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_AÂnd now in Rita dwelleth ail the fulness of the God-hiead
bodily" (Col. ii: 9); in the exalted Christ, possessor of a gloritied

-corporeaî humanity, there abides now and forever the infinite
vealth of the tenderness and wisdloin and power of God.

In this connection should be noticed the fainiliar passage, Phil.
ii: 6-11, the source of the Kenotie theorie-3; 1'Who, being in the
form of God, countcd it not a prize (R. V. rnarg. Ila thing to be
grasped at ") to be on an equality wittî God, but emptied Ilinseif
taking the form of aservant, etc." "'Bein o-" in v. 6, srnee
ini R. V. margin ««being originally ;" yet even this is not the full
-meaning of v'rdpXov: it seertis to imply also " continuing to be,"
Cp. Luke xi: 13; xvi: 14; xxiii: 50. Acts ii: 30; iii: 2; xiv:
,8; xvi: 20, 37; xvii: 24. Gali: 14; ii: 14. And the expres-
.-sion "l'in the fortn of God " is not equivalent to the expression

4«on an equality withi God," because Hie could not eînpty Himself
o? the' "form " of God, as this appears to express 1-is personality,
the Divine nature inseparable from His Person, -%vlereas He
-could and inid empty Himself of the state of equality with God
-as respects glory and rnajesty, for Hie did not count this -as a
-prize to be grasped and lield fast. TVien, retaining the Divine
nature, Hie added to it the huinan nature, taking the formi o? a
ser-vant, being made in the likeness of mnen, becomingm obedient
unto death, even the death o? the Cross. Paul does not discuss
-the limitations of Christ's consciousness involved in the process

-o? the Kenosis. "Empticd Hinuseif " does seem to iiply sonie-
-thing more personal and internai than nierely laying aside the
robes o? majesty; but cp. the ase o? the word xevov^v in Romi. iv:
14; 1 Cor. i: 17; ix: 1.5. 11 Cor. ix: 3. Pauli does notexplain
it, nor does lie try to distinguishi between the essential elements
-o? the " form o? God " whichi Christ retained and the "'equality
with God " whichi was surrendered. Neithier does hoe ever dis-
tinguish between the huinan and Divine in Christ, as if the
huinan by itself could have anythinig like personality. He thinks
of one Person, the Son o? God who, thoughi He was richi, yet for
,our sakes became poor, (II Cor. 8: 9), Who wvas found in fashion
-as a iman and afterwards exalted to the highiest glory.

There is rio question in Paul's mind about Christ's true
-divinity. The very titie '<Lord," wvhichi lie so oftcn applies to
Him, is thie uniforrn rendering of " Jehovali "lui the LXX ; it is so


