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Indeed, the learned Cudworth acknow-
ledges, that the Athanafians, and the Ni-
cene Fathers platonized, and not the Arians;
theugh he fays, that they derived their ideas
pot from Plato, but from the fcriptures *.,
But of that let the reader judge. The pla-
tonizing Fathers, fays Le Clerc{, thought,
that before the actual generation of the Scn,
he was viriually in the Fother, and, therefore,
«lodecc, whereas the Arians denied this, and
faid, that he, like other creatures, was pro-
duced from nothing. '

S E CUT" 1 0 NS

Genercl Arguments againft the PRE-EXIsT~
ENcE oF CHRIST.

"I"‘H E preceding hiftory of opinions re-

lating to the pre-exiftence of Chrift
affords a very ftriking argument againft that
dotrine. But I think it will not be amifs
in this place, in order to remove the ftrong
prejudices that have taken place with refpect
to this {fubjet, to add fome other arguments of
a general nature, fuch as arife from the known
ftate of things in the apoftolic age, and what
may be fairly inferred from the apoftolic
writings, without entering into the difcuf-

* P, 529. t Sce his I'dition of Stanley, p. 160.

fion
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fion of particular texts of Scripture, for
which I beg leave to refer my reader to my
Illuftration of partzcu/ar Texts, and more efpe-
cially to Mr. Lindfey’s excellent Sequel to bis
Apology; where that worthy man, and valua-
ble writer, has thrown much new light upon
many of thofe’ paflfages which have been the
greateft ftumbling blocks in the way of the
antipre-exiftent doctrine. :

‘It is acknowledged by all writers, that, at
the beginning of chriftianity, there arofe fwo
oppofite errors concerning the perfon. of
Chrift. The firt, they fay, came from the
Jewifh converts, who maintained that Chrift
was only « man, diftinguithed by peculiar
gifts. ¢ This,” fays Athanafius, ¢ was an
< error of the Jews, in the time of the apof-
“ tles; and, he fays, they drew the Gentiles
<< into it.” Of thefe there were two forts,
fome called Nazarenes, who believed the
miraculous conception, and the other Ebi-
onites, who believed Chrift to be born of
Jofeph and Mary. This is expreflly faid
to have been tbe moff ancient herefy in z‘/Je
church *.

4 Prefenﬂy after, however, there arofe
‘¢ another error, quite oppofite to this, in-
“ troduced by the Pagan philofophers, who
¢ ftripped Chrift of his human nature. This
¢ herefy was one of the firft that {pread
¢ among the Gentiles, and the apoftle John .

* Beaufobre, vol. ii. pi 517.

Aaj did
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¢ did all he could to prevent its fpread, but

¢ invain*.”

Now, admitting thefe falts, viz. the exift~
ence of the Nazarene herefy, and that of the
Docete in the apoftolic age, and that the
former was prior to the other, I think we
may fafely infer, from the notice taken of
herefy in the New Teftament, that the former
was not confidered as any herefy at all ; be-
caufe there is no mention made of it as fuch;
whereas the other is inveighed againft, and
efpecially by the apoftle John, in the ftrong-
eft terms; and moreover, as has been thewn
above, he evidently fpeaks of it in fuch a
manner as implies, that he had no idea of any
other herefy of confequence in his time.

Againft this herefy he writes in the cleareft
and moft exprefs manner, and with the moft
vehement zeal. Of the other fuppofed here-
{fy he is {o far from taking any notice at all
(notwithftanding what has been imagined
by fome commentors upon him) that he
writes exactly like a perfon who confidered
Chrift as a man, who was fo far from being
of the fame fubflance with the Father, .and
confequently poflefled of any- power of Ass
own, that he received all his powers imme-
dlately from God. And it is remarkable, that
thofe texts which moft ftrongly exprefs the
abfolute dependence of Chrift upon God, and
which affert, that all the wifdom and power

* Beaufobre, p- 518
that
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that appeared in him were the wifdom and
power of the Father, and not his own, occur
chiefly in the gofpyl of this very apoﬂle

Alfo, the reft of the apoftles, infiead of
taking any notice, diret or indire, of this
capital herefy, as it has been reprefented, con-
ﬂmt;y ufe a language that could not but give
the greateft countenance to it; al\'mys {peak-
ing of Chrift as g man, even vvhen they re-
pxefent him in a light of the greateft im-
portance.

This utter filence of the writers of the
New Teftament concerning a great herefy, the
very firlt that ever exifled in the chriftian
church, and as it is now reprefented, the moft
dangerous of all others; a herefy taking place
chiefly among the Jews, with whorn the apof-
tles had moft to do, looks as if they confider-
ed the opinion of the proper buwmanity of Chrift,
in a very different light from that in which
it was viewed by their philofophizing fuc-
ceffors.

Athanafius, who could not deny thefe fa@s,
.endeavours to account for them, by faying,
that << all the Jews were fo firmly perfuaded
<< that their Meffiah was to be nothing more
s¢ than a man like themfelves, that the apol-
¢ tles were obliged to ufe great caution in
¢¢ divulging the doctrine of the proper di-
¢¢ vinity of Chrift *. But did the apoftles

* Sec his Epiftola de Scntentia Dionyfii contra Arianos.
Opera, vol. i. p. 533.

