
works of the Almighty in our sublunary Nworld, is in-
troduced with peculiar solemnity. On this important
occasion the Ulniglity speaks thius--Lct us make
nman in owr likeness, aller ouir image. MWas the Deity at
a loss ? WVas lie undetermined, whether, or ini what
*i-nanner, hie should proceed ? No, from, an earliest
.cternity the plan wvas formied ; and lie, whio fomîced,
wvith equal facility, executed it. Is there not here a

qplain intimation ofthie superiority of mian to ail the e-
thcr creatures, below,? iliat. the phrasealogy, let us
'makê, man, alludes to the royat stile arnong men, is an
:opîwor,ý highly improbable : he mode of speaking in
klie pIQral,number, arnong the poterîtatcs of the earth,
eews, to have been totally îuikuioxviiin thie times of
Moses,- S.ti1l more improbable is the opinion 'of some
.JeNisli iterprew~rs, whlo imagine, that, on this Import
'ant occasion, the AImiglty- colisulted with.certain be-
ings oftlig angelical kind, whom lie was pleased to
employ as go-a-ýdj u tors, or,. at least, as instruments, in the
fQlnation ýof. man. Does inot the sciipturc, every
where, .repr.esent. creation as the special p)rerogative,
the peculiar w'ork of the Deity? But may not the
plural expression be iiuîended to intimate tlie çoncur-
renice -and co-agcncy of the sacred tliree, in the forma-
tion of mnan, as, under his maker, lord .,f this Iower
world ?

In the intrôd-uctpry. account of creation, Cen. 1. i,
it lias been observed, the noun, that denotes the gr*qat
agent iii this ivork, is plural, and thç. verb, that expres-
--es his agency in~ it, is sinýular. TeGdedi n
4indn'ndivided ; Hlie persons-are tlîree, and,,though noýt
ýjvidûd, distinguishced olle froni another.

0 f mari alone,, to the exclusion of.all other creatures
on earth, it. s aflh'nied, thathle xvas formed in the liké-
ness and after the iniage of his nîaker. . fly thîs image
of God,,certain interpreters have ýund-erstood that idea
ji n the divine mind, iii coniformity .to .which mnan was-
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