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ADVERTISEMENT,

URING the prefent triumphant Progrefs of Socinis
anifm, | republifh this Little Treatife, in a cool and
difpaflionate manner to cvincc?thc Reader, That fucly
men as Sir Isaac Newron, Dr. Coarke, Mr.
Wrispon, Prerce, Haper, Cnanorer, Fostar,
Emryn, and Brnson did not, without reafen and
judgmenty adopt thofe Tenets concerning the exalted
nature of our blefled Lord, for which some of them
Juffered bonds and imprifonment 5 and ALL of them bad
trial of cruel mockings and calumnies from the world.
If in any way this fimall "T'raét contribute to the Glory of
the Golpels 1 all cordially rejoice amidit that deplora.
ble condition, tg which jt hath pleafed GOIX that I
fhould be reduced by a fevere {troke of the Palfy, which
for fourteen months hath deprived me of the ufe of my
left fide, and rendered me an helplets cripple,  For the
principal Merit of this "I'reatife the Reader ftands in-
debted to the Rev, Mr. CLARK, late of Birmingham,
with whom, when [ was expert in feriptural knowledge,
I once difcourfed a whole day on this Spbjeét, 1 write
thia difcourle as a Gyeck Scholar, pringipally for the
edification and eftablithment of young Clergymen in ong
of the fundamental Concerns of our moft holy Faith;
no Anfwer thercfore, hut from a Scholar can bie deemed
fatisfaltory cither by others or by myfelfi  May Curi-
sTIANITY, that heavenly Syftem of Dofirines, Duties
and Difcoveries ta this World, diffufe its alutary infly-
ence in the hearts and lives of its Inhabitapts, whatever
their metaphyfical fpeculations may be concerning the
canc:ptfan and nature of that diving Perfon, whe had
glory with the Father before the 'war!d was’

{,una‘an, Hyde Streety Rlaumfl nr}, /34
Julyridy m'mnn Harwoop,



OF THE

SOCINIAN SCHEME.

N the celebrated Dialogue Dbetween Fuffin
Martyr and Trypho the Few, occurs the fol-
lowing diftinguithed paffage. ¢ It appears to
me, fays 9rypho, that they who maintain that
Chrift was merely a man, and that he was ac-
cording to the Divine purpofe anowted and con-
ftituted the Mefiah, advance a featiment much
more probable than what you efpoufe.  For all
of us Jews expeédt the Mefliah to be a man, and
that Lias will come and anoint him., But when
that Perfon, who is the Meffiah, fhall appear,
it will certainly be found, that he is a san born
from men™” And a little before, we hear the
A 3 {fame

_-—ﬂ—_m—h—-m_ﬁhmm

¥ Kar TpuQur, Epne pw Qoo imer, o MY m9pu#ay
lpnisd auTor, Kol XT LAY u:x;mﬂm, Xt XF}HF YU N d,
.,,.E}am-r.im ﬁfmr AyiLw Ty TAUY L t;.'?rip fpﬁc AoyTWY. Kith Yap TRy=
TIg i:;f.ult'; Toy Xpisor mgfumr lE mf};mwm Wfﬂu‘é‘ukwfmr 7!#:90’!#9:(!,

xus vor HMay NPTR Y7oy AT, 1wy oy wWres PairnTas wr §
Xfifos,



0 Of the Socinian ScHEME!

fame Yew making this declaration: ¢ The fens
timent appears to me to be ftrange and utterly
incapable of being demonftrated ; for to main-
tain, as you do, that the Mefliah was a Divine
perfon, and had a pre-exiftence before all ages,
and that afterwatds he fubmitted to affume
human nature, and was not merely a man from
an human origin, this feems to me not only a
paradexical, but a foolifh opinion, 1 am fenfible,
replies uflin: Martyr, that this fubject appears
to be paradoxical, efpecially to thole of your
nation, who never difcovered a defire either to
underftand or to do the things of God, but
rather chofe to adhere to your Rabbies, as God
himfelf witnefieth againft yous However, Try-
pho, the great truth that Jefus is the Chrift of
God, is not invalidated, if I fhould not be able
to {atisfy you that the Son of the univerfal Parent
18 & Divine perfon, and had a pre-exiftent State,
and that he became a man by means of the vir-
gin, For it is in cvery refpe@ demonftrable,
that he 15 the Meflabh of God, whatever his
nature may have beens  Should T not, therefore,
be able to fatisly you that he pre-exifted, and
that in compliance with the Divine will, he

humbled
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Of the Sccinian ScHEME, 4

humbled himfelf to become a man, to affume
human flefh, and to fubjeét himfelf to our mfir-
mities, it behoveth you to fay, that I enly am
in an error in this point—this will not juftify
you in denying that Jefus is the Chrift, fhould
he appear to have no other than an lbyman
origin, and to have been conftituted the Meflialy
by the cleétion of God. For, my friends, faid
I, there arc fome of our focicty who acknows-
Jedge him to be the Mefliah, but maintain thag
he was a mere man—to whofe opinion 1 afient
not *,”

From this honeft paflage we learn, in the
fuft place, that the Fews expefled that their
Meffiab would only be a man, and have no
other than an human original,  We fee Trypho
treat with great ridicule and contempt the doc-

A 4 trine
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§ Of the Sociniaw Scuemi,

trine of the pre-exiffence of Jefus, and the tranfe
miflion of this exalted Spirit into the utcrus of
a virgin! Ile calls it ftrange, pafling ftrange,
and fligmatizes this tenet of the Chriftians with
abfurdity and folly. ¢ You attempt, fays Try-
pro to Juflin Martyr, in another place, to prove
to me a thing utterly incredible and almoft im-
poflible, T'hat a God fubmitted to be dorn and
to become a man*!” He, clfewhere, attempts
to ridicule the notion which the Chriftians held
of the incarnation of a pre-exifting Mefliah, as
the height of ¢xtravagance and infatuation, ¢ We
read, fays he, in the Jleathen Mythology, that
Perfeus was begotten of a virgin called Danae
by their fupreme God Fupiter in the form of a
golden thower.  You Chrifians believe a fable
fimilar to this—You ought to be athamed of it
—You ought rather to maintain that your Jefus
was a man, of the fame origin as other men, and
to attempt to prove {rom the fcriptures, that he
was conftituted of God to be the Mefliah on
account of his virtuous and perfeét character—
But ventuse not to vend thefe prodigies, left you
incur the fame folly as the Grecks in their "I'heo-

| ](ng."

mm_

. AT yap KRl aourk T ¢gis WPALYIA% AWV ERNG amodnx-
" Y s 9 <* Sar.  Fufl
PUrly B e UTHANN prndnvas, R wdpemes paiadas,  fuflin

Martyr, ibid. p. 104,



Of the Socinian Scurme, 0

logy*.” The Chriftians’ notion, that the Mef-
fiah exifted with God before his aftumption of
human nature, was what Tryphe’s underftanding
could not digelt. He lavithes all his wit and
fatire upon it: Compares the defcent of the
Holy Spirit vpon the virgin Mary, and the
power of the Almighty overfhadowing her, to
the impregnation of Danae by Yupiter, and fays
that the Chriftians ought to be afhamed of fuch
a weak and wild hypothefis.  This exception
of the Jew, the Martyr refutes with great
learning and piety,

Another thing we learn from this paflage is,
that fome of the Chriftians, in thefe primitive
times, denied the pre-exiftence, affirming that
our Saviour was no morc than a man—with
whofe opinton, fays Fuflin Martyr, 1 cannot
agreet.  Other Chriftians, on the contrary, in

thele
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10 Of the Soctnian Scurme,

thefe early ages went into the oppofite extreme,
and rafhly maintain, fays Origen, that Chrift
was the Supreme God over all [the fame indi-
vidual being with the Almighty] but we do not
think him fo, fays this I'ather, for we believe
his own words when he affureth us, faying:
The Father, who fent me, is greater than me?.
In the very remoteft ages of the Church there
fubfifted a great diverfity of opinions concern-
ing the nature and perfon of Chrift.  Some,
even in the Apoftles’ time, afferted that Chrift
was not come.in the fleflrf—that he never was
'f"rcﬂlly invefted with human nature—Dbut only
exhibited the external fhadowy appearance and
form of a man.