AL ' {pare
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fpare other Jewifh prejudices, which were,
at - leaft, as inveterate as this, efoemally
their zeal for the law of Mofes, and their
averfion to the admiflion of. the Gentiles into
the chriftian church without circumcifion,
&c.? And ought net the smporiance of the
do&rine to have conftrained them to venture
a little beyond the bounds of a #timid pru-
dence, in fuch a cafe as this ; efpecially as the
Jewith chriftians in general as far as appears,
always continued in this error, till their fina]
difperfion, by the civil convulfions that took
place in the Eaft, fubfequent to the def’cruc..
tion of _]erufalem?

Befides, whether was it more probable that
the illiterate fews,who received theirdoctrine
from none-but the apoftles them{elves, and
indeed converfed with no other, thould have
fallen into fo grievous an error with- refpect
to the perfon of Chrift, their own Meffiah, or
thofe who are known to have drawn various
opinions from other fources befides the genu-
.ine apoftolical dotrine, and particularly from
that very pbilofophy which, manifeftly cons
trary to any thing that the Jews could poflibly
have learned from their facred books, ex-
preflly taught the do&rine of the pre-ex-
iftence of all human fouls, and their emana-
tion from the divine mind; which was, in
fact, the docirine and language of the pre-
tended ortbodox Fathers ?

Without examining the merits of the qucf—
tion, prebability will certainly incline uslto

take
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take the part of the poor Jewifh converts,
indeed, their poverty and illiteratenefs made
them defpifed by the Gentile chriftians, who
were captivated with the wifdom of this aworld:

Juftin Mar tyr, however, the earlieft Gentile
chriftian writer, {peaks of them and their opi-
nions with more refpect than they were after-
wards treated with. He was one of the firft
of the philofophifing chriftians, and there-
fore might know that their do€trines were
thofe of the bulk of chriftians in his time;

‘and perhaps, at that time, few thought du-
ferently from them, befides a few fpeculatxve
perfons like himfelf #,

2. It is evident, that the moft intelligent of
the Jews expected nothing more than a mere
man for their Meffiah §; nor can it be faid that

~any of the ancient prophecies give us the leaft
hint of any thing farther. Had the prophe-
“¢ies not been explicit, there feems to have been
‘the greateft rcafon why our Lord, or his
apoftles, fhould have expreflly obferved that
‘they were fo; or if they had been univerfally

¥ See Edit. Thyrlby P- 235.

i ThPy,” fays Trypho (the Jew fpeaker in Juf{m
“Martyr's Dialogue) ‘¢ who think that Jefus was a man,
-:-and, being chofen of God, was anointed Chrift, ap-
** peanto me to advance 2 more probable opinion than

‘ your’s. For all of us expect that Chrift will be born a
,f‘ man_from man (av3rwmos £ avdpamar) and thatElias will
* come to anoint him. If he, therefore, be Chrift. he
“ muft, by all means, be a man born of mem.” Edit.

g hyriby, P 235

~ e
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mifunderftood, or perverted, we might expelt
that this fhould have been noticed by our
Lord,aswell as other abufes or miftakes which
prevailed in his time. Or if a difcovery of
fo great importance would have ftaggered the
faith, or checked the freedom of the difciples
of our Lord, when they were fally apprized
of "the tranfcendent greatpefs of the perfon
whom they had confidered as a man like
them{elves, we might have expeted that this
great difcovery would have been made to them,
when their minds were fully enlightened by
the defcent .of the Holy Spirit, or at {fome
other time when-they were fully inftructed
in all things relating to the religion they had
to teach, :And whenever the revelation of a
thing fo highly wmtercfling, and wnexpecied, as
this muft have been, had been made to them,
their wonder and furprife muft have been
fuch, as we fhould have found fome #races or
mntimations of in their writings.

Nor can it be fuppofed that a thing of {o
wonderful a nature as this, could have been
announced to the body of chriftians, who cer-
tainly had not, at firft, the moft remote idea
of fuch a thing, without exciting an aftonifh-
ment, that could not have been coneealed,
and {uch fpeculations and debates as we muft
have heard of. And yet the apoftles, and the
whole chriftian world, are fuppofed to have
pafled from a ftate of abfolute ignorance con-
cerning the nature of their Lord and Mafter
(regarding him in the familiarlight ofa frienél

an
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and brother) to the full conviction of his be-
ing the moft glorious of all created natires ;
him by whom God originally made, and con-
fhmt]y /Zlf?/ﬁ()i’fé”ll ~all things, without leaving
any intimation by wh1ch it is impofiible ok
us to' learn, 7 what manner fo wonderful a
communication was made to them, or of the
effects it had on their own minds, or thofe of
others.

At whatever fime it be fuppofed that the
apoftles were firft apprized of the fuperangelic
nature of their Mafter, it might be expected,
that fo very material a change in their con-
ceptions concerning him, would have been at-
tended with a correfpondent change in their
language, when they fpoke of him ; and yet
through the whole book of Acts, he has hard-
ly any other appellation than fimply that
of @ man. Thus the apoftle Peter calls him *,
A man approved of God; and the apoftle
Paul 4+, The man whom God ordaimed. Nor
when we may moft certainly conclude, that
the apoftles meant to fpeak of him in his
higheft capacity, do they give him any other
title ; as when the apoﬂle Paul fays &, There
25 one God and one Mediator between God and
men, the man Chrifl Fefus.

