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their blindness and perverseness on this occasion, that, if, in
turning over ¢ the oracles of God,’ they had sought him by con-
traries, and been required to depict him, in almost every par-
ticular, differently from what hereally was, they could not have
succeeded much better.

It is not the object of these remarks to controvert in the least
the acknowledged doctrine of the pre-existence of the heavenly
Messiah. That seems proved in the very first chapter of the
Bible, and is essential to his proper divinity, as the second
person of the Holy Trinity. It is asserted in various parts of
the apostolic epistles ; and, if there were no other texts to the
purpose, the opening of St. John’s Gospel, the express declara-
tions of our blessed Lord himself, John viii. 58, ¢ Verily, verily,
1 say unto you, before Abraham was I am;’ and John xvii. 5,
where he says, ¢ And now, O Father, glorify thou me with
thine own self, with the glory which I had with thee before the
world was,” would be quite sufficient.

The reality of this doctrine, therefore, forms no part of the
present question which is, whether our blessed Lord, as the
second person of the Holy Trinity, appeared in his individual
and appropriate character to Moses on the present occasion, or
to any of the patriarchs before him? Those who think there is
no suflicient ground for believing this, will feel their opinion
strengthened, perhaps, by the consideration, that it is not re-
cognised in the Liturgy, or Articles of our Church, and that
there is no trace of any such doctrine to be found throughout
the writings of the evangelists and apostles. :

The author of the epistle to the Hebrews, indeed, says, ch. i.
1, 2, * God, who at sundry times, and in divers manners, spake
in times past unto the fathers by the prophets,” hath, in these
last days,spuken unto us by his Son”’ Now, as the ¢ last days’
meant that period which commenced with the advent of the
Messiah, it 1s 22 intimation by the apostle, that he had not
spoken 10 men vefore; otherwise, the nature of the subject re-
quired that he should have mentioned it.

END OF THE FIRST VOLUME.
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