In the third place, this paffage ftands an ever-
lafting monument of the amiable and truly
Chriftian candour and charity of Fuflin Martyr.,
He brings no railing accufation againft thofe
Chriftians in his days, who believed our Saviour
to have been merely a man—he pronounces no

| - anathemag

amoPamopnn s ov owribipas.  Dialog, cum Tryphs p. 142,
Lait, 1710,
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anathemas upon their creed-~he only fays, he
himfelf could not concur with them in their
fentiments in this particular,  Fle declares, that
the denial of a pre-exiftence did not invalidarte,
or in the lealt weaken the evidences of Chriftia-
nity—that Jefus had abundantly cvinced himfelf
to be the Meffiah, whatever his nature and
origin might be, whether human or divine—and
that however this difquifition were determined,
Chriftianity itfelf could not be affeéted by it,
but would remain in full poffcflion of its native
cxcellence and divine authority, One cannot
but remark, with affeCing concern, the ftriking
contraft between that candour and moderation
here exprefled, by this good man, towards thofe
who denied the pre-exiftence of Chrift, and the
temper and conduét of many haughty orthodox
bigots, whofe frantic violences and intemperate
zeal againft this fentiment, and thofe who
adopted it, have, through a feries of many cen-
turies, defiled the pages of Ecclefiattical hiftory,
and difhonoured the annals of humanity.

In the time of Jrencus, there were Chriftians,
who are frequently mentioned and confuted in
his cclebrated Book apainft the Ierefies, who
denied the pre-exiftence of our Lord, and con-
tended that he was the fon of Jafeph, They
argued thus: If Chrift was Jorn, he had no

being



12 Of the Seintan Scunme,

being before he was born,*  In anfwer to thefe,
Irenaus aflerts, ¢ That the Word exilted along
with the fupreme Being at the beginning: that
all things were created by him: that he ever
fuperintended the human race: and that in the
laft ages, according to the time forc-ordained
by the Almighty, this Divine perfon united
himf{elf to human nature, and became a man:
that he defcended from the Father—became

mcarnate: humbling himfelf ¢ven to death, and
thenaccomplifhing the occonomy of our falva-
tion-.” From the fame Father we learn, that
the perfons who aflerted that Chrift was a mere
man, and generated, in a natural manner, by
his Lather Fofeph, were the Ebionstes . But
with what propricty, replies Irenens, can our
Lord be ftyled greater than Solomon, or Yonas,

or

L ]

* Dicentium, fi ergo natus cft; non erat anté Chriftus.
Irenaus, po 245, Edit, Grabe, Oxon. 1702,

+ Oftenfo manifefte, quod in principio Verbum exifens
apud Deum, per quem omnin fala funt, qui et femper
iderat generi humano, hunc in novillimis temporibua
fecundum preefiniture tempus i Patre, unitum foo plafmati,
pafibilem  hominem fallum——Verbum Dei exiftens, a
Patre delcendens, et incarnatos, et ufyue ad mortem defeen-
dens, ct difpenfationem confummans falutis nofrm,  Jree
neeus, Grabe, 243,

3 Nudi tantdm hominem quum dicunt cx Jofeph genera.
tum. P, 248, O EGiavceyn lwond avror prywmedas Pacxovar,
Irancusy p. 23 Oxon,
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sr even David, if he had the fame common
original with thefe, and were merely an ordinary
defcendent from them,  Or with what propricty
could our Lord pronounce Peter dleffed for
making that profeflion; Thou art Chrift the
fon of the living God!* In another place of
this learned and ufeful work, one of the moft
valuable remains of Chriflian antiquity, this
Father argues againft thofe who afferted, That

the beginning of Chrift’s exiftence was the fime
of his advent into our world, that only from the
time of Tiberius Cefar had the Deity interpofed
for the happinefs of mankind, and who denied
that the Logos had always been the governor
and guardian of the human race.{

In the third century Paul of Samefata diltin-
euithed himfelf, in maintaining that our Saviour
had no exiftence before he was born of the virgin
Mary., The council of Autioch, convened
A. D. 2069, by which he was depofed and
excommunicated, in their fynodical epiftle fay,

T hat

me

* Quomodo autem plus quam Salomon, aut plus quam
Jona habebat et Dominus erat David, qui c¢jufdem cum ipfis
fuit fubRantice, Ireneus, po 358, Grale,

§ Si autem Chriftus tunc inchoavit cfle, quando et
{fecundiim hominem adventum fuum epit, ct a temporibug
Tiberit Cafaris commemoratus eft Pater providere homini.
bus, et non femper Verbum cjus uni cum plafmate fuifle
pltendebatur,  Irenaus, Edit, Oxon, ps 5004
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‘I'hat this heretic affirmed our Lord’s original to
be buman®, and that the fon of God never
defeended from heavent, Contrary to the doc-
trine of the church, fays Lufebius, this divine
formed a very mean and abjedl idea of Clhrift,
as being nothing more than an ordinary mant,
In the vindication and fupport of his hypothe(is,
he maintained, T'hat the effence of the fon of
God was confubftantial with the effence of the
IFather§,

In the fubfequent century, Marcellus, bifhop
of Ancyra, in a controverfial piece he publithed
apainft onc Afterius, being tranfported by the
fpitit of oppofition to his adverfary, in the heat
of his zeal, happened to aflert, That our Saviour
was no more than a man.  This was a part of
his book too criminal for the zealots of thofe
times to'overlook,  Ie was cited before a fynod
of Bithops, who then fat at Jerufalem.  They
acculed him of reviving the herefy of Paul of
Samofata, Lhey commanded him publickly to

change
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change his feotiments. The poor man was
covered with confufion, and promifed them he
would burp his book—Fis fcheme was after-
wards re-examined by a number of Iiccles

fialtics at Conffamiinople, and upon his retuling
to deflroy his bad book, ashe had once promifed

them he would, they depofed him, and fent
Bafil to be his fucceflor*.—By a fynod, however,
which was fome time after convoked, he was
invefted with his former dignity, upon his pro-
tefting, T'hat his book had been mifunderftood,
and that he bhad been faffely charged with
adopting the opinions of Pau/ of Samofatat.
Againft this book of Marcellus, Eufebins wrote

an claborate treatifef, which hath been happily
| tranfmitted
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1628,
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tranfimitted to our times, and will amply recoms.
pence the learned reader’s caretul perufal,

DPhotinusy the difciple of Mareellus, inherited
from his mafter the fame religious fyftem,  He
afferted, that there was one fupreme Being, who
had created all things by his own word, but he
denied the eternal generation and pre-exiftence
of the fon, and matntained that Chrift had no
being before he was born of his mother.  Say
the good Bifhops when fitting in council on this
herely 5 We exeerate and anathematize thofe
who fallely affer the Logos to be a pure fimple
¢flence, having its {ubliftence in another—fome
of them Qyling it the Word manifefied, others
the internal Word, and maintaining’ that Chrift
the fon of God, the mediator and image of God,
had wot a being before the ages, but that he
only was conftituted the Meffiah, and the fon of
God, when he affumed our flefh from the virgin,
four hundred years ago.  Far they affere, that
our Saviour’s Kingdom bad a beginning, and
will have an end after the general Judgment and
the confummation of all things. Such are the
tenets of thofe who are the followers of Mareellus
and Photinus of Ancyra,  They, like the Yews,
reject the prac-exiftence and deity of Chrift, and
the eternal duration of his kingdom®,

