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“to THIS word, i (s because there is no light in them.” (Isa.
viii. 20.) And as Mr. Stevens does not speak according to
the Oracles of God, it is because thereis no light in him.
Again, Mr. Stevens says, ‘“Concerning time, it may
“ be here observed, that the beginning of this creation
‘Is our wmeasure of time, d(;]‘lmt(’ly conscdered ; but it does
“not follow that it is the beginning of time itself”” (P.
Ist. Let. 38, 39.) This i1s another lie, for it is not our
mmsuremf'nt of time, for there was no sun until the fourth
day ; therefore itis (JOd inecasurement of the first,second,
and thisd day,and the denial of this truth is another part
of the human pre-existerian creed.
Again, Mr. Stevens says, < e hear of the end of the
‘world, as well as the beginning of i, and so far we in
“comtnon language attach the idca of the end of time ; ;
“but in a strict sense of speaking, no creature can be
““eternal, so that there will be time continued in the duration
“of the creature after this world is ended. Then why not
“before it was first formed 27 (8. D.203.) Thisis another
human pre-cxisterian Zie, which he would conceal under
a serpentine question, and to which statement I reply, that
according to Mr. Stevens’ argument, if no creature can be
eternal, then there can be no duration of time without end!
But is the God of truth a liar, who promised us eternal
lite; a lifewithout beginning, and without end? Andis not
Christ that life? Time never can be eternity, tor time is not
without Dheginning, neither is time without end : but eter-
nity is without beginning, and without end : and there-
fore our Christ is not a began to be Christ of man’s inven-
tion! But what koly authority is there, for Aivsaying, there
will be time after this world is ended ! Hath not God who
cannot lie plomlsed his elect, eternal life before the world
began ? (Titus. i. 2)) Is the God of truth « fiar? Is not
our Cheist that eternal life, which was with the Father
beforeall time, yea, before the day was! (1 John1.2.—Isa.
xlii. 11—13.)  And, in confirmation of the solemn truth,
that tune shall end, the Angel, which John saw stand
upon the sca, and upon the earth, lifted up his hand to
heaven, and swore by him that liveth for ever and ever,
who ereated heaven and the things (the Angels) that therein
are, and the earth, and the thmgq that therein are, and the
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sea, and the things which are therein, that there should be
TIME NO LONGER. (Rev.x.D,6.—Y Johnv.11.)) AudasJohn
heard this Angelswear by Him that liveth to whatistrucand
certain, then the human pre-existerians must be liars and
blasphemers, for they charge the aneer or Gob with being
a PERJURED PERSON! Remember, Reader, 1418 written, to the
Law, and to the TeEstivony, for as Mr. Stevens speaks not
according to God’'s word, but according to philosophy,
and wvain deceit, after lhe tradition of men, after the
vudiments of the world, and not after Christ, (Col. ii. 8,)
it is because there is no light in him : and he is evidently «
liar, for he makes void the word of God by his wicked
traditiou® No marvel, that such awful characters, who