3. Had this Mediator between God and
man been of a middle nature between God
and man. I think one might have expect-
ed fome pofitive declaration of it, in this or

AL i, drAds Beii3a. 0t 5 Timl i 5.
fome
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fome fuch place; and that the apoﬁlc would
not have exprefled himfelf in a manner fo un-
guarded and which, without fome cxplana-
tion, muft neceﬁauly lead -his readers into
a very great miftake. It is in vain, however,
that we look through the whole New Tefta-
ment for any thing like fuch an expref(s decla-
ration, or explanation on the fubjet; and a
dotrine of this extraordinary nature is only
pretendcd to be deduced by way of mference
Jrom cafual expreffions. .,
4. It is alfo with me a very ftrong. pre-
fumption againft the Arian hypothefis, that
- no #f¢ is made by the writers of the New
Teftament, of fo extraordinary a fa&, as that
of the union of a fuperangelic fpirit with the
body of aman, No argument or exhortation
is ever grounded upon it; whereas it might
have been expected, that {o very wonderful a
thing as this muft have been alluded to, and
argued from, in a great variety of refpects g
and efpecially that the firft converts to chrif-
tianity fhould have been frequently, and very
diftiné&tly informed of the high rank of their
mafier ; efpecially as the great popular objec-
tion to the chriftian {fcheme was the mean birth
and obfcurity of its author, and the difgraceful
treatment he met with in the world, The
very few texts in which it is thought by fome:
that arguments are drawn from the pre-
exiftent ftate of Chrift, appear to me to refer.
to nothing more than the dignity with which
he was invefted as Meffiab, after he was fm}‘
0
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of God,and endued with power from on high,
for the important purpofes of his miffion.

It weighs much with me, that if fo extra-
ordmary a thing as the defcent of a fuperan-
gelic fpmt, to amm"xte a human body, had
been true, it mult have appeared, in the courfe
of the hiftory of Chrift, that fuch an extra-
ordinary a meafure was zecefary ; as by his
alting a part which a mere man was either na-
turally mcapab]e of, or in which there was an
ebvious impropriety for a mere man to a&t.
But fo farare we from perceiving any thing
of this in the evangelical hiltory, that nothing
is exhibited to us in it, but the appearance of
a man approved of Gad and a/fifted by him.
For, though no man could have done what he
is faid to have done, unlefs God had been with
him, yet with that affiffance, every thing muft
have been eafy to him.

If our Lord had, 7z bimfelf, though denvcd
originally from God, any extraordinary de-
gree of wifdom, or peculiar ability of any
other kind, for carrying on the work of man’s
redemption, abowe the meafure or capacity
of that nature which God had given to men,
he would hardly have declared {o frequently,
and fo expreflly as he does, that ¢f his own -
Jelf he could do nothing, that the words which
be [pake were not bis own, but bis Father’s
who _fent him, and that his Father within bhim
did the works. This is certainly the proper
language of a perfon who is poﬁcffed of no
more natural advantage than any other man.

: If
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If he had any fuperior powers, abftracted
from what he derived from the immediate
agency of God, m what they do appear 2

So folicitous does the Divine Being always
appear, that his rational offspring, mankmd
thould underfiand and approve of his proceed-
ings refpecting them," that there is hardly
any meafure which he has adopted, that is
of much moment to us, for which fome plain
reafon 1s not afligned by one or other of the
facred writers.  Indeed, this is a circum=
{tance that cannot but contribute greatly to
the efficacy of fuch meafures. But though,
I believe, every other circumftance relatmf7 to
the fcheme of redemption is clearly revealed
to us, yet we neither find any reafon affigned
for fo important a preliminary to it, as the
incarnation of the firft of all created beings, nor
are we any where given to underftand, that
this was a npceﬁaly preliminary to it, though
the rcafons for it were fuch as we could not
comprehend. A conduét fo exceedingly dark
and myfterious as this, has no example in the
whole hiftory of the dlfpenfatlons of God to
mankind.

5. Could the hiftory of the mzraculous con~
ception of Fefus have been written fo fully as
it is by both Matthew and Luke, and fo very
important a circumftance relating to it as this
have been overlooked by them, if it had
been at all known-to them ? I will appeal to
“any Arian, whether he himfelf could poffi-

bly have given fuch an account of that tran{-
action
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oiven.

adtion as either of thefe evangelifts has g
It muft certainly be thought by them to be
a capital omiffion in the account.

6. It hasoften been obferved, and I cannot
but think very juftly, that.the uniform ferip-
turc doctrine of the prefent and future dig-
nity of Chrift, being conferred as tbe reward
of bis fervices and fufferings on earth, is pecu-
liarly favourable to the idea of his being a
man only; and I think the Arians are obliged
to ftrain very hard in order to make out any
material difference between the pre-exiftent
and prefent ftate of Chrift; or to explain the
nature of his reward, of which fo {triking an
account is always given, if there be no ma-
terial difference between the two {tates. ]

7. It is faid that, if it be difficult to ex~
plain the reward of Chrift upon the Arian
hypethefis, it is equally difficult to account
for his diftinguifhed reward and futurehonour
and ‘power upon the {uppofition of his being
a mere man; thefe being foo great in this cafe,
if they were #00 /ittle in the other. But it
thould be confidered, that there is a waruraf
propriety in diftinguifhing 2 man appointed
by God to a& the moft important part that
man could a& (and a part, that no.other than
a man could with propriety. appear in, refpect-
ing the whole human race) in 2 manner great-
ly fuperior to what is conferred on any other
man. b

It fhould alfo be confidered, that there are
many paflages cf fcripture, which moft ex-

preflly
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preflly fay, that, great as is the honeur and
dignity to which Chrift is advanced, his dif-
ciples, and efpecially his apofiles; will bead-
vanced to fimilar, if not equal honour. And
it is remarkable, that there is no one power,
or prerogative, that is mentioned as conferred
on Chrift, but the fame is likewife faid to be
imparted to his followers.