In
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In thefe wretched times, alfo, of theological
difputation and uncharitablenc(s, one Anaftafius
happened to throw out this fentence in one of
his fermons: Let no one prefume to call Mary
the mother of God., For Mary was a mortal,
and it is impoffible that God (hould be born of a
mortal, — This was no fooner heard, but the
whole church was in an uproar™  Neflorins
feconded the preacher, and fupported his affer-
tion, Such a contell, fuch a tumult was
inftantly excited, that, for the peace of the
church, it was deemed neceflary, that a general
council thould be conveked, The fathers met
at Lphefus. Neflovius was fummoned  before
them.  And while they were wilnefing a good
confeffion of their foundnefs and orthodoxy, this
heretic had the audacity publicly to declare
before them all 1 T will never call him God, who

was once a babe of two or three months old!
And, therefore, I am pure from the blood of vou

all, and from this time [ will never come among
you. They affirmed be had fpoken blafphemy

againft the fon of God, and depofed him .
B Crufhed
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Cruthed by thefe ccclefiaftical cenfures and
anathemas, this fcheme at firft languithed, and
feems at laft totally to have perifhed in the Chrif-
tian Church, But about fwe centuries ago it
rofe from its athes, under the aufpices and
patronage of Lanfus Socinus,  Of generofity
and liberality of mind, there is not perhaps, in
the whole Hiftory of Religion, a more illuftrious
cxample than Socinus,  An Italian, born in a
country overwhelmed with  popifh  darknefs,
fanaticifim, and myftery, the greanefs of his
foul, the ftrengeh of his genius, and the honefl
freecdom of his enquiries, threw off all that
immenfe load of the national fuperttition, and
the errors of a fyftem which was every where
triumphant, [lis underftanding he cultivated
with an afliduity which nothing could fatigue,
the fcriptures he read and examined with a mind
divefted, as much as the human mind can be
divefled, of prejudices and prepofleflions, and
from the profoundeft abyfs of national darknefs
emerged, fome will tell you, to the higheft fum-
mit of rationality and good fenfe.  Smitten with
the love of truth, and aéted by a probity and
integrity, which hath few examples, he diflolved
all the tics of country, confanguinity, and friend-

I]li[) 3
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thip and in order to enjoy unmolefted a fyftem
of religious inflitution, which he had the
ftrongeft perfuafion was buile on the foundation
of the Apoltles and Prophets, he left his native
fuil, tore himfell from the embraces of a prince
who loved him, relinquithed all the fplendors
and honours of a court, and migrated firlt into
Germany, afterwards into Poland, where he fup-
ported the infults, that were offered him on
account of his religious principles, with a dignity
and clevation of foul .worthy of a philofopher

and a chriltian., Whether his hypothefis con~
cerning the perfon of Chrift be true or falfe, the
honefly with which he conducted his refearches,
and the greatnefs of mind he difplayed in volun-
tarily expatriating himfelf, rather than incur the
temptation and guilt of worldly compliances,
will for ever immortalize his name and his virtue,
And though upon a careful and impartial exami-
nation of the Divine records, I {ee reafon to
differ from him in that article which is peculiarly
ftyled Sociwianifm, yet permit me, reader, freely
to declare, that the moft rational and infiructive
criticifing and annorations which were ever pub-
lithed upon the feriptures, were executed by
Socinus, Crellius, Wolzogenius, Slichtingius, Pzercos
vius, and Bremins, 1 have had occafion to confule

and collate many commentators and critics upon

the facred writings, and T will venture to affert,
B2 | That
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That there is hardly a good criticifm in all out
modern Yoxpofitors, Mr. Locke, Dr, Clarke, Dr.
Benfon, Dr, Taylor, Meflicurs Pearce and Iallet,
Dr., Sykes, but what is to be found in that Collec-
tion publifhed under the name of the Unitarian
Brethren, and commonly called the Frafres Polont.
I once heard a Gentleman® of great erudition
declare, ‘That Dr. Benfon plundered this great
Treafure of a vaft number of ingenious remarks
and judicious obfervations, without acknowledg-
ing the fources of his intelligence, If this be
true, which I hope is not, it was very difingenu-
ous and illiberal,

In England, in the /aff century, a number of
Socinians arofe, and publifhed a few books, ill-
written and tll-tranflated. '~ ‘They appear to have
formed themflves into a fociety—but, like Mar-
cellus, they were only juft fiewn | to the world,
and then difappeared,

Mr. Biddle, againft whom Dr. Owen wrote,
and who was for his herefy banifhed by the Long

Parliament

* The late Reverend and worthy Mr Drekell of Liver-
pool, ot whofe houfe I fpent a fortnight in the ycar 1763,
the pleafuntelt time, with regard to a literary intercommu.

nity, | cver fpent in my life; I never knew a better Greck
fcholar, I I,

$ Oftendent terris hunc tantdm fata, neque ultra
Elrc ﬁﬂcnt: yirg”r fEﬂfid. Lié. 6. wers, Bﬁgi
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Parliament into the ifle of Scilly, was an avowed
Socinian, He poflefled very confiderable learping,
and a fingular underflanding. A Catechifin he
publithed, and which is printed at London, 1654,
difcovers an enlargement of mind, a liberality of
fentiment, and a fincerity in freely publilhing
what he apprehended to be truth, which do
honour to his memory.

In the prefent century the fcheme of Socinus
hath met with feveral advocates of the firfl eni-

nence for learping and piety, My late worthy
and learned friend Dr. Liaroner, whofe memory
[ honour, and whofe diftinguifhed abilities and
integrity it is not for me to celebrate, for a num-
ber of years ftood almoft alone, among the
Diflenters, as a fupporter and defender of the
Socinian dofrine. In his fingular erudition and
fincerity, the fcheme had the weight and autho-
rity of a thoufand advocates.  He carried on a
free and calm debate, in an epiftolary correfpon-
dence, with his worthy and learned collcague Dr,
Benfon—but this amicable difeuflion preduced
no alteration in their refpedlive fentiments and
{chemes. For a number of years, in harmony and
love they conducted the pafloral offices together,
and to a fmall but very refpedtable number of
intelligent Chriftians preached, as one exprefled
it, Socinianifin in the morning, and Arianifim in
the afternoon, I meation not this as any thing

B3 invidious
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invidious and difparaging, For it reflets the
greateft honour upon the memories and charac-
ters of thefe great and good men, that fuch an
inviolable harmony and friendthip fubfifted be-
tween them, notwithftanding this difference of
opinion; and it redounds to the everlafting praife
of that worthy fociety over which they prefided,
that the fupporters and members of it allowed
and encouraged, in their minifters, this generous
latitude of fentiment, and this liberal freedom
in their religious profeflion,  On the publication
of my Explanatory verfion, or Concife paraphrafe
of the New Teftament, Dr, Lardner did me the
honour of writing me a long and very learned
and excellent Letter on this fubje@, which 1
once intended to have inferted in this Differtation.
But it (hall not be loft*.

Of late years there have appeared a few pub-
lications in fupport of . the Secinian fcheme,
written, chiefly, by Diffenters, among whom, it
is faid, this theory has recently been gaining
fome profelytes.

In the year 1766 was publithed an anonymous

pamphlet,

% Perhaps, my aged and worthy Friend, the Reverend
Dr. Fruxruan, at prefent the learned and vencrable Father
of the Diflenting Miniflers in Lonpow, underflands the
Sociuian Controverfy, from its origin to Its prefent flate, better
than any man mow living, B, H.
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pamphlet, entitled, Auother defence of the Unity,
wherein St, Jobi's Introdullion to bis gofpel, and
bis account of the Word's being made flefb, are con-
fidered, The profefled defign of this little pro-
dulion, is to invalidate and cxplode the pre-
exiftence of Chrift : but it is written with great
inaccuracy of ftyle and confufion of ideas,

[n the fubfequent year the public was favoured
with an elaborate work in favour of the Socinian
Iypothefis, entitled, The true doflvine of the
New Teffament concerning Jefus Chrift, confidered,
wherein the mifreprefentations that have been made
of it, upon the Arian bypothefis, and upon all
Trinitarian and Athanafian principles are expofed.
This book, which is written with great candour,
and with an excellent {pirit, s little more than a
fludied Differtation on one fingle paffage of ferip-
ture, Before Abrabam was, 1 am—for other
paflages of the New Teftament, which have
been underftood to affert, in the {trongeft man-
ner, the pre-exiftence of the Son of God, are
cither totally omitted, or mentioned in a very
flight and curfory manner, Lo this treatife is
prefixed a very fenfible and judicious preliminary
difcourfe on the rights of private judgment, in
which the authority of fcripture, as the fole
ftandard of truth, is irrefragably fupported, the
native liberty and unalienable privilege of think-
“ing and judging for ourlelves in matgers of reli-

