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representation of the subject to be ¢ stamped” with
error.

7. There was in the conduct of the Man Christ Jesus,
nothing contrary to the law of God; but he was perfectly
upright, innocent, and kind, being a rightcous “ exemplar”
in all thmgs but this does not prove that he was not the
subject of a supernatural and heavenly principle, of which
Adam knew nothing until after his fall.  Considering
Christ as the gracious and evangelical model, after which
all the chosen seed are formed by the Holy Comforter, in
an internal work and meetuness for glory, the law of inno-
cence knew nothing of him. The moral law, as given in
Adam, and afterwards on tables of stone, knew nothing of
supernatural things, which are the things of Christ. There
may be morality in many respects without Christ’s becom-
ing the life of the creature in his actions; but, on the other
hand, the life of Christ, in an evangehcal prmmple, cannot
be en_joyed through the Spirit, but what things becoming,
of a natural, moral, and civil kind, will be produced, more
or less, For spiritual interest will produce morality, or
good manners, though morality cannot produce spirituality.

Whatever excellent quality Adam had, the same Christ
had ; but, we cannot reverse the assertion, and say, what-
cver excellent quality Christ had, the same also Adam had,
Adam was as sinless as Christ, but il does not follow, that
he was as positively holy as Chnst or, that his holy prin.
uple was essentially the same as Christ’s.

“God’s law,” said Mr. F., “was within Christ’s
heart: he went to the end of the law for righteousness;
but 1t does not appear that he went beyond it.”

This may, with due distinction, be granted, without
making way for the conclusion desired by Mr. F.’s abet-
tors. Adam also had the law in his heart by nature, and
went to the end of it for righteousness, according to his
relation to his Maker, and his given ability 1o serve him,
We may admit this without supposing that either the two
agents, or their performances were equal; though neither
of them were condemnable. The requisition of obedience in
both cases was regulated by the power to obey. But the
heavenly Son of God must not be brought down to a level
with the earthly son in Eden; either as to his person or
his obedience ; for he could not but perform a better
righteousness than that of Adam.