As to what is called his ghry, or honour
and dignity in general, and the Lve 2hat God
has for him, that love and high regard from
which thofe honours proceed, our Lord him=
felf fays exprefily, that his difciples are on a
level with hunfelf. What elfe can be inferred
from his prayer before his death, in which he
fays*, That they may be one, as thou Fatber
art in me, and I 1n thee, that they alfo may be
one in us,—and the glory which thou gaveff me;
1 bave given them, that they may be one, even as
awe are one. 1 in them, and thou in me, that
they may be made perfect in one, and that the
aworld may know that thou haft fent me, and baft
loved them as thou haft loved me. Other parts
of this remarkable prayer are in the fame
ftrain, and it appears to me, that nothing but-
our havmg long confidered Chrift in a light
infinitely hxgher than that of his dlfuplcs,
has prevented our underftanding it as we
ought to have done.

- Chrift is appointed to rasfe the dead, but
thxs is not faid to be perfoxmcd by any pro-~

* _]olm xvii. 21.
per
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per power of his own, any more than the mi-
racles of that and other kinds which he
wrought when he was on earth, and dead
perfons were raifed to life by the apoftles as
well as by himfelf.
Chrift is alfo fuid to judge the world. But
even this honour is faid to be fhared with
him by his difciples, and efpecially the apof-
tles. Know ye not, fays St. Paul*, that the
faints fball judge the world. ~And if the world
be judged by you, are ye unworthy to judge the
Sinalleft matters. Know ye not, that we fhall
Judge angels, bhow much more things that per-
tain to this life.
8. The kingdom of Chrift, whatever it be,
. is expreflly faid to have an end+t. Then cometh
the end, when be fhall bave delivered wup the
kingdom to God, even the Fatber. And
when all things fhall be fubdued unto him, then
JSball the Son alfo bimfelf be fubjelt unto bim that
put all things under him, that God wnay be all in
all. This 1s what we thould hardly have ex-
pected if Chrift had been the firft of all creat-
ed beings, by whom all things were made,
and who upholds and governs all things.
9. How it may affect others I cannot tell,
but with e it is a very great objeion to the
pre-exiftence of Chrift, that it favours ftrong-
ly of the Oriental do&rine of the pre-exiftence
ofall buman fouls, which was the foundation of
the Gnoftic herefy, and the fource of great

* 1 Cor. vi. a. t 1 Cor. xv. 24.

P¥e:. 1. Bb corruption

-
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corruption in genuine chn{hamty For if the
foul of oneman might have pre-exifted, fepa-
rate from the body, why might not the foul
of another, or of all? Nay, analogy feems to
require, that the whole {pecies be upon one
footing, in a cafe which fo very nearly con-
cerns the fir/l and cozzﬁztwnt principles of their -
naiure. Befides, the opinion of the fepa-

rability of the thinking part of man from his
bodlly frame, even after he comes into the
world, 1s fo far from bemg agreeable to the
phenomena of human nature, that 1t 1s almoft
exprefily contradi¢ted by them all.

10. The author of the epiftle to the He-
brews, one of whofe principal objects was to
reconcile the Jews to the tnhoughts of a fuf-
fering Mefliah, feems to make ufe of argu-
ments which neceflarily fuppofe Chrift to
have been a man like ourfelves ; as when he
fays*, We fee Fefus, who was made a little
lower than the angels, for the fuffering of death,
crowned with glory and honour. In this paf-
fage the writer feems to confider Chrift as a
man, in dire&t oppofition to created beings of
a_fuperior nature, or angels, under which de-
nomination Chrift himfelf muft have been
ranked, according to the phrafeology of {erip-
ture, if he had exifted prior to his becommg
man; fince no other term is made ufe of, to"
denote his nature and conftitution, as diftinct
from that of men, or angels.

i Heb. ii. g.
With



PHILOSOPHY ON CHRISTIANITY. 371

With this view this writer applies to Chrift,
that authority and dominion which is afcrib-
ed to man, as diffiuguiflzed from angels, by the
Plalmitt, PLoviii. 5. For untothe angels hath he
not put info fubjeclion the world to come, whereof
we fpeak. But one in a certain place, teflified,

SJaying, - What is man that thou art mindful of
him, or the fon of man, that thou vifiteft him.

Thou madeft bim a little lower than the angels ;
thou crowomedf bim with glory and honour, and
didft fet bim over the work of thine hands. Theu
baft put all things in fubjetion under his feet.
As, in this paffage, he plainly confiders the
nature of man as properly characterized by
his being a little lower than the angels, and
he applies the very fame expreffion to Chrift,
without giving the leaft hint of any diftinc-
tion between them, I cannot help thinking,
that in the writef’s idea, the nature of both
was precifely the fame.

It is alfo remarkable, that this fame writer
fpeaks of Chrift as diftinguifhed from angels,
when he fays *, That God bad anointed him
with the oil of fr[czclmff above his fellows, by
which, therefore, iz this conneftion, 1 do not
fee how we can help underftanding his fe/-
low men, or fellow prophets.

11. This writer, alfo, feems to lay parti-
cular ftrefs on Chrift’s havmorfe/t as we feel,
and having been tempted as we are tempted ;
and to affert, that for this purpofe, it was ne-

* Heb. ii. 5. &e,

fie Bb2 ceffary,
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ceflary, that he thould be, iz all refpecis, what
we ourfelves are*, For both be that fanéti-
Jieth and they who are fanélified are all of one;
Jor awhich caufe be is not afbamed to call them
bretbhren—and children+, Forafmuch then as
the children are partakers of flefb and blded, be
alfo bimfelf likewife took part of the fame. And
againt, Wherefore in all things, it behoved
bim to be made like unto his brethren, that he
might be a merciful and faithful high priefl §.