B4 gion,
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gion, is excellently mainrained and defended,
and the notion of an infallible judge and arbiter
of controverfy, the public invafion of private
freedom and liberty in forming religious fenti-
ments, and the fuppofed utility and neceflity of
an human effablifbed orthodoxy, to be a public
national telt of truth and crror, are admirably
confuted and expofed,

‘The Letter written in the year 1730, and
publithed 1759, and now well known to have

been Dr. Lardner’s, contains the ftrength of the
Socinian caufe,

Thefe feveral performances T have read with
care—with 2 mind, I can truly fay, open to
conviétion, and unbiaffed as much as pofiible,
by any former religious hypothefis, But they
have not convinced me.  They have not caufed
me to heflitate. 1 believe others to be as fincere
in their opinions as 1 am in my own, 1 have
candour and charity for all who differ from me
in thefe fpeculations®, T embrace thofe, who

believe
WWW

* I have carefully read, what hath been written fince the,
year 1772, in favour of Sacininnfim, cither by Dr, Priefilry, or
the learned and worthy Mr, Lindfey, or other names of infes
rior renown § but they have not invalidated my firm belief of
she pre-exiltence of the Worn or Goo,  Perhaps the Palfy,

whigh hath deplarably Lroken my bodily frame, hath slfo
jn-
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believe the truth of the Chriftian religion, but
fee reafon to difbelieve the pre-exiftence of its
author, in the arms of my benevolence and love,
as my chriftian brethren, T repeat with pleafure
the candid fentiments of Fuftin Martyr, and wich
pleafure adopt them for my own: Chriftianity is
the fame divine and heavenly [cheme, its autho-
rity and excellence are not invalidated and de-
{troyed, whatever our theories and fpeculations
may be concerning the nature and perfon of Chrifl,
I fhall be highly indebted to any ingenious and
learned perfon, who thinks me in an error, if
he will publith remarks upon this Diflertation, I
fhall clteem it an honour done me. I wifh my
worthy friend Dr, Lardner could have feen it.
But he is removed into Eternity, as I fhall
fhortly be. It manifefts a littlenefs, an illibera-
lity of foul, unworthy an enquirer into truth,
unworthy that benevolence the gofpel was given
to infpive into the human breaft, to look coldly

onc

il
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impaired my mental abilities, That famous paffage in ouc
Saviour’s folemn Addrefs to Gon, before his lait Sufferings,
is, I flill think, decifive.  Glorify T'riov me, avith thine euun
Solfy mapa cwavre, apud e itfum, in tud prafentid, avith the
g/cry, avhich I bad, with thee, wala oo, f:r;:mf te, in fb_y )‘;r'r:/&.-;;;, |
near thy perfon, before the avorld avas, On which my ingenious
and learned Friend the Rev. Mr. Roperrson well obferved;
Qur Saviour evidently prays for his furure Reftitution to that
glory, which 1n 2 prior flatc of Exiflence he had once cnjoyed,

s
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one upon another, to think and fpeak difrefpell-
fully and contemptibly one of another, on ac-
count of a contrariety in our refpceétive fyftems
and difquifitions concerning the Logos. The
eflence of Chrillianity doth not confift in theo-
rizing and fpeculating, in framing fyflems for
ourfelves, and ingenioufly difproving thofe of
othcrsf but it confifls in a good heart, in a
devout life, in benevolent affe€tions, and in a
truly virtuous and well-ordered converfation,
There are difficulties in moft fubjeQs: a mesa-
phyfician will find thems in the plaineff, 1 own
it 18 molt congruous to our natural ideas to
fuppofe a perfon who was born in our world,
lived in it, and dicd in it, to be only a man:
but there arc many of the plaineft paffages of
fcripture, which I think can never be accom-
modated to fuch an bypothefis, Metaphyficians
and fpeculatifts, by philofopbical refinement,
may fhed darknefs and obfeurity upon the ftrong-
eft light, and difpute and explain away the
clearelt and plaineft exprefions.

It is an excellent canon in interpreting ferip-
ture, often inculcated by all rational critics and
expofitors of the facred Oracles, That the moft
obvious fenfe of the words is the true fenfe,
The poor, originally, had the gofpel preached
to them, and the vulgar were defigned to under-
ftand its truths cqually with the fcholar and phi-

lofupher,
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lofopher,  'What ideas, therefore, does that
text, Before Abrabam was I am, convey to a !
man of plain underftanding! Does he not na-
turally infer from thefe plain words, That our
Saviour had a being defore Abraham! What
notion hath a plain poor man ot figurative and
ideal exifience—of an exiflence, that was not
real, but only pofited in the Divine decrees!
Or how did the Fews underfland this affertion of
our Lord? Irom their conduf? moft certainly it
appears, that they underftood him to affert his
own exiftence before Abraham—for we find
upon this explicit declaration, that he had a
being before that great and illuftrious anceftor,
that they were exalperated to madnels againft
him, and took up ftones nftantly to murder
him for impioufly prefuming to fay of himfelf
a thing o enthuliaftically extravagant, Their
fanguinary violence on this occalion is a clear
ract in teftimony of their conftruing his words
in the plain obvions meaning of them, as being
a folemn public affeveration that e had a being
before the birth of the great father and founder
of their nation.

On this and every other fubjet T honeftly and
fincerely reprefent things as they appear to my
underftanding. 1 plead not the prefeription of
antiquity, or the authoriry of names. Fathers
and Councils, Creeds and Formularies, human

Syftems
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Syftems and Catechifms, are not the rule of my
faith, Any man, however learncd and illufs
trious, or bodies of men, however dignified
with worldly ftacions and honours, and venerable
for their age, erudition and picty, will not juftify
a blind acquicfcence in their judgment®,  They
are not to direct my own underftanding, to
vade the unalienable right T have to think and
examine frecly for myfelf, ‘I'he Fatbers were
weale men: the pudlic judgment of oecumenical
councils, palery and puerile to the laft degree,
Synods and Convocations have erred.  Great
men, and the greateft number of great men
are fallible, and the weakeft things that were
cver fuid, and the wickedeft things that were
ever done, in the whole hiftory of mankind,
were faid and done in general Councils and Eccle-
fialtical fynods.

T'hanks to the immortal Loeckre, and to his
illuftrious fecond, the ever-memorable Bifhop
of Winchefer, Religious Liberty is mow well
underftood, the rights of private judgment ac-
curately defined, glorioufly extended, and im-
moveably cftablithed 5 and firiptural anthority

alone,

Pt P A el Vit

® The authonty of Emperors, Kings, and Princes, is
human. The authority of Councile, Synods, Bithops and
Prefbyters, ia human, The authority of the Prophets is
divine, Sir Jfaac Newion in bis Obfirv, on Daniel, p. 14,
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flone, not any efablifbed human compilation ot
{yftem of orthodoxy, uncontrovertibly proved
to be obligatory on the opinions and confciences
of Chriftians.

