,and then they may
of the Iufinite God bimfelf ? "Tis certainly ftoutly defend that 'tis the Body of Chrift
all 4z and low, that Peterfays in compa- properly. Bsut indeed nothing is morc ob-
rifon of this, vix. That he was but a Man vious than !the unfteadinefs of many Pro-
approvedof God. Did he not underftand,or teftant Writers, when they write againft
would he betray bis Caufe by {uch an Q- the Papsffs and the Unirarians : How do
miflion ? And yet heonly reprefents Chrift they go backwards and forwards ? 4nd
as.a God by Inkabitation and Exaltation. when they have triumphantly and fully
When he was far from being daunted with beaten ofl the vain Affaults and Obje-
any-fear to ownChrilt fully; nay,if this Des- Ctions of the Papifts, they take up their
¢y of Chrift were 2 fundamental Article of baffled Arguments; and urgel'them she
Chrifiian Faith, how comes it to pafs, that fame way ( as others did againft them) a-
when poor convinced Souls, in anguifh for gainftthe Unitarians ; and whatthey have
their Crimes, feek Direbtion how to fe/z- maintained again{t the former, as good Ar-
ved from them? ». 37. The Apoftle thou’d gument, notwith{tanding Romifh Evafi-
net acquaint them with thss Article, but ons; thele Arguments they oppofe, when
direéts them to believe in this Fefus, {fuch the Unitarians turn them againft them- -
as Be had defcribed him? Did he direét felves, in the point of the Trinity, and -
wounded Souls to an sufaficient Saviour, they betake themfelves to like Shifts and -
without telling '’em he was the infinite Evafions. Thus let the Papifts obje&t to -
God ? Yet they are Baptiz'd and added to them the Novelty of the Proteftant Reli-
the Church, and numbred among fuch as gion, and ask them where was their Re-
fhall be faved : How can this be, if the ligion and Church before Lsther ? They
fiupreme Godhead of Chrift be a fundamen- think it 2 weak Cavil, and can tell "em -
tal Article of the Chriftian Faith? So 4&%s their Religion was in the Bible, and <.
10, 38, God was with bim. This was all Church among the Primjtiv~ Eﬁri‘[l;ﬂel-r
to conclude God and Chrift (or one a- however it lay hid ip*%e time of - .
nointed) are twO D;ﬁamte;; or different Apoftacy ; an< et to the Unitariay ?}:OH
Things, as much as Chrift's Body, and can make the fume Objeion, whe hty
Bread are, and therefore cannotbe predi- any Chriftian  Church for (o ma;e ;5
cated one of the other, in a proper fenfe, ges held that Chrft wis not God 4 AT’ :
or without a figure, as all our Writers a- gainft-the Papift they will prove that the
. . ;. - - €
gainft the Romi/h Tran{ubltantiation,argue. Fatbers did not hold thé Elements to be -
and is of equal force inthe'prefent cafe. Chrift’s real Body and Blood becau(e‘
To ve anumed, imports, to be raifed by they oft call them the Images the’reof : Bu:
Authority and Honour ganfe‘rr’d ; 'Us in let the Umitarian argue that Chrift is. not
eftedt so fay, the Perfon isa Creature, or the {upreme-God, becaufe ‘the Scripture -

inferior Being ; and sherefore to fay that fliles him the Jmage-of God ;- and - there-
forg-«
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fare net the God whofe Image only
then, the thing it felf and irs image muft
be the-fame thing¥ Apuisft the Papilt

they can prove S. Peter was inferior to the

Church, and the reft of the Apoftles, (tho’
not fingly to each) becaufe -he was fent up
and down by them : This Barosius takes
hald of , and tells them by the fame rea-
lon, they -muft grant the Arians Argument
to be good, wiz. That the Father is great-
er than the Soi, becaufe the Son is fext by

him : But let an Unitarian argue thus,

and thentho’ the Fatherfends, and the Son
be fest by him, yet they fhall both be e-
qual, and this fhall make no difference :
Against the Papiffsthey willboaf}, that they
don‘t_ hoodwink the People in Ignorance;
but bid' them inquire and ‘examine, and
the more éﬁl& better, while ’tis ground of
Sulpicign,.that the Papifts cheat Men, by
their fiéeping them from the Light ; but
now. having to do with the Unitarians,
they tack about, and bid beware of Read-
ing ‘and Difputing ; they are for an impls-
cste Faith, without examining into deep
Myfteries; they bid us believe, not pry in-
to themi ;. tho” we only defire to examine
whether'the Scriptures do reveal any fuch
Myfteries at all ; the reft we will believe,
if we cou'd fee that, and defire no other
liberty in-interpreting Scripture, than they
takefo juitly, in interpreting Chrift’s words,
~ Thss 1 my Body. Upon Proteftant Princi-
ples the Unitarians think they can ftand
their ground, and defend themfelves in
thefe Matteis, as eahily as the ProreStasts
can againft the Papifts. |
As to Primitive Antiquity, fo thany I»-
guirers both among the Romifh and Ke-
formed Writers, have given their impartial
Teftimony, that it runs for Arius’s Do-
Etrine, and have made {uch poor Apolo-
gies for thofe Farhers, as tho’ they knew
not,; op were not careful of their funda-
-mental Articles of Baith, till they came to
-be bandied about in General Councsis, that