For inthat be bimfelf hath fuffercd, being tempt-
ed, be is able 1o fuccour them that are tempted.
Now, I cannot-help thinking from thefe paf-
fages, that the writer had an idea of Chrift
being much more whbat we are, and con-
fequently of his feeling more as we do, than
he ‘could have meant, upon the fuppofition
of his being of an angelic, or fuperangelic
nature. For then, the views that he had of
his fujferings, and confequently his feelings
under them, muft have been exceedingly diffi-
milar to ours. And every argument that the
apoftle ufes, to fhew the impropriety of
Chrift’s being an angel, {eems to weigh much
more againft his being of a nature fuperior fo
angels. . Y

12. If it be fuppofed that, upon becoming

an inhabitant of this world, Chrift loft all
confcioufnefs of his former pre-exiftent ftate,
I do not fee of what ufe his fuperior powers

* Heb. i, 11, %c, t V.13, 14,
t V.ag. § V.18.

could
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could poffibly have been to him ; or, which
comes to the fame thing, what occafion there
was for fuch a being in the bufinefs. Befides,
the hypothefis of an intelligent being, think-
ing and acting in one ftate, and lofing all the
remembrance of what he had been and done
in another, has fomething in it that looks fo
arbitrary and unnatural, that one would not
have recourfe to it, but upon the moft urgent
neceflity.
It thould feem, however, that if Chrift did
re-exift, it was not unknown to him in this
world, fince one of the ftrongeft arguments
for this hypothefis is, his praying that Ais fa-
ther would glorify him with the glory that be
bad before the world was *.  But if Chrift
did retain a perfe& confcioufnefs of his for-
mer ftate, and, confequently, retained all the
powers, and all the knowledge of which he was
pofiefled in that ftate, T have no idea of fuch
an increafe of wifdom as the evangelift’ Luke
alcribes to him, when he fays , And Fefis
increafed in wifdom and flature, and in_favour
with God and man. 1In the ideaof this evan-
gelift, Jefus certainly made fuch improve-
ments in knowledge, as other well-difpofed
youths make; fo that I think he had mamfeﬂ:-
ly no other idea of him.
13 Similar to the above- mentxoned rea-
oning of the author of the epiftle to the

2 _]ohn xvii. 5. t Ch, ii. 5e. '
Bbj Hebrews,
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Hebrews, is that of the apoftle John, or
rather of that of "Chrift himfelf *, . And
he bath given bim authority to execute jfudg-
ment, becaufe he is the fin of man; for'l do
not f{ee the force of this inference, unlefs the
meaning of it be, that Chrift, being a .man
like ourfelves, having felt as we feel, and
having been tempted and 1ried as we have, is
the moft wnexceptionable of. all judges. No
man can complain of it, fince it is being
judged, as it were, by our pecrs, and by a per-
fon who knows how to make every proper
allowance for us, )

14. Some may poflibly lay ftrefs on its
being faid by the writer of the epiftle to the
Hebrews, in the paflage above-mentioned,
that Chrift bimfelf took flefb and blood, as if it
had depended upon his own choice, whether
he would become man or not,which implies a
pre-exiftent ftate. But the word ¢dex is ufed
for partaking, or fharing in, abfolutely, with-
out any refpect to choice, and is ufed in that
fenfe in two other paflages of ‘this epilile 4,
where the apofile fpeaks of the propriety of
the divine defignation, not of jthe motive of
Chrift’s ele¢tion. Alfo in other places, he is
reprefented as paffive with refpect to the-fame
event. ‘Thus, in the ninth verfe of the fame
chapter, it is faid, that, Fefus was made a
Jittle Jower than the angels, and not,that ke

- made bimfelf lower, or condefcended.
*_ John v. 27, t+ Ch. v, 13, wilva3: 2
. ¢
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It is faid *, that Chrift took not on him the
nature of angels, but the ficd of  Abrabam.
But emnaulosopn, which is the word here
ufed, properly fignifies, and is, in every other

lace, in the New Teftament, rendered to Jay
hold upon. In this place, therefore, the mean-
ing probably is, that Chrift did not (after he
appeared in the character of the Meffiah) lay
hold upon, fo as to interpofe in the faveur of,
or refcue, angels, but the feed of Abraham ;
and thence we fee, that the apoftle infers, that
there was a neceflity, or at leaft an exceeding
great propriety, that a Mediator for men
thould be, in all refpeéts, a man ; for he im-
mediately adds, therefore in all z‘/amgs, 2t be-
boved him to be made itke unio his brethren,
that be might be a merciful and faithful H:g[v
Prieft, &c.

15. Indeed, there appears to me to be a
moft evident propriety, that a perfon who acted
fo important a part with refpect to mankind,
as Chrift did, who was fent to be our inftruc-
tor and example, and efpecially who came to
afcertain the great do&rine of a refurreciion
from the dead, thould be, with refpect to his
nature, the very fame that we ourfelves are;
that he might exhibit before us an example of
proper buman virtue, and efpecially that he
might die as we ourfelves die, and his refur-
rection be the refurreCtion of a man like our-

Jelves ; and fo the proper firft fruits from the
* V.6 .
Bb 4 dead,
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dead, and confequently of the very fame kind
with thofe of which the general harveft will
confift ; and thereby give us the greater rea-
fon to hope, that becaule Chrift lives we fhall
lrve alfo.