Therc is no man, for whom I retain fo great
a vencration as Dr. LarpNer.  His memory
is dear to me.  Flis learning was immenfe, and
the diftinguifhed features of his mind were fim-
plicity and godly fincerity, If there were any
perfon whofe ipfe dixit would have been facred
with me, and in whofe opinion I were to have
repofed, without cxamining for myfelf, that
perfon would have been Dr. Lardner. 1 had
almoft faid, that I regard other critics as chil-
dren in comparifon with him.  But with all my
perfuafion of his abilities, with all my confcious
knowledae of his integrity, with the full idea,
deeply infixed in my breaft, of his fingular worth
as a fcholar and a Chriftian, which worth was,
moreover, endeared to me by an intimate {riend-
thip for many years, [ think his celebrated
treatife on the Logos to be weak, his criticifms in
{avour of the Secinran {cheme inaccurate, and the
whole book, like Dr, Taylor’s Sagiptural doétrine
of the Atonement, to exhibit a melancholy proof
of the fallibility of buman talents and abilites,
however dignified with crudition or exalted with
goodnefs, We muft, I think, have mew ferip-
tures, and a #ew Revelation to prove and cfta-

blifhh -
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blith Socinianifins for T am perfvaded it will
never be fatisfactorily demonftrated from the
prefent facred volume. 1 think it weak and
foolith in any man, after free enquiry and im-
partial cxamination, to adopt an opinion which
he cannot defend,  But it is with moft men, as
it was with the Fathers, who undertook to defend
Chriflianity before they underftood it
It need hardly be remarked, that this Difqui-
ficion is folely reftrited to Revelation, and to be
determined {olely by Revelation.  Men may
cafily frame what they may call rational hypo-
thefes, and then accommodate Kevelation to the
fupport of them. But the New Teltament was
never defigned to form fubjeéts for philofophi-
cal difquifition and refinement, By this fpirit
it wag corrupted and debafed in the carlieft ages.
v Bven in the time of the Apoftles the dorine
\ of the refurretlion of the dead appeared to certain

| geniufes to be irrational and impoffible,  They,
/ therefore employed their underltanding ¢o invent
and clablith a more reafonable hypothefis, and
by an ingenious explication they conftrued it to
denote only a moral reQoration, declaring that
what the feriptures meant by a refurreélion was
already paft, and had taken place in that renova-
tion of heart and life, which Chriftianity had
already effeéted in the world.  ‘The natural ob-

vious meaning, that fenfe, which a man of
g plain

P W ki
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plain good underftanding would affix to the
plain expreflions of fcripture, is the true fenfe
of fcripture.  Tor it is the intended diftinguifh-
ing excelience of the facred books, that they
arc plain. Whether our Saviour had an exiftence
in heaven with God the Father before his incar-
nation, I think onc might fately reft the decifion
of this queftion with a Twurk or an Indian, or
any other plain honeft upright perfon in the
world, - who could read our New Teftament.,
What idea does almoft every man naturally
annex to that expreflion, which fo often occurs
in feripture, of the Son of God’s defeending from
beaven? Does not he certainly conclude, that
this Divine perfon /ived in that blefled place,
and came down from it on earth to inftru&t and
fave us? What idea do we affix to the wvery
fame exprefiion, which is of fuch frequent oc-
currence in the Claflics, of the Gods defeending
from beaven* upon our carth, but that, accord-
ing to the heathen mythology, thefe immortal
Powers were happy in Olympus, but fometimes

relinquifbed

* e Summo delabor Olympo,
Et deus humana luftro fub 1mapine terras,
Qwid, Met. Libo 1. wer, 212,
Decus aliquis delapfus e coelo coctes hominum adeat,
verfetur in terris, cumn hominibus colloquatur.  Cicero de
Harufp, refp. 28. p. 480, Ldit, Schrevd,



¥ ¥

42 Of the Bociniav Scurme.

relinguifbed it to vifir mortals,  Such phrafes we
interpret in their natural obvious fenfe, when
ufed by Plate, Plutarch, or any of the writers
of antiquity. And fhould any of the inferior
Pagan Deities, when on thefe embaflies to mor
tals, have uled fuch a plain expreffion as our
Saviour hath employed, that he was come from
God, and was going to God™®, as thele are relative
terms, we fhould naturally underftand him to
fignity that he alually defeended from Fupiter,
and was refurning to him again,

I will faithfully exhibit a detail of thofe pal-
fages of fcripture which appear to me in a trong;
and firiking manner to manifeft the pre-exiftence
of our Lord, prefixing or fubjoining fuch re-
marks and obfervations, as cither the particular
expreffions employed in thefe paffages, or the
obvious tendency and tenour of them, feem
fully to juftify.

It has been the common and prevailing opi-
nion of the Church, from the firff inflitution of
Chriftianity to the prefent time, that our blefTud
Lord was that illuftrious inftrument and minilter
whom the Deity employed in creating this world.
“I'his notion, which hath almolt becn univerfal,

hath
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hath feriptural authority to fuppore it,  The
infpired Apoftles aver it the moft explicit
terms, and in reprefenting it they employ the
ftrongeft expreflions, in order to imprefs the
minds of Chriltians with the drignity of Jelus, and
the greatnefs of his bumiliation. God, fays St.
Paul, who created all things by Jefus Chrift, or,
by means of Jefus Chrift,  Epbe/. iil. 9. Which
text plainly reprefents the Supreme Bemng em-
ploying our Lord as his agent in the work of
creation, 1 Corinth. vii. 6. And one Lord
Jefus Chrift, by whom are all things: & o,
through whofe inftrumentality all things were
oriinally created. 7leb, 1. 2. By whom he made
the worlds, or, ages, For by bim, namely
Chrift, fays the Apoftle Paul, were all things
created, that are in heaven, and that are in earth,
vifible and invifible, whether they be thrones
or dominions, or principalitics, or powers; all
things were created by bhim and for him, Al
things were created 8 avrou®, through his mini-
ftry, under the direétion of the Almighty,  All

C things

et sttt ey i el

’

* ‘This is the invariable languige of feripture, Thus
fa Chrit’s agency and employment under God always
exprefled,  God is never faid to do any thing for Chrif's
Suke, Our tranflution, forpizing ont amether, even as God
for Chrit’s fake bath forpiven you, i3 very inaccurate, and
conveys 4 falfe and injurious idea of the Deity, It oupht

{0
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things were made by him, fays the Evangelift,
and without him was not any thing made that
was made, Yobn i1, 3.—Thefe texts, I humbly
apprehend, evince, in as perfpicuous and ab-
folute terms, as writers can employ, the exiffence
of our blefled Lord previous to the formation

of this world, and that he was that illuftrious

agent and minifer, whom the Supreme Father
clected and impowered to form this planct on

which we live, and all the things which it com-
prifeth.  Words, I think, have no mecaning,

and arc not the true figns of men’s ideas, if
thefe plain and clear paflages no not contain
and manifeft this pofition, That Jefus Chrift
was the perfon, who by the direCtion of the
Deity, originally formed all things,

But the feripture carrics our views beyond
this #ra of the creation, and, according to the
order of our ideas, plainly reprefents the Son of
God as the very firf production of the Deity,
the very Jirft being whom the Father Almighty

rcalled into exiftence. This is the precife and
determinate meaning of fome expreflions in fcrip.
ture, which explicitly convey this very idea,

and

to have been rendered,. Forgiving one another, as God
has, by Cheilty o Xprw, gracioully forgiven you, Epby,
iv. 32
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and in found juft criticifin, 1 chink, cannot be
interpreted to any other fignification,  For ex-
ample: Our Lord is ftyled the rirsT.norn?® of
cvery creature, The word is very properly
tranflated, firfl-born. Tt fignifies the wery firfl
produtlion, It obvioufly denotes that the Son
of God was the very firft being, whom the power
and goodnefs of the Supreme produced inta
exiftence, The very fame exalgd idea had St,
John of the pre-exiftent dignity of Chrift, when
he ftiles him 3 The beginmningy of the creation of
God{—an expreflion, exaltly of the fame im-
port with that employed by St. Paul, the firf?-
born of every creature; and denoting that the
Son of Gad was the very firft and primary pro.
duction of the Deity, pencrated by him before
all other things had an exiflence, On account
of this pre-emincnce of nature and pre-exiftence
before all other created beings, the Apoftle de-
clares concerning him: That he is Jefore all
thingsf, and by him all things conlifted. Thele
words of the Apoftle manifelt, that our Saviour

had a being before the things to which he himfelf
C 2 pave
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¢ Hpwroronog waon; aTiciwg, Cofﬁy’. 7 1C. Sce 2 number
of paffages, in which this word afurerens; occurs, produced
in a note in my third Diflertation,

F Apxn g amiding Tov Osew. Rewel, i 14,

1 K avrog aes TIPO mayray. Caﬁ% L, ) 7.
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gave a being, and that he exifled before al
things were originally formed and conftituted
by him. This high and magnificent idea of
the Son of God is alfo intended to be conveyed
to the reader by the author of the epiftle to the
Hebrews, where in reprefeating the fuperionty
of Chrift to the Angels, he fays: That when
God introduced his ¥virsr-norn* into the world
he faid, L.t all the Angels of God worfhip him,
—T'hefe expreflions of feripture, T think, natu-
raliy lead ws, and feem intended by infpired
Apoltles to lead us, to form the moft exalted
idcas of the glorious dignity and pre-eminence
of our blefled Lord, antecedently to his incar-
nation, and to affeét us, in the moft powerful
manner, with that bumiliation and aftonifhing

benevolence which this Divine perfon exprefled
for us,

Morcover, his exifience and dignity previons
to his incarnation arc clearly manifefted in the
following paflages,  In the beginning was the
Logos, and the Logos was with the Supreme
Being, and the Loges was a divine perfon,