3 Mr. Jokn Stevens has unwittingly, like all frecthinkers, given us
the outline of his own character as a beguiler, in perfect accordance with
the description given of men seducers in the Seriptures of truth, viz.
tntruding into those things which he hath not scen, vainly puffedup by his
fleshly mind: (Col i, 18,) for, ““secret things belong unlo the Lord
cour God:  but those which are ReEviavep belong unto ws, and to our
“ehildreq for ever.” (Deut. xxix 29.) 1 the supposition of other
systems pre-existing the creation mentioned in God's Bible be allowable ;
what licentious freethinking principle may not be equally admissible, pro-
vided it be thonght reasouable? Is not the supposiiion of other systems,
the attempt o a vain man that wounld be wise above what is written? s the
Zend ov Slearan to be added to God’s word 2 Are any of the traditions of the
Elders, because they may be thought reasonable to be allowed,  Did not
the Pharisees make void the word of God by their suppusitious 2 Did they
not suppose there was a place or world called Gupk, created before the
ereation mentioned by Moses, wherein, they said, the souls of all the children
of Israel dwelr, and another Goph, where, they said, the souls of the Gentiles
created after the children of lsrael were kept? Indeed, if such suppo-
sitions be allowed, shall we not add to God's Bible something worse than the
apocryphs:l writings? §s Christ and Belial to be thus united? Or is the
ward of Gad to be received, subject to human pre-existerian suppositions?
Surely no one, who knows caperimentally that the word of God islrue,
would allow of any suchinsinuating suppositions; for whatreasonable fables,
such as, the supposition of the inhabitnts ofthemeon, &e., may not be added,
if Mr. Stevens’ sensual and d-vilish suppositions be admitted? Bat, woe, an
awful woe is the portion of them, who dare so to add to God's word!
See Deut. iv. 2.—Prov. xii. 31, 32.—-Rev. xadi. 18, Here 1 cannot pass
over in silence, Mr. John Stenens’ serpentine, ov forked subtility ; for in
him we see a man at one time wilfully perverting the word of God ; and av
another time telling his yowng rooks, to * turn lo the Scripiures, have
© done with all creels that wre not there eapressed "— and then talking of
the pre-evisteace of oiher systens as 70t UNREASONARLE, although 1.0t men-
tioned in God’s Bible. 1sit nat evident, th=t if be had ever turned to the
Scriptures, (God’s Bible) the word of feith, in sincerity ard godly sim-
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reject the testimony of the Holy Spirit to the pre-eternity
of ¢ the Christ of God,” or that the Perverter of I Adm,
should pervert the word created into _formed out of, and
wrest the word possessed into created, sce C. F. 1. 31.—ii.
27, aud distort Amen 1nto a nurse child, wrest “arche,”’
thebeginning of the creationinto a huinan soul grieving and
Tepenting, as it were in purgatory, (5. D. 1992,) after the
traditions of the Church of Rome, or that he should
wrest the sacred testimony in John 1. 1, and I John i. 2,
to his own confusion!

Having exposed this partof the human pre-existerian
heresy, 1 shall now notice the perversion of the Sacred
testimony recorded in Prov. viii. 30, and Rev. iii. 14, which
no honest man, who had any real knowledge of the origi-
nal tongues, or was a baptized believer, ever perverted !

Our translatorshaverendered the record in Prov. viii.
30, 31, © Then I was by him as one brought up with him ;
“and I was daily his delight, rejoicing always before him ;
‘‘rejoicing in the HABITABLE PART OF HIS EARTH; and my
“delights were with the sons of 4dam.” The Reader will
permit me to observe, that it is very evident the T'rans-
latois of the English Bible intended to give us a correct
translation of the Original Scriptures, according to the
Hebrew idiom, by the words printed in Italic letters,
to wit, “as” and “with him,” not Ly him, but with
him, co-elernal: ftor the Hebrew word, © Amun,” or
“Amen,” which they have rendered ““ one brought up,”
they have ncever been so ridiculous as to render in
the Sacred Scriptures by the phrase, nurse child, althongh
they have considered, the word, .dmen, to siguify
the trust reposcd in a person, who had the care of a
child. lndeed the Hebrew word Eunsan, to which the
vaw 1s pre-fixed, and with which this Scripture begins,

