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"how lahmacl and Esau should bo in the covenant of cirCiimcr-

-«ion, yel hnd no poiti^m m the covenant of jffat^ Nor ia it po«w

Bible for yon fo obviate thR difficulty, lha». if Abraham be the f«-

ddral head of his natural and Hptritnal seed, or of the covenant

•of grnce, whilst Christ isconfewedly ^he head of the Fame cove-

iiaat. there muat be two headsi of rh^t covenant, having as BUch,

coallecting titles to Bti{Teriority. *I^i««iB the first and great mis-

take respecting the cOveDUTif^hg^lf, Which perple'xeB lh« whoto

8ubj«^ct,---corrupt(* all the'Bitbsrqnent reasoning, atwJ cofifoundii

things which are essentiollydiftefeht.

\'our third and foirMh argumefltp^Hrand thciB. ^ We fire toM
bv the Aposilc that thecoveuant'iriade wjth Abraham was con-

firmed of God in'Chrrst, Gnl. ili.^chap. l^^lh verse, hehoe Iha

•covenant made with Abraham was tho crrv-enant of grace. i4th,

— It. is clear, all'believers under the go!?pel arc juetifi^d'^hy'fHi'h.

and the Apostle tells ua that in this Abraham was 'j«»iifi*<l."

Romans fv. chap, and tJdvorse. No ovenant did or couldaii-

'mit of jtiatifisation by f.iith, except the co^enartt df grace "

nor«, I would ask, whethur the covenant mndo with Abraiiani

ininy years before th(! covenant of circumctslon, na'mely, that

of which the Apostle spenks, as corifirtnod <.f (rod in Christy fuur

hundred ?ind thirty years bei'ore tho I^aw, ami which ex\)Tt^a*ly

fecured spirit u.-ifblosvings, was t\w. same irs the covenant of uir-

cumcision which expressly limits it!i Htipulatioua to tempiiial

blesaJngs ? It would be a most extraon?iiiary and unparallehil

circumstance, if one covenant ehoiild be deemed identical wilti

another, wiiich orniis the most desirable and most important .of

all it promises. Your constant avenuen',, that ti>e comiiiunicv-

tiouB mnde to Abraharn were substantially the same, is contrary

to scripture, for the Apostie does not speak of tfeera as the covt^^

naut, but users She plural number— co'y(?/jan/«, and covenants &f

promiKe. ttom. ix. chap. 4t^ verse, Kph. ii. chap. Ittth verse.

Let the reader peruBe with attention'the covenant of circum'
cision, reftorded in Geo xvii. chap C, 4, 7, It), and '14- versfls.

Let him discover if he can, the clause " In tiiec shall ail thw

families of the earth b»! blfssed." This wa-B expressed only in

the first promise to Abraham, Which was a repubhcationot' th«
name prediction given to Adam, and of the covenant made with
Noah, whose names wtre theucfl'forth mergfKl in that -of Abro-
hnm, the spiritual representaltve of ^'uture heliev*''??. fhrottgh i:is

Uessinor God, which wasaccownted to Kim for righteoUsuesfi";—

>

a description applit^d lo him with reference to a period long prior

t'> the command respecting circumcision. To employ tb«jn, th«
phrase Al>rahamic Covenant, as expressive of two dietiuct cii'>v«t-

jiants, made at two different, nay, distant periods, and for dif~

fcrent purposes, ih a manifebtconfusion of languaf^'e and misrc-'

pressefitafiop of Hcripiure, anil tn affirm that the covenant of cj;*

*;i»mcift>ou includes both the temporal anu the spiritunl nrochi'**
— >vln>ii i( is obvioUij thai the »pirifUii! prviinias is e.Uirj.Ov exwlu-