Verily,

* Orar Jv mahiv noayayn 1o JIPQTOTOKON g 7oy Xiofho,
Heb. 1. O,

t Chrift was avith Gou at the creation of the world, a
real perfon ditinét from him with whom he was,  And he
Wilh whom Cﬁr{y} then was, is called ¢ (eos, God in a

peculiar
v
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Verily, verily I fay unto thee, fays our Lord to
Nicodemus, we fpeak that we do know, and
tetify that we have feen, and ye receive not

our witnels: If 1 have told you carthly things,
C 3 and
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peculiar and abfolute fenfe, God, feIf exiltent, unorigis
nated, indcpendent, and fupreme over all, Kupog & Quog &
Havroparap, the Lord Gol Abmighty,  Our blefled Savious
is indeed fyled Siq, a God, that s, a divine perfon, but
whatever dignity is included in this term, he is however
here diftinguifhied from & O, the fupreme God, and,
thus diltinguifhed, muft of neceflity be fubordinate to him.
Far two co-ordinate, fclf-exiltent, abfolutely fupreme
Beings arc a contradi@ion, 'T'his ditin&ion 15 fufliciently
cvident from the nature of the Greek language to all that
are fkilled init: But if it fhould be fuggefled that, be-
crufc this i now a dead }nniguagc, fuch critical remark is
not to be depended on, I anfwer, that both Origen and
Eufebins, who muft be allowed to underftand the language
in which they wrote, and were men of eminent learning, in
the carly ages of Chriftianity, have taken notice of this
difference for the fame purpofe, as I have mentiqned,  See

a foort and plain Commentary upon near tawo bundred texts
in St. Yohn: primted for Grifliths, 1754, Says a learned
Lady : In quoting the textein the bepinming, &c, you
ought in all fairnefs to have informed your hearcrs, that
the original term Dug, ca God, appiied 0 the Werd, or
Clirit, has not the fame bigh fignification, as é @, God
npprnprintcd in the fame verfe to the Father. Whatever
you may infinuate, or think, 1 will ventore to aflirm, that
no perfon has a jult and critical knowledge of the Grezke
Language, who denies this.  And it is of great weight,
that both Oripen und Eufebius, who wrot¢ in the Gregk

Language,
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and ye belicve not, how fhall ye believe, if 1
tell you of heavenly things? And no man hath
afcended up to heaven, but he that came down
from heaven, even the fon of man who was in
heaven,  Which I have thus paraphrafed in my
Fixplanatory Verfion of the New Teftament. ]
can folemnly aflure you that 1 fpeak from certain
knowledage, apd attelt only fadls, for the vera-
city of which 1 have had the moft undoubted
evidence—and yet you are not difpofed to credit
my teflimony. [t I tell you thcfe plain and
fimple truths, and you will not credit them—
how could you relith and embrace more fublime
and myfterious difcoveries ! None of the former
prophets was cver admiteed into the feats of
ccleftial joy in order to attelt to men the reality
and happinefs of this flate—the fon of man,
who is defeended on carth, was the only perfon
that ever refided n thofe bleffed abodes,™  Yobn
iil, 11~14. ‘I'be fon of man whe was in hea-
ven”, is fo direét, pofitive, and folemn an af-

fertion

Language, and were the molt learned Pathers of the pris
mitive Church (ten times more learned than your preat
Athanafius) have exprelsly taken notice of this differeuce,
and allowed the force of it See an cxcellent Lester 10 14,
Reverend Mr. Randoiphy reddor of Deal, by a Lady, fuppofed
to be our ﬂn?ﬂ/; Dacier, the wery npenions and  learned
tranflator of Arriaw's Epidtetns, It is printed for Griffiths.

¥ Fobn 3ite 13, O wr v 7w svpam s the fon of man who
avag in heavgn, So it oughs 1o have been granflated, as

i
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fertion of the pre-exiftence of our Saviour, from
the mouth of our blefled Lord himfelf, that I
fee not what criticilin can evade it, or how it
can be tortured mto any acceptation, compa-
tible with a fcheme which denies that our Lord
had any being before he was born of the Virgin
Mary. ‘The antient Secinians*, indeed, in order
to folve ts difiiculty, framed an hypothefis,
that our Lord, after his baptifin, was caught up
into heaven, and there had the whole fcheme of
redemption, which he was to condu& and ac-
complifh, revealed to him by the Father,  But
this journey to paradife, which hath fo much the
air of a Mohanmedan tale, hath no exiftence in
the facred page. It was ingenionfly imagined
and invented to reconcile to a favourite theory,
thofe many paffapes which fpeak of the defeent
of our Lord from Jeaven upon carth.—What
can this plain declaration of St. John mean,
The fame was in the beginning with God, but that
this Divine perfon, who was afterwards mani-
fefted in the flefby exifled with the Supreme Being

C4 before

it is very proporly in Jobn ix. 250 Tu@res wr, apmi Cimu
Whereas 1 avas blind, now [ fee,

® Socinianifim 13 but of yeflerday. It was fir/? planted in
the wilds and woods of Polund, not many ycars apo. It is now
advanced to a Rill greater refinement, 1 know fome perfops
who feout the miracalons conception entirely,  E. I, 1783,
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before the foundution of the earth was laid ?
Thefe afiertions of our Lord; I fpeak what |
have feen with the Father s obn viii, 28, What
he hath feen and heard, wviz, with the Father,
thac he teflifiech: Fobn iit, 32, All things that
I have heard of my Father, I have made known
unto you: Yebn xv. 145, If ye thall fee the fon
of man alcend up wiERE X WAS BLFORE:
Jobn vi, 02~—"Thefe expreflions, in juff pro-
priety of language, can be interpreted only to
refer to that flate of glory and happinefs which
the Son of God enjoyed with the Lather ante-
cedently to his miflion into our world and af-
fumption of our naturs.  They are the folemn
afleverationg of our Lord, predicated concern-
ing bimfelf, claiming attention and regard to
his dorines, from his pre-exiflent greatnefs and
union with the Deity, and the authority of his
commiffion and embafly from heaven, T'hat
plain declaration of our Saviour to the Fews,
that before Abrabam was he had an exiftence,
will, 1 think, for ever ftand in full force againft
all the acumen of criticifim and fagacity of rea
finement which may be employed to invalidate
and cxplain away tts natural and obvious fignifi-
¢cation.  The interpretation, that our Lord had
an cxiftence in the Divine degree before Abra-
ham, and that it was before the simes of this
Patrjarch fore ordained that he fhould appear in

~ fuch
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fuch an ape and ftate of the world, is extremely
forced and furile, and does not difcriminate our
Lord, from thyfelf, O reader, who hadft from
cternity an extftence in the divine decree, that
thou fhouldeft appear under fuch a difpenfation,
and in fuch an age and flate of the world, - 1t
15 plain that our Saviour’s audience took thefe
words in thetr natural acceptation, as hath been
already remarked 5 for upon his afferting to them
that he was in being before their great anceftor,
they were inflantly tranfported into the laft ex-
ceffes of fury agaioft him as a blafphemer and
impoftor, and took up ftones with a defign to
murder him.  Thefe aftual violences of the
Jews, prove, I apprehend, better than a thou-
fand inane and chimerical theories, bow our
Redeemier was underflood and ntended to be
underflood,  His auditors, we find, always in-
terpreted thefe declarations, which he fo {re.
quently repeats, in their molt obvious meaning

by

by thefe plain folemn expreflions, and under-
flanding him to difavow that his original wag

only human, and peremptorily to manifeft by
them his intipate unjon and felicity with the
Deiry before his appearance among men,  The
following paffage clearly evinceth this, [ came
down from heaven, not to do mine own will,
but the will of him that et me.  And this is
the IFacher’s will who hath fens me, that of all

whom
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whom he hath piven me I fhould lofe nothing,
but fhould raife it up at the laft day,  And this
i5 the will of him that fei me, that every one,
who fecth the fon, and believeth on him, may
have everlafling life, and T will raife him up ac
the latt day, The ews then murmured at him,
becaufe he faid, 1 am the bread which camy
nowN From neaven,  And they faid: Is not
this Jelus the fon of ‘fofeph, whofe father and
mother we know! How is it then that he faith,
I came down from beaven! From this difguft
and indignation of the Pews, excited againft him
for his folemn and reiterated affurances that he
came down from heaven, it i3 manifeft that they
underftood him to arrogate to himfelf an original
fupcrior to his earthly and obfcure parents, and
in the molft plain and public manner to affert
his pre-exiftence,