16. ‘It is now agreed both by Arians and
Socinians, that the fupreme God is the only
object of prayer; it heing acknowledged, that
we have no authority in the fcriptures for ad-
drefling ourfelves toChrift: but this reftriGtion
cannot be founded upon any other than the
Socinian hypothefis, and is by no means re-
concileable with the principles of Arianifm,

I ought not, in reafon, to addrefs a petition
to a man who may not be within hearing of
me ; and much lefs can there be a propriety
in numbers of perfons, in very diftant places,
addrefling themfelves to the fame man at the
{fame time, becaufe no man can -attend to
more than one perfon, or one thing, at once,
But a Being equal to the formation of the
world, and efpecially of the whole fyftem of
worlds, and even the univerfe, or the whole
creation; he by whom all things confifl, that is,
who  ftill Jupports, and governs all ~things,
muft.be capable of giving his attention to
cvery thing that pafles.  Nay, every thing
mufit neceflarily be at all times {ubjec to hls
mfpeéhon and, therefore, there could be no
impropriety, in the nature of things, in.ad-
drefling prayers to him,

Befides, it is very obvious to refle&, that
if there was any reafon, or propriety, that

' - fome



PHILOSOPHY ON CHRISTIANITY. g7

fome derived being, and not the Supreme,
thould be the immediate maker of the world,
and that the Deity thould not himfelf inter-
pofe in the government of it, it can only be
this derived being, and not the Supreme, wizh
whom we bave to do. It can only be to him
who made us what we are, and who himfelf
immediately fupports us in being, that we
ought to look. A child naturally addrefies
itfelf to its nurfe, who attends conftantly
upon it, and not to its mother; and a te-
nant applies to the fteward, who immedi-
ately infpects and manages the eftate, and not
to the owner of it,

In fa&, no reafon can be.imagined why
the Supreme Being fhould delegate to any
inferior the making and governing of the
world, which would not be equally a reafon
for his appointing him to hear our prayers.
Nothing but the moft exprefs declarations,
founded on reafons, which I fhould think
impoffible to fuggeft, can authorife us, to
admit the former, and not the latter, the
connedtion is fo natural. [ therefore look
upon the undoubted faé# of all prayer being,
upon the plan of revelation, confined to God,
exclufive of all inferior beings, and of Chrift,
‘to be a moft fatisfaCtory argument, that God
himfelf is alone the immediate maker of the
world, and that it is he himfelf who con-
ftantly fupports and governs it, without the
mediation of any fuch glorious, though de-

. ‘ rived
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rived being, as the Arians i imagine Chrift to
have been before his incarnation.

It is faid, and certainly with great
rvaion,' that it is 1n vain to preach chriftia-
nity to Jews or Mahometans, - while it is
loaded with fuch a tenet as the do&rine of
the Trinity, which, itis well known, they
both regard as equally abfurd and impious ;
the great and diftinguithing principle of the
Jewifh religion being the umity of God, and
the great objeCtion that the Mahometans
made to the corrupt chriftianity of the fixth
century, being the general departure of chrif-
tians from the fame fundamental principle,
as may be feen in the Koran itfelf. But the
principles of Arianifm are hardly more re-
concileable to the notions of Jews, or Ma-
hometans, than thoie of Athanafianifm ; and
the following language of the Jew in Lim-
borch’s Callatio, 1s applicable to the idea of
Chrift being the maker of the world, and the

erfon who fpake to Mofes in the burning
buth, as well as to his bemg ﬁné’tly equal to
the Father. ¢¢ The prophet,” he fays, “ who
¢« pretends to be the true God of l{rael, who
&% arrogates divine omnipotence, and gave
¢ his own words as the words of God, can-
“ not be admitted ; and, fuppofing what is
¢¢ impoflible, that the true Mefliah fhould
¢ publifh this doctrine, he ought to be fton-
s¢ed as a falfe prophet*.”

* Scedortin’s Remarks, vol. iti. p. 342,

The
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'The condu& which Dr. Jortin, who was
himfeif an Arian, recommends with refpe&
to the Jews, I think to be infidious, unwor-

thy of chriftian fimplicity, and what muft be

altogether ineffe¢tual. He fays, that, < in
¢¢ addrefling Jews and Mahometans, whofe
‘¢ great obje&ion to chriftianity is the doc-
¢¢ trine of the trinity, no one thould attempt
¢ to remove this prejudice, till he has
¢¢ brought them to believe the divine mif-
¢¢ fion of Jefus Chrift, and his charaGer as a
<< prophet, Mefliah, a teacher of truth, and
¢¢ worker of miracles; and that then many
¢ things may be obferved concerning the
¢ Jogos, the angel of God’s prefence, and the
¢ angel of the- ‘covenant, from the Old Tef-
< tament, and from Philo, and from fome
¢ ancient Jewifth writers*.”

