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ration, to tell him, < whether he were the Christ the Son
of God, (Luke xxii. 70,) or as another Evangelist ex-
presses it, ““ Art thou the Christ, the Son of the Blessed 7>
Can we for one moment suppose the High Priest meant,
whether he was a Son by Office, or an asswmed Son ?
Did not the High Priest, by declaring our Lord had
spoken blasphemy, prove he clearly understood him to
mean he was the essential Son? And would the High
Priest have rent his clothes, and have pronounced our
Lord a blasphemer for any thing short of an avowal,
which in the full sense and acceptation of the word,
he really believed to be blasphemy? But if there can be a
doubt upon the mind of any one open to conviction, that
doubt may be removed by the Holy Spirit’s testimony con-
cerning the Rulers of the Pharisees, viz. that they knew not
the Lorp oF Grory, for had they known him, they would
ot have put him to death! And if we have any authority
to believe in the mystery of God, viz. that there are three
testifiers which are one, we have the same authority to
believe that our Lord Jesus Christ, whose human nature
was begotten in Mary of the Holy Ghost, is the essential
Son of the Father; for the Holy Scriptures testify both to
the one and to the other. And if men receive the witness
of men, surely the witness of God in the Holy Scriptures is
greater ; and this is the witness of God which he hath
testified of ThE Sow, that he is the brightness of Glory,
and the express Image of his Person,* or the cHARAKTER

* In these days of Antichrist, the reader will not be displeased with
the following notes of Dr. Owen and others, on that important Scrip-
ture: *“'T'he brightness of his glory, and the express image of his person.”
Heb. i. 3.

Dr  fhwen.—<“There is here evidently a comparison with God the
*“ Father : he is infinitely glorious, eternally subsisting in his own person;
‘“and the Son is the brightness of his glory, and the express image of his
‘“ person. 'The hypostasis of the Father is the Father himself. Of him
‘“the Son is said to be the express image. As isthe Father, su is the Sun.
‘“ Man was created in the imoage of God, and is again by grace renewed
‘‘ therennto. Eph. iv. 23, 24. (Col. iii. 10. But to say, a man
‘“is the express image of God, is to depress the Glory of God by anthrop-
*“ morphism ; 50 that when God asks that question, Whom will ye com-
‘“ pure unto me ; and whom will ye liken me unto? We cannot answer of
*“any one who is not God by nature? There is nothing in these words
*“that is not applicable nnto the divine nature of Christ. He is in his
““ person distinct from the Father ; another, not the Father; but yet the