In confiltence with this ftate of pre-cxiftent
glory and happinefs which our Lord enjoyed
with the Father before the world was, his ama-
zing condelcenfion in voluntarily relinquithing
this ftation of confummate dignity and felicity,
his aftonifhing abalement in cloathing bimfelf
with our infirmitics, and his unparalleled humi.

liation and benevolence in expatriating himfelf
from all the bleffednefs of heaven, and going

in voluntary cxile to our world, to deliver us
from darkncfs, to refcue us from ruin, to fave

3
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us from the penal effeéls of fin, to abolifh death,
to bring life and immortality to light, and to
announce and enfure to all fincere penitents and
good perfons a refurreCtion from the grave at
the Jaft day, and a ftate of perfe&ion and hap-.
pinefs with himfelf through all rernITY—Iin
confiftence, I fay, with this pre-cxiftent glory
and dignity of our Saviour, his HuMILIATION,
in order to eflect our recovery and redemption,
is by the facred authors reprefented in all that
fublimity of languase and pathos of expreffion,
which are fuited to feal the moft deep and inde-
lible impreflions upon the minds of creatures
who are infinitely interelled in this great tranf
action,  Of his miflion from God——of his defeent
from heaven—of his divefing himfelf of his
former honours, and fhrouding all his priffine
glory in the carthly houfe of our tabernacle,
the following paffages are clearly and emphati-

cally declarative—I1is coming rorrTu rrom
Gop, ne mimserr thus exprefiech, ¢ For the
FFather himfelf loveth you, becaufe you have
loved me, and have believed that T came out
from God. foln xvii. 2. T came forth from the
Father, and am come into the world, fobn xvii.
28.  Jefus knowing that the Father had given all
things into his hands, and that he was come from
God, and was going to God, Fobn xiil, 3. By this
we believe that thou camielt forth from God: Fobus

Xl
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xvi, 30, Now I go my way to him that font me,
Yobn xvi, 5. God fending his fon in the Jikenefs
of finful flefh,  Romans viii, 3. Concerning his
fon Jefus Chrilt our Lord, who was made of the
feed of David, according to the flofl.” Rom. 1. 3.
~Llis pescenT from beaven upon ‘cur earth,
and his wonderfol condefeenfion and bencvolence in
his aflumption of human nature, are thus repre-
fented, ¢ Now he that afeended, what 1s it, but
that he alfo defeended irlt into the lower parts of
the earth, Ile that defeended is the fame allo
that afcended up far above all heavens, that he
might fill all things, £phef iv, 9. 10, A body
halt thou prepared me, 1fed, x. 5. Then faid I,
Lol I come, in the volume of the book it is
written of me, to do thy will, O God! 1/, x.
7. Who, though he was in the form of a God,
or a divine perfon, was not cagerly defirous of
appearing on carth ip this glorious form, but
divelted himlelf of it, affumed the form of a
flave, and appeared amongft us cloathed with
the common robe of frail mortality: And after
this aflumption of human nature, he pave a fll
farther proof of his humiliation, by voluntarily
fubmitting to death, and cven to the death of
crucifixion! Philip, ii. 6, #, 8, Tor ye know

. the benignity of our Lord Jefus Chrift, that

though he was ricn, yet for your fakes he

became poor,” 2 Cor, viii. g, On the Socinian
fcheme,
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fcheme, which infticutes that the Son of God
had #o being before he was born of the virgin,
with what propricty can this be predicated of our
Lord? Where and when was our Saviour rich in
this world! Iis whole hiftory contradicts this
affertion,  On the contrary, he was {o poor, that
he was oblized to work a miracle to fatisfy the
demands of fome Fewifh colleclors, IHe lived
folely upon the bencficence of his {riends. Ile
had no place, whereon to lay his head, To
interpret this of our Lord being #7ch in miracles,
and becoming poor in them at s crucifixion, 18
fuch a ftrange metaphor and mode of diction, as
I believe was never employed by any writer, and
fuch a jejune and forced criticifm, as I imagine
was never fludied to cxplain any author,  But
on the hypothefis that our Lord enjoyed the
moft exalted ftation before his embafly to our
world, cvery thing is confiftent and natural,
In his pre-exiftent ftate he was rich in glory,
honour, and happinefs: with a greamels and
benevolence of foul, that can never fufficiently
be extolled, he abdicaced all this, and became
poory that we through his poverty might become
rich, 'The Apoflle’s argument to excite the
liberality and Dbenclicence of the Corinthians,
from this ftupendous aét and inftance of our
Lord’s condefcenfion and benevolence, upon
this fcheme only, is cogent, appolice, and very
elegant and perfuafive,

I will
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I will conclude this cnumeration of paffages,
which, after the moft- impartial ¢xamination of
fcripture, with a mind, [ am fure, open to con-
viction, and folely intent upon inveftigating and
embracing truth, I am perfuaded, plainly and
clearly evince the exiftence of Chrift previous to
his incarpation. [ will clofe this detail with a
diftinguithed paflage, which I beg the reader
ferioufly to ponder. In that moft cxcellent
rraver, which our Lord addeeffed to the Al-
mighty a little before his Jalt fulferings, among
other requefls he preferred to the Deity, the
following very ftriking and diftinguithed one
occurs,  And now, O Father, glorify thou me
with thine own felf, with the crory whick I
AD WITIHl THEE BEFORE THE WORLD WAS!
Were there no intimation in the whole New
Teftament of the pre-exiftence of Chrift, this
fingle paffape would irrefragably demonftrate
and cftablifh it, Our Saviour, here, In 2
folemn aét of devotion, declares to the Almighty,
that he had glory with mim before the world
was, and fervently fupplicates that he would be
gracioufly pleafed to reinflate him in bis former
felicity, The language is plain and clear,
Lvery word hath great moment and emphafis.,
Glorify thou me with that glory which I had
with thee, The verd is in the paff tenfe *, and

ac-

* Aol n LIXON mpo vov 7or Xocpor nivas, Fohu xvii. Gs
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according to all the rules of language, relates
to paf time, The phrafe we tranflate, with
thee, is very expreflive and emphatical, and
fipnifics apud te, in thy prefence, near thy perfon*.
Glorify thou me with that glory which I enjoyed
in thy prefence, and ncar thy perfon, before the
world was. It is a plain folemn addrefs to the
Deity, that fince he had glorified his name on
the earth, and had finifhed the work he had given
him to do, that he would now be pleafed to
re-admit him to that ftate of glory and happinefs
which he had poffefied in his prefence Jefore the
creation of the world, Upon this fingle text I
lay my finger.  Here 1 pofit my fyftem. And
if plain words be defignedly employed to convey
any determinate meaning, if the modes of
human fpcech have any precifion, I am con-
vinced that this plain declaration of our Lord,
in an act of devotion, cxhibits a great and

1T}

* llage otavru, mapa oo Says the mother of the Macca~
bees 2 'Ta aug aparrg alde oioopey, xu soopile srapae Ow,  Sce
Yofephus, tonss 2. p. §09. Iawere, Non enim foldm ante
Adam, fed ct ante omnem conditionem glorificabat Ver-
bumm Patrem fuum, Jreneus, p. 315 Edits Oxon.  This
very expreflion, mapx ool OCCUrs I the Prurus of driflophanes,
Says Chremylus, the God PruTus is within, wdw, Blepfydensus,
Where? Chr. With mc, way yuai. Blepfe With you? waga o,
along awith you, chez vous? This is in poim, Ariltophanis
Plutus, vi, 394,
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important truth, which can never be fubverted
or invalidated by any accurate and fatisfattory
criticilms,

