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cils of Nice and Cous1talutinopie wore directed, and thie fact tlhat Ulis viow liad its
advocatcs then accounts for soute pectiliarities of pbraseo)ogy in thie Niceno and
in biter crticds. Mr. Deechoer corruiscates poeticaily aroinnd biis thecory, and irra-
diates it withi the briglit glow of luis genilus, but condescends to furnishi bardly
any proof of its correctncss. To lit it is well nighi seif-evident, presenlting as no
othier thieory dus, or cau, '" thie hauty and precionsntess of Chirist's enrtlily life."
Oit the othier liaud, tuie couîinioiily-receivedl doctrine is, in luis view, Il thiat extra-
dinary tiueoryV of the Incarnation, w1iiieb, witbiott a single express scriptural
statelient in utsgsupport, Iworks out IL couupeuud divine nature, wîtbuutt .1un1d0gue
or inuralil i hunuit muentai phiiosopIuy." This last brief quotation induces a
inuixeitnry sense of belvildoeruuuent, for yoli can scarce lielp asking, is it not, luis
Ultl teory titat ''works out Il comoinud Divine na.tuire," ratlier than tlie tlheory
whiicu preserves die twcu natures p~ure and simple ? Mlienu twvo clientical agents are
bromglit together and blended, tiy forin IL thiird and conlputin(l substance diflèr-
img front botli tiiose conceruec in its production ; and if Clirist's une nature be lite
preduct, of Deity aLs to spirit and huinanity as Lu body, biended togetier, liow can
the4 resuit bc otheri thjai a couupoid quite ditierent front Lie 4-eiiLnuets ont of
whichi it is -oiistituitedl ?Cal yin Ccoive of suclu aL eunilnlgliig cf the two
natures witbiolt (lisparageueunt, ani io8s to Doity, - thie pure wine cf Deity becoun-
ing diltite as ut wvere ivitli the ivater of hnnm11ality. Acccî'dnîg. t(> tlis viciw, the
Divine natuire occupied a body iii the place cf a lunnuian sou, and tiis union fornued
the Christ. Sncbl a cnpcuund is, IieVer, qtinte iniconceivabie, iii tie nature of
t1ingis. It is nulost explicitly talighft iii S-ripture, that thie etertual Suit of (4od wvas
inicarniate, or asmillied huîuaîuii nature, or hecaiie mnan, 0f course lie could neot cease
to ho God. Thte Divine nature iuust have cottnued uhaueImeause iL is essenl-
tiiy unehialigeabie. (hIty the euutîrelleus and cumpletelless cf Lite liitait nature
clitld therefure Jhave heen tilcted ly the union?ý Mr. ]3cclier denlies that, thie union
loft twu ivhoie, perfect and distincet natures j<tine(l togetlue-r înic'hrîst; and says, that
the Divine nature heeamne siilhj.-ct to liimittis)is, restrictiuîîs, physicai laws, ;îd all
conditions atteudamult on Iiîuuantiity. BIi't c»Doity ho iimited and restricted 1 ' od
is aL Spirit," hioi cat ic hoe buade subject to phiysicai lau' ? 'lie esseuîtial conditions
of iîmnuuimnity are sucuas iumefcin ekes iabiiity Lu tunaptaticu, a, narruw
l'auge cf knuwlcie, inrce of te future, and the liko. Ileu cid Deity bc
reduced su iowv, anud stili be Deity ? ()n Mr. Beeher's theory, whiat beounes cf
Ohirist's sylnpati)y %witlu lis arising out of idetitity cf nature ? As Gcd, lie ký ivs,
Our trials, buit betty cainuot, ho touiched with the feelinigs cf Our iniirnuiities, as thie
Scriptiure deciares mir 'Saviour eau hc, and is. WbVlere is Clirist's oxeiec f
temniptatiun on1 this tlheory 1 ''Ci"od caniiot be tùmnpted (À vi, but ont, Savieuir
iWa5 ' temtpt(3d iii ail po(ints like, as ive are, yet withiott siin." Mr. Bleechier seeks
tu alnîlilate tic (distance betwveon the inaitn and the divine,ý I1nd says, iait-
hccd)( is iie.rer 0rodhood, tioan ive arc ivont to Ibeheve." But thie Biîble chiart, of
being puts ai11 the distanuce of iiniitude 1)etween li thLwo matures. Lt tendles us8
tliat for Cliurist tc hazve taken te nature of anigels, wcuid hiave loft hinui sytuipathie-
ticaily ont of reaebi of the hinani siintuers lie liIad unde(rtakeni tu save, and asserts
that Il'ii ail1 tling]s iL behuovedl lhua to ho muade like mnto biis bretliren. " He
nuuist thecrefore have liad at lunînan satil as woill as a hian body. The iminutable
perfection of Deity assures uis tliat the (odiead cwntinuied perfect aiud intact, and
tituse exigeucies of redemlptili whvle delmalc(d a, tr"e hm ity, li~c s iii no
dunttl as to the copeeesof thie itaiilood. Tu sumni uip iii brief tâte considera-
Lions wvhicli settie titis queIstiont: there is itotiugc iatever in Sc'.iptiire to sug-
5gest or impiy Lie disappearance, absorption or cx.tinctîii of thie lit umnan nature in
the divine ;thie natural nieaningr of thoso dleciaratiuns wvicbl set :,orti tlie incar-
nation is, thlat, linunantity, thitugit taken ixurc union wvitlh Dcity, muntiinued te bc
hnulnallity retainlitig ail its essentiai properties ; and finaily, thiat, Christ is always
reprcsentud te uls as baviing been, durimg thie whiole period of biis abode on earthi, a
truc tuait, ILa fulil partaker of hiumait, nature iii ail iLs cemnplleteness." Tiiere is
no evidence in Seripture, thiat Chirist lacked aiiytbiing wliatevcr te inake hiiîu an