But, in fa&, external evidence is nothing
more than conditional evidenice with refpe to
chriftianity, going upon the fuppofition, that
the things to be proved by miracles are not
mcredivle ‘1n themfelves. ‘The evidence that
might ‘be fufficient to fatisfy a Jew, that
Chrift was fimply a teacher fent from God,
and fuch a Mefliah as their propbecies announc-
ed, would by no means prove to his convic-
tion, that he was the maker of the world, and
fuch a Mefliah as he was fully perfuaded their
ancient prophets did #ot foretell, and fuch a
one as it was utterly repugnant to the whole
fyftem of his religion to admit.

y * 1b. vol, iit. p. 439.
13. Some
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18. Some Arians of the prefent age, ffag-
gered, it may be fuppofed, with the glaring
abfurdity of making a man who died upon
the crofs to be the maker of the world,
and one who, even in his loweft flate of hu-
miliation, was actually fupporting all things
awith the word of bis power, and of fuppofing
him to be the perfon who, with the name
and chara&er of Febovah, had intercourfe
with the patriarchs, fpake to Abraham, to
Mofes, and to all the nation of Ifraelites
from mount Sinai, &c. &c. &c. feem wil-
ling to abandon this part of the {yftem; but
without confidering, that, with it, they ne-
ceflarily abandon all the advantages for the
fake of which the whole fyftem was origi-
nally adopted. They likewife difclaim the
aid of the very ftrongeft texts on which the
doGrine of pre-exiftence is founded; as the
introducion to the gofpel of John, which
fpeaks of the logos as the Being by whom all
things were made, and without whom nothing
was made that was made,Col.1.5.which {peaks
of Chrift as the firft born of every creature, by
avhom all things were created, that are in hea-
ven, and that are in earth, vifible and invifi-
ble, &c. as being before all things, and &y
awbem -all things confift, and, Heb. i. 3.
where* Chrift is faid to be the perfon 4y
awhom God made the World, or rather the ages,
and- who wupbolds all things by the word of bis
Power. . 3
Upon



PHILOSOPHY ON CHRISTIANITY. 38r

Upon the whole, nothing can be more
evident, than that this Jow Arian bypothefis has
no Dlauﬁble foundation whatever, except be-
ing “free from the palpable abfurdities of the
high Arian fcheme. Certainly, the perfon
who can explain thofe texts, which fpeak of
Chrift as the maker and fupporter of all things.
without {uppofing that he pre-exifted, can
have no difficulty in explaining any other
texts, which reprefent him as_fmply pre-ex-
t#fling. For the moft difficult of all the texts
are thofe in which his creazing and fupporting
power are exprefsly referred to. The capi-
tal circumftances that recommended the doc-
trine of Chrift’s pre-exiftence, when it was
ftarted, were the ideas of the maker of the
world bemcr the great refforer of if, and the
giver of the /aw being the author of. the
gofpel ;” fo that the fame perfon was the me-
dium of all the difpenfations of God. to
mankmd But when thefe flattering advan-
tagcs are abandoned nothing is left butﬁnz-
ple pre-exifience, without any knowledge, or
the ledft colourable conjeCture, that Chrilt
had ever borne any relation to this world more
than to any other.’

It is no lefs evident, that by aba ndomng the
fpecious advantages of the proper Arian hy-
pothefis, the low Arians are as far as_ever
from being able to avail themfelves of the
advantages peculiar to the Socinian fcheme ;
as the propriety of aman being employed in
a bufinefs fo nearly refpetting men, his ex-

hibiting
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hibiting an example of proper buman virtue,
-having a reward capable of being conferred
on all his followers; of the fame kind of
being, viz. a man, both introducing death,
and the refurrcétion of the dead ; of the firjt
Jfruits from the dead being of the fame
kind with the general darveff; and’that the
great judge of all men thould be himfelf a
man.

In fa&, therefore, this low Arian hypothe-
fis is intirely deftitute both of the ftrongeft
texts in favour of pre-exiftence, and alfo of
every advantage peculiar either to the high
Arian hypothefis, or the Socinian, fo that
no {cheme can be more infignificant, or reft
on narrower or weaker foundations.

Had fuch general confiderations as thefe
been attended to, the doctrine of the pre-
exiftence of Chrift could never have advanced
fo triumphantly as it has done. And fuch
arguments as thefe ought certainly to weigh
more than the {uppoled incidental reference to
a dodtrine in particular texts of fcripture,
the interpretation of which is always various
and uncertain. Befideg, if we confine our-
felves to the literal interpretation of par-
ticular texts of fcripture, there is no fyftem
that we may not embrace.

The do&rine of tranfubflantiation is doubly
intrenched in fuch fortifications as thefe,
and fo are the grofs errors which have now
got the name of Calvinifin, {ach as original

in, atonement, &c. and alfo the doérine
of



PHILOSOPHY ON CHRISTIANITY. 383

of the perfect equality of the Son to the Fatber.
And yet Arians do not find themfelves af-
fected by fuch texts; and, in my opinion, it
requires much lefs ]udgment to {ce that the
texts on which they lay fo much ftrefs are’
equally infuflicient to bear it. -

19. If we confider the praciical tendency of
the do@rine concerning Chrilt, I think we .
fhall find nothingat all infavour of the fcheme
of pre-exiftence; butmuch in favour of the
contrary dorine, which reprefents him as a
man like ourfelves. To this purpofe I fhall*
quote, with fome little addition, what I have
faid on this fubje@ in the Diftourfe on the
Corruption 0 f Chrz /z’zcmzz‘y

“ Much of the peculiar power of the gof- -
¢ pel motives to virtue/({eparate from ouract-
‘“ ing with a view to obrain the reward of
“.immortality promifed in it) arifes from
““ jult ideas of the natureand offices of Chriit,
‘¢ as ditin& from thofe of the Divine Being
““ himfelf, with which they are tco much
““ confounded upon the fuppafition of the
‘¢ proper Deity, or f{uper-angelic nature of
¢« Chrift, notwithftanding the difterent of-
‘¢ fices aferibed to the divine perfons, or ra-
¢ ther beings, in the Athanafian {cheme.