When 1 have fulfered my ideas frecly to
expatiate on this fubject, 1 find reafon to think,
that men poflefled of crudition and a philofophi-
cal genius, do wrong in indulging a difpofition
to theorize and fpeculate upon it,  T'wilh learned
and ingenious men would confider, That Chri-
ftianity was never defigned to teach men philofo-
phy, and to reveal to the world the arcana of
nature, ‘The facred writers never ftudy, never
frame any hypothefis to account for the mode
and manner of our Lord’s tran(miflion into
human nature, They relate it asaracr, They
weave no fubtil refinements and curious theorices
on this fubjet. Tt was not their province,
They declare only that the /7ord was made flefh,
and dwelt among us, but the manner in which
this was effefted, it was no part of their defign
to teach men,  Had they hazarded a theory, it
might have afforded food to metaphyficians and
fpeculatifts, but would have contributed nothing
to the caufe of pra@ical religion and perfonal
holinefs, The facred writers give the world a
plain unadorned narrative, lay before men a
feries of racrs, and leave men cither to admit
them in their plain acceptation, to theorize and
refine upon them, it they think thens irrational,

Oof
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of to rejet them, if they have reafon to believe
they are not properly duthenticated, The
gofpel does no violence to the freedom and
liberty of the human mind : it faithfully exhibits,
before the underftanding and judgment of
rational beings, a fyflem of duties, dorines,
and difcoverics, and leaves the iffue with them-
felves,

Morecover, it apjears to me that the Socinion
{cheme, the notion that our Lord had no exiftence
before he was born of his mother Mary, eclipfes
the luftre of his humiliation, or rather, totally
annihilates fuch.anidea. The aftonifhing conde-
feenfion of Chrift, in relinquithing a ftate of great
glory and happinefs in heaven, and affuming
human fleth, 1s frequently reprefented by the
{ucred writers, in the flrongeflt terms, in order
to affe€t and imprefs us, and to move all the
{prings of gratitude and affection in our breafts,
You know, fays St, Paul, the grace of our Lord
Tefus Chrift, who though he was ricu, yet for
our fakes became poor, that we through hig
poverty might become rich.  And when he is
exhorting the Philippians to mutual condefcenfion
and Jowlinefs of mind, he reprefents the bumilia-
tion and benevolence of the Son of God, in all
its facred dignity and greamefs, moft powerfully
to affet them, and infpire them with the like
amiable condefcenfion and beneficence.  Let

D nothing
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nothing be done through flrife or vain-glory,
but in fowlinefs of mind let cach cllcem others
better than themfelves, Look not every man
on his own things, bur cvery man alfo on the
things of others, Lt the fame mind be in you
which was alfo in Chrift Jefus: Who being in
the form of a Divine perfou, was not dcfirous to
retain this plorious form, but divefled himfelf
of it, and took upon him the form of a fervant,
and was.made in the likenefs of men @ and being
found in fafhion as a man, he humbled himfclf
ftill farther by becoming obedient to death—
and even to fuch a death as crucifixion! In
numberlefs paflages our Lord fpeaks of hig
mifion from God, and defeent from heaven, 1n
order to inftruct and fave men—and the Apoftles
are perpetually extolling that moft exalted phi-
lanthropy and grace which be difplayed in
this amazing condelcenfion, But upon the
anti-presexiftent  fcheme, all  this  iluflrious
merit and benevolence of Chrift, in abandoning
the manfions of the blefled and affuming our
nature, hath no place. e was no more than
an human prophet and inftructor, endowed with
very great gifts, I cannot accommadate this
to thole many reprefentations of feripture, which
were purpofely written to celebrate his wonderful
humiliation and benevolence, in difrobing him-
felt of his heavenly glory, and invelling himfelf

with
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with our infirmitics. 'The principal feature in
our Lord’s mind, which was Benevorence, is
hereby effaced : by far the moft illuftrious and
fhining part of his character is, furely, wiped
away by this moft degrading hypothefis.
Farther, when I have been contemplating this
fubjelt, it has always appeared to me very
{trange, That fuch a magnificicnt apparatus
fhould be inftituted by heaven to ufher into the
world one who was nothing more thatya man!
Angels after angels wing their flight to Berbie
ben, to indicate the birth of a man! Gabricl, one
of the moft exalted of the heavenly Spirits, is
defpatched from the throne of God to announce
the birth of a man! The Tloly Ghof fhould
come upon her, and the power of the Molt
High fhould overfhadow the virgin, to convey
into her uterus nothing but what was buinan !
Another celeftial envoy is delegated to Fofeph,
to bid him not hefitate in taking Mary to wile,
for that which was conceived i her, was, indeed,
of the ]1{)1)’ GhOﬁ, but was nothing more than
man! A moft magnificient heavenly choir, con
fiting of a multitude of Angels, chearing the
midnight hours with repeating, (ilory to God i
the Higheft! Good will towards men! deputed to
our World, and chanting thefe rapturous flrains
to celebrate the birth of a man! Is it not fome-

D2 thine
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thing jncongrous and difparate, that Heas
ven fhould difplay all this fplendid fcenery, and
Javifh all this pomp and pageantry to introduce
into our World a mere ordinary common man,
diftinguifhed in no one natural endowment from
any other of the fpecies?  But fuppofing the
Being introduced with all this eclat, to be the
fame who was in the begimning with God, and
had glory with the Father before the world was,
i3 not the decoration and magnificence, with
which heaven drefled the ftage, on which this
Divine meflenger would fhortly appear, highly
pertinent and honourable, and is it not with
.the greateft propricty that multitudes of the
heavenly hoft, on this creatT occafion, the
greatclt that ever occurred in the annals of this

world, fhould conjoin with harmonious voices
and accordant hearts, 1n ﬂpp]auding and folem-
nizing a condelcenfion and benevolence, illuftri.
ous and great beyond all example!

Finally, whenever 1 have in my own mind
ferioufly revolved and difcufled the merits of
that icheme, which denies to our Lord all
exiftence before his conception, and impartially
collated it with the declarations of fcripture, it
hath always appeared to my reafon and under-
ftanding, to be very frranpe and extravagant to
imaginc that a man, however illuftrious his
talents, and Dignal his endowments of God, who

only

L
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nnly figured as a moft excellent teacher of reli-

gion and morals, on this little and very incon-
fiderable planct, for a few years, and was born,

lived, and died as mortals do; it hath always
appeared, I fay, ftrange and extravagant to me
to fuppofe, that 2 mere man fhould have all
fower in HrAvEN, as well as earth, immediately
given him—that a mere man fhould inftantly
have a name given him above every name, and
be exalted to an eminence inhnitely fuperior to
any that obtains even in heaven—that at the
name of a mere man every knee thould be coms-
manded to bow, of things in heaven and things
on carth, and things under the earth, and every
being in the whole fecope of the univerfe, be
ordered to confefs the worthy and regular exalta-
tion of a mere man, above all the Cherubim,
Seraphim, Archangels, and the moft exalted
orders of celeftial Beings! Far be it from us to
arraign the Divine allotments, and cenfure his
wifdom, equity, and reftitude in the adminiftra-
tions of bis diftributive jultice—but to a reflefts
ing and contemplative mind, it cannot but
appear a violation done to that cftablifhed pra-
dation and harmonious order, which obtains, as
the feripture teacheth us, among the variovs
ranks and clafles of angelic Beings, to fuppofc a

man to be infinitely exalted above the moft
elevated and dignified of them—~that a perfon,

who

T gl
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who had mercly a terreflrial origin, [hould,
after bhis deceafe, be rapt above the fpheres, and
feated above the flations of the higheft Angels
and Archangels—and a man be raifed, at once,

far above all principality, and power, and might
and dominion, and every name that is named, nof

only in this world, but alfo in toal which is to
comel
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