- X think it not needful to fay more here,

teisy only owe thing I wou'd fuggeft'y That a]-

lowing “the Primitive Writers to. {peak 1n
different places with great, at leaft feeming
Difcord (which‘any ingenuous Man mufk
erant) {fometimes plainly declaring Jefus
Chrift inferior to,. and the Servant of the
Father, before bis Incarnation 5 at other
times giving him high Titles, as of one
equdl with God ; yet ’tis far more reafona-
bie to {fuppofethe higher Expreflions fhou’d
be ekpounded according to the otber, than
the contrary ; becaufe in dicourfing of,
and pleading for a seloved admired Ob-
je€t, as the Lord Feftes deferves to be, .
'tis very eafy and natural-to run out iato
teains of Eloquence, and “lofty flights of .
Praife, which muft bé interpreted not
with i€t Rigour,} but with great Abate-
ments ; as is to be obferved in fome of
their high Encomiums on the veneraple
Myftery of the Eucharift, as tho’ with the
Papists, they took the Elements for
Chrift’s real Body, which .yet they evi-
dently did deny. But onthe contrary, no
Men are wont ever to {peak dimsinatively
on fuch occalions ; they cou'd not have a
thought to leffen their Mafter’s Glory ;
and therefore if they everreprefent -himas
set the {upreme God, nor-equal "to him,
we have all reafon to think, they then
{pake only the Words of Truth and Seber-
nefs, what the exact Matter required.
For my own part, 4s I write this under
the ferious Impreffions of thofe great-Re-
fations in which the Bleffed Fefus ftands
tome, whom I credit as my great Teach-
er; whom I defire to wdmire and love as
my gracious endeared Benefalfor, beyond
Father or Mother, or¥riends, @¢. Whom
I reverence as my Lord and Ruler, and
folemnly expeft, as my Final Glorious
Fudge, who 18 to come in his own, and in
hig Fathers Glory, Luk. g.26. And inthe
mean time deal with God thro” him, as
my only Mediator and Intesceflor : So X
earneltly praofefs, that 'tis not without

grievous and bitter Relentments, that &
fhowd
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fhan’d be empiey’d in Wutng Things,
which by fo many well-meaning Chufii.
ans will be mif interpreted, t0 be desc-
satory to the Honour of thie Gieat Re-
deemer ; but I know he loves nothing
put Truth in his Caufe, and will never be
offended, I hope, with any who ftand by
his own Words, viz. The Father i great-
er than I, ]
“perous thiny to {ay God s not greater than
he, or is not the Head of Corist ; for, whom
will ye equal to me, faith the Holy One 2 Ha,
40- 24. £ am perfwaded "tsTruth I piead
tor, and that Supports me -

However I wifh they who are Adver-
faricsto my Perfwafion, wou'd learn at lealt
the Modefty of one of the earliclt Writers
§or Christiamity fince the Apoltles, that we
have, I mean Fustin Martyr,who difputing
with a Jew, and pleading for the Honour
of Jefus Chrift, whom he calls 4 God &5
the Will of the Father, and one Who mim-
stred ro bas Hill, before his Incarnation :
This Perfon attempts to fhew, that Jefus
Chrift did preexsft of old, as a God, (in
his {enfe ) and was bern afterwards of a
Virgin ; but becaufe as he fays, there were
forne who conteffed him to be Cuiit, and
yet denied thofe Points of his PrieeXiftence
and hismiraculous Birth of a Virgin, that
Father calmly fays to his Advertary, If [/
fonll not denouftrare thafe thingsthat ke did
przenift, &co Asdwas born of aVirgin,
b Yhill, the Canfe 5 not loft, as to bis be-
sng the Chrift of God;if 1 do not prove that
be did Praexist, &c. I is juft tofaythat
I am miftaken in this Thing only, and not
ta deny that be is the Chrift ; for whofoever
he: be, that 15 everyway demonfirared, that
ke is the Chrift. Ard asfor thofe Chriffs.
‘ans who denied-the abovefaid things, and
held him to be only.a Man, born in the
ordinary way he enly fays of them; 7o
whoms I accord not. He does not damn
them who differed from him, nor will

fay the Chrifrian Religion is-fubverted, fup .
and Chrilt but an Fmpofier, and a Bwk?ﬂ;éﬂbﬁlrdﬁi_s it he be not the fame - very:

oh. 14.28. [ think it a dan-

Reed to trult on, if he be not the vory
fuprenye God , (che ranting Dialeft of our
piofane Age) no, butftill he was fure he-
is the true Chiilt, whatever elfe he might
be mittaken in ¢ "Tis delperate wickedne!s
in Men to hzzard the Reputation of the
Truth and Holinefs of the blefled Fefus,
upen a difficult and dilputable Oprmion
to dare to {iy, That if they are mittaken
in their Opinion ( which I verily believe)
then Jefus Chrift is 2 Liar and Deceiver,
a Mock Saviowr, and the hke : What s
this but to expole him to the Scorn of In-
fidels 2