plicity, he would have apologized for having imposed upon the credulity of
his hearers u plain reason cerced, which gives the lie direet to our Lord
Jesus Christ? Or would he not long since have acknowledged the lies
he has eithier ignorantly or wilfully promulgated; or would he have declared
the fonrih commandment in the law to be an absurdity, if not alie, as God,
according to Mr. S’erens’ creed, must have created many things before
the creation revealed to Moses; andas time, he says, began long before,
it could not have been the seventh day, according to his creed, when God
ceased from all his wurks, (Exod. xx. 10, 11.—Heb. iv. 4, 10.)
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to wit, “then Iwas,"” is the same Hebrew word rendered 1
Am,in Exod. iit. 14, and [ wiLt BE. in Hosea 1. 9, so that
the text doth evidently set forth God the Father’s eternal
delight in Christ and in Ais people ; and also, that Christ is
I Am, that eternallife with the Father, (1 Johni. 2,) his co-
eternal Son, (John v.18,) for we have here expressly sct forth
Christ’s foreknowledge of his incarnation, as rejoicing in the
habitable part of kis earth, and of his delight in his people,
the sons of Adam, when as yet therewas noneof them. (Psalm
exxxix. 16.) But as the pre-eternity of our Christ, the
quickening Spirit Head of the Church, is hateful to the
human pre-existerian preachers, so they pervert all those
Scriptures, which destroy their tradition, and cause their
craft to be set at nought. (Acts xix.27,) Mr. Stevens, there-
Jore, observes, “ Wisdom says, 1 was by him, asone brought
““up with hiin. The original word rendered brought up is
“Amen; its root denotes steadiness, stability, constancy:
“Parkhurst. 1t is frequently translated Amen in our
“Bible. (Deut. xxvii. 15. Numb. v.22.) May it be
“thought that, Rev. 1ui. 14, has any reference to this
““passage? These things saith the Amen, the faithful and
“true witness, the beginning of the creation of God. Thus
“spoke the Lord Jesus to the Laodicean Church; and
““the words of Wisdom are, Jehovah acquired, and pos-
“sessed e, the beginning of his way, when he appointed
“ the foundations of the earth, 1 was by him, the Amen,
“(so is the Hebrew), and I was daily his delight, re-
“joicing always before him. It isvery evident, that the
“words in the Revelation arc a striking explanation of
“ the Hebrew word used 1n the specch of #isdom ; and
“we know that Christ is the wisdom of God. Wisdom,
“in the Old Testament, says Jehovah possessed me, the
“beginning of his way: the particle in is not in the
“Hebrew Text* The Word, in the New Testament

a Jtis a remarkable fact, that if the particle in be omitted because it is
not in the Hebrew Text, so ought the particle of, for of is not in the He-
brew Text. Then, Wisdom says, Jehovali pussessed me the beginning. his
way, for Christ 1s the way, (Jobn xiv. 5,) and Christ 15 the beginning.
[Col. i. 18.] For the Scriptures are perfectly counsistent, because Christ is
not Behemoth that eateth grass like an ox, But the pre-eternity of Christ
is here set forth, for Wésdom adds, Iwas set up from everlasting, from the
beginning, or ever the eurth was. [Prov. viii. 23.] Which words are in
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‘“says, I am tlie beginning of the creation of God. 1 was
““ by Jehovah, the Amen, says Wisdom ; 1 am the Amen,
“suys Jesus Christ,”—“ The word Amen, is used to de-

‘note a nurse, and a NURSE cuiLp, Intimating the care
“and constancy of a nurse, and the charge or Lrust that
“devolves upon her.” (8. D. 141.)

It is very true that the word Amen, denotes trust,
&ec., and as such, is sometimes used to denote a nurse or
;_;naldmn in whom #rust and confidence is reposed, for

“hrist is the everlasting Father of all his sced, (Isa ix. 6,)
and is a nursing Futher to his Church, for he carries the
little ones in his bosom. (lsa. x1. 11,) but nyone, excepta
Janatic, would repose trust and confidence in a nurse child.

God the Mather tiusted in ovs Lorp J esus Christ, but
heneverreposed trust and contidencein a began tobe Christ
of man’s invention, for the human pre-exvisterians’ Christ is
only a temporal Christ, and as such, he is not trust worthy!
But, what sort of a nurse child 1s a human soul withou! a
l)odv" Does Mr. Stevens mean to say, that Christ was a
nurse child ? and that God the Father had a Auwman bosom,
(John1i.18,)and suckled this human soul nurse child? Or,
that God the Father put his trust and confidence in a Au-
man nurse child 2 Or was this human soul a woman, a
Jemale, foris not W isdom called she? and are we not to call
her,our sister ? (Prov.vii.4.) And isitnot written, ““ Cursed
“is the man that trusteth in man!’ Surely, Mr. Stevens
would never encourage infidels, as he has done for thirt
years, if he had cver been out of love with himself, as
Mpr. Colyer and all true christians are, for self’ is a monster
in religion. And if Mr. Stevens should cver be out of