¢« The confideration of the loveof CHriff, has
‘¢ fomething init peculiarlyendearing,whenit
‘¢ 1s not confidered as the fame thing with #4e
““ love of theCreator towards bis creatures,but’

¥ Poyag.

¢ s
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as the love of one, who, notwithftand-
ing his miraculous birth, was as much z
man as Adam was, or as we ourfelves are;
when it is confidered as the love of our
elder brother, who bore our infirmities, who
felt all the painsand agonies that man can
feel ; and, being the very fame that weare,
was in all refpe&s tempted as we ares who,
loved us, and freely gave bimfelf to death for
us, to redeem us from fin and mifery, that
we might become partakers of the fame
love of God; and be joinz beirs with him
of the fame glory and happinefs, that we
might all alike become fkings and priefts
unto God, even the Father, for ever and
ever; who after living many years on
earth, in which he manifefted the moft
intenfe affeCtion for us, is now gome 2o
prepare a place for us in our heavenly Fa-
ther’s boufe, that where be is, there we may be
alfo ; as one who is now exercifing a power
which, as the reward of his obedience
unto death, he received from God, to be
head over all things to his church; who ftill
feels for, and will be prefent with his
faithful difciples and followers in all their
trials, even to the end of the world.
¢« The efteem and love that we bear to
the chara&er which we form of Chrift,
confidered as a man like ourfelves, the
attachment we have to him, and his caufe,
and the efficacy of this principle to pro-
mote a chriftian temper and conduét, and
€€ to
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to encourage us to follow this our glori-

ous leader, the caprain of our falvation, and
the fr/ifrum Jfrom the dead (even though,
like him, we be called 2o lay down our Irves
Jor our jrzends and to bear perfecution
and torture in the caufe of confcience,
virtue, truth, and God) is exceedmgly
great, and peculiar to itfelf. It is a kind
of love and efteem that cannot be felt by
one who is truly and practically an Atha-

_nafian or Arian, and, in general, but im-

perfectly by thofe -who have long been
Athanafians or Arians; and who, there-
fore, cannot eafily get rid of the ideas
they have had of Chrift as God, or at leaft
as a Being who has little in common with
us; who, therefore, could not feel as we
do, a¢t upon views fimilar to ours, or en-
tertain, and be the proper obje& of, a
fimilar and remprocal affetion.

“ A man may have rejected the Athana-
fian or Arian hypothefis a long time,
before thefe ideas fhall even occur to
him, or their power be at all apprehend-
ed. At lealt we can only expelt to feel
their influence at intervals, and muft not
hope to experience that amazing force,
which, however, we may eafily conceive
they muft have had with the primitive
chriftians,and efpecially with the apoftles,
and others who perfonally knew Chrift,
and who, therefore never had an idea ofhls
being any other than a man like them=
Wows. I. e “ felves;

-
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¢ felves; though, as Peter exprefles himfelf,
““ aman approved of God by miracles and won-
 ders and figns which God did by bim.”

Upon thewhole, I cannothelp thinking it to
bea capital advantage of the do&rine of Mate-
rialifii, thatit leaves no thadow of fupport for
the doctrine of pre-exifience, or the Arian bypo-
1hefis,which is totally repugnant to the genu-
ine principles of the chriftian religion, f{o as
hardly to be brought within the general out-
line of it; and that the greateft mifchief that
chriftianity has derived from the unnatural
mixture of heathen philofophy with the prin-
ciples of it, has been this injudicious exalta-
tion of our Saviour ; which, in fa&, has been
nothing elfe than fetting up the vain conceits
of men in oppofition to the wifdom of God.

In what I have obferved in this fec-
tion I am far from meaning to detraét
from the peculiar dignity and juft preroga-

. tive of Chrift. And upon this fubje I fhall

beg leave to quote what I have in my Dy/-
courfe concerning the Spirit of Chriftianity pre-
fixed to my Eflay on Church Difcipline, p.

¢ Qur aptnefs to pafs from one extreme to
«¢ another, and the inconvenience attending
< jt, are alfo felt with refpec to our fenti-
<« ments concerning the perfon and character
« of Chrift. Upon finding, that inftead of
“« being very God of very God, the Creator of
<« hegven and earth, he is only a man like our-
« felves, we are apt at firft to under-value

¢ him, and not to confider him iq that
“ diftin-

|
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diftinguifhed light in which, though a
man, he is every where reprefented n
the feriptures; as the great inflrument in
the hands of God, of reverfing =1l the ef-
fects of the fall; as the obje@ of all the
prophecies from Mofes to his own time;

as the great bond of union to virtuous and
good men. (who, as chrifiiens, or having
Chrift for their mafter and head, make
one body, in a peculiar fenfe) as introduced
into the world without a human father;
as having communications with God, and
{peaking and acting from God, in fuch a
manner as no other man ever did; and,
therefore, having the form of God, and be-
ing the Son of God, in a manner peculiar to

‘to himfelf; as the means of {preading

divine and faving knowledge to all the
world of mankind; as under God, #be
head over all things to bis church; and as
the Lord of life, having power and au-
thority from God, to raife the dead and
judge the world at the laft day.

¢ There feems to be a peculiar propriety,
that thefe powers re(pecting mankind, thould
be given to a man; and, it therefore be-
hoved our Redeemer to be 2 all things like
unto bis brethren, and to be made perfett
tbrougbﬁgﬁéringx; but, certainly the man

_who 1s invefted with thefe powers and

prerogatives fhould be the objet of our at-
tentxon reverence,and love, in fuch a man-
ner as no other man can be, or ovgh¢ to be.”
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