So that I fee, with {orrow, that to this
very Day, even among profefled Ghrifts-
anys themiclves, Chrilt Crucified is to fome
a Stumbling block, andto otheis Foolifh-
nefs : It he be not as Good and Great, as
the God who appainted him for a Savios,
tho’ he be allowed to be a Adan approved
of God, by Signs and mighty Wonders
which God d'd by him 3 and 6y whom
Crod made the #orlds, as the Inftrument,
tho” he be granted to be Ode in whom
dwelt all the fulne(s of the Godbead, Joh.
14. 10. S0 as it never. dwelt before in
Prophets or any others. tho’. He - be One.:
with the Fatber, by Unityw{ Confent and
Will, as Caleis interprers Jobh. 10. 30.
One in teftimony with the Fathér and Spi-
1it, as Bexa and many othersunder{tand
thatin 1 Fohn 4. -7..Tho’ he pe. themoft
lively vifible image of God that the World
ever faw , {o that he who Jees him, does
in great meafure fee the Father, as in 2
bright Mirresr, Joh, 1g. 10 Tho' he be
owned and {erved, as one far above An-
gels, and Archangels s and over 4l Powe;s

in Heaven and Earth, a God or Ruler :

The great Adminifiraior of God’s King-
dom, both on Earth, and in-the invifible
Hades, as having the Keys, or Minifterial
Power of Death and Hell, Rev, 1. 19.:
Yet after all this, if he be not the very.
reme God himfelt; nay to compleat the

God -
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God, whole Son and Iinace, he is; He (hall Hiftory, that this Doftrine kas kept mope
be no Adedia:or tor them ; they do ex Hy- People from embracing rhe Christian Fuith,
~pothefi,; or on this Suppofition, openly dif than anyotber thing heknew of. Now tho'
own himfor theit Saviour and Confidence 5 T grant, that it it be the certain Zruth of
they are afamed to trult in him, and feem Ged, this muft be no argument apainit
rather to Duride and Repreach him, as veceiving ity yotr turely 1t (hou’d make
Aufufficient and Contempuble, than to Be- Men very cavtious and impartialin theirIn.
dieve on him. Thele things are to me guiry aboutitleft they biing on themlfelves
a very grievous. Offerce, who thmk it a rhe 7% denounced againit them, by whom
great pity, thar {o excellenta Conftituiion Offences (bt ze, Stumbling blocks in the
as the Golpel is, {o amiable to contem- way of the Gofpel ¥ do come,
plate, {0 proper to entertain cur thanktul  Inthe mean time,in midft of thefeTrou-
- Admiration, for the Grace and 1¥ifduvm 1t bles,’ris a greatandiweet Refrefhment to wait
contains,fhow’d eirker be loft in the clouds and hope for a Remove to the Aonnr Ado-
of an affelted Oblcurity, or expoled to riah, the Land of 7ijion above, where all
-thedetition of ungodly Scoffers. thefe Shades of the melancholly Night |
.. *Tis yet a further gricf to think what a fhall vanifh away, arnd an eternal Day
fatal ttop is hereby put to the Progrefs of of clear Light and Péace fhall thine on
“the Gofpel, whofe RejeCtion by Fews, Az~ them who love onr Lord Fefus sn fincerity,
Bometans and Pagans, is undeniably occa- in whofe glorious Dignity Lr¢jovee 5 nay;
fioned by .the common Doltrine of the In- I defire to boaft and Glory.in this Exalted,
carnation - of Ged 5 one may read in Le Enthroned - Redeemer ; fov worthy is the
Compte’s Hiftory of China, how the Hea- Lamb to recerve Glory, and Honour and
:thens derided the Chriftians DoCtrine of a Blefling and Power, fmen:Sobeit !
MortaiGod; and uponthat accountlodk’d  Now to Him who loved vs, and wafh-
upon Chriftianity as fabalons, as their own ed us from our Sinsin hisown Trood, and:
Religion : And DottorCanfabox, s his Beok_hath made us Kings and I.ictls 10.God;
-of Credulity and Incredulity, p. 118. Says even the Father, to Hin: 5¢ Clory end
‘he could prove by many Inftances out of Domision for ever. L

| Butthes L confefs unto thee, that after the way, whick tblej cﬂlz’Iierefy, fo Worfhip | the
God of my Fathers, believing all things which are wyitten in #e Law and the
,HOP’JffJ,' A&S 24. 14, o ; o | L K 5o L
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