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perceive that, the tendency of Mi’. F.’s system is to land us
in the swamp of Socinianism. But, whatever sentiment
implies a denial of the intrinsic worth, and saving merit of
our blessed Lord’s obedience, is periiicious. If, however,
his obedience and Adam’s be essentially the same, they
must be of equal worth, both beiiig he says, perfect by
one standard ; tile supposition of which consequent is big
with other consequences, which Mr. F. never intended to
admit as his belief, and this evinces an iiiconsistency in
hi,s creed, which no effort of his reasoning powers could
conceal.
6. To speak of the superiority of out’ Loi’d’s obedience
lying in the dignity of his person, and at the same time to
aim to separate his pei’sonal dignity from his obedience, as
Mr. F. has done, as though it were not essential to tue
natui’e and being of his righteousness, is not for edification,
and is unsanctioned by the sacred writings. They style him
Jehovah our righteousness, which signifies that his per
sonal divinity is necessary to the reality and worth of his
obedience. For, although we may distinguish the person
of Christ from his work, in our thoughts and sayings ; yet,
have we no warrant in holy writ to separate the dignity of’
his person from his obedience, as Mr. F. has endeavoured
to do; therefore, Immanuei’s obedience must be in its
kind, and for the matter of it, a better righteousness than
Adam’s was in his innocence. And he, himself, speaks
of the superiority of his obedience to that of all others;"
but, lie says, it lay in the digiiity of his person, which
stamped infinite value on every thing lie did." Still, if the
obedience itself be superior, yea, infinite in its value, it
must be strong evidence against Mr. F.’s manner of argu
ing. He does not say, that Christ is a superior person,
but, he says, his obedience is superior. And, I believe,
that his personal divinity so pervaded and influenced the
acts of his manhood, that his obedience was wrought under
its influence, and that in consequence thereof, the same
obedience of the God-Man, could never have been in its
nature and matter what it is, but foi’ his personal divinity
being thus united and efficacious. ‘We are not, theref’ore,
to consider our Lord’s obedience as merely a creatureper_
formance, that became, on being finished, stamped," and
so by some exti’insic act rendered valuable for his deeds
retain an intrinsic worth, and this at once proves Mi’. F.’s
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