perfect harmony with the revelation of God the Father’s eternal election,
[to wit] elect according to the [eternal] foreknowledge of God the
Father, [1 Pet. i. 2,] chosen from the beginning, [2 Thess. ii. 13,]
before the foundation of the earth. [Eph.i. 4] Search the Scrip-
tures, saith Wisdowm, for in them ye think ye have ETERNAL LIFe: and
they are they which testify of me, [John v. 39,] for the Scriptures testify
that Christ is that eTERNAL LIFR with the Father, {1 John 1. 2.] And as
Mr. Sievens admits, no crealure can be eternal, [S. D. 203.] every
attempt, therefore, on the part of Mr. Stevens to destroy the pre-
eternity of Christ, is an evident proof of Mr. Stevens’ ignorance of, and
his enmity to the “ Christ of God;” a phrase, he says, he has not
found in Ais Bible, a solemn proof of his ignorance of the Christ of God,
and of the contents of Gobo's Bible. (E. 8. 18.)
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love with himself, we may be sure nothing will restrain
Mr. Stevens from following the recommendation e gave
Mr. Colyer, namely, to hate himself, because he has
promulgated such fulsehoods, and has given so much
encouragment to infidels. And as soon as he begins to
hate himself, so soon will he be known as a disciple of
that Curist, (Luke xiv. 26,) whose pre-eternity he has, in
common with all infidels, been labouring to destroy!

But the human pre-existerian doctrine is not only
full of enmity to the Christ of Gad, but, strictly speaking,
it not only makes the Bible ridiculous, but it is an artful
attempt to vepresent the Sonsuip of Christ as a LUDICROUS
Lie. For Wisdom was reputed our Sister, and what Christ
was reputed that, Mr. Stevens says, Christ must have been !
(Rhy.) Then howcould Wisdom, our sister, be the human
soul of Christ, which Mr. Stevens says, constitutes the
Sonship of Christ? And how could the human soul of
Christ be repuled owr sister, which Mr. Stevens says, his
reputed Christ must have been, or argument all must be
vain, (Rhy.) unless that human soul was the Daughter of
God, instead of being the Son of God? Surely, if Mr.
Stevens has all the 1eason in the world to consider the hu-
man soul of his reputed Christ to be our sister, he must
also have much reason to suppose his reputed Christ was a
daughter, generated, as Mr. Stevens says, Ly the unition of
a reasonable soul to a divine person.

Our Lord expressly declared his Sonship to be in-
comprehensible to, or by, creatures; and further, that they
could only belicve in his Sonsuip by divine revelation : the
Reader will thereforeallow metodraw his attention to Mr.
Stevens’ attempt to prove the Christ of God to be aliar, in
what Mr. Stevens calls a plain reason, for the nanes of
Father and Son, (8. D. 30,) namely, that the lwman soul
of Christ constituted one of the personsin the Godhead, the
son of God; ““ a son then generaled, as he says, by the uni-
‘““tion of a reasonable soul to a Divine Person;” (8. D. 28,
29, 125.C. F.1.47.1. 4. 43,) for, Mr. Stevens, in common
with all human pre-existerians, endeavours to prove the
Christ of God to be a liar, by his impudent attempt to
make Christ’s sonship comprehensible to creatures, and by
his infidel declaration, that Christ’s sonship is not Diwine,
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or of the same nature with the Father! (Matt. xi. 27,
Luke x.22,John v. 18, Johnxix.7.) And as all the human
pre-existerians endeavour to prove Christ ¢o be a liar, so
for that purpose it will be observed, Mr. Stevens wrests the
word possessed in Prov. viti. 22, into acquired, represent-
ing Jehovah as acguiring wisdom as creatures do; and
then, he perverts everlasting into time, and metamorpho-
ses a sister into a brother, and turns a she into a he, &c.
whereby he proves, that he does not believe God’s word
to be strictly true, and perfi ctly consistemt (S.1).65.) with
his vile tradition, or that, < what is plainly declared in the
““Sacred Records, he was bound to believe with assurance!”’
(S. D. ili.) And in so doing, he not onlfy encourages the
infidel, but he gives us a true picture of a depraved man,
whois so deluded as to reason upon Holy mysteries, vainly
attempting the destruction of the mystery of faith, under
the idea of establishing a plain reason creed.

But as Mr. Stevens insists, that #isdom is a humman
pre-existerian man Christ, which he says, Christ must
have been, or argument all must be vain ; (Rhy.) must he
not also admit, that as #sdem 1s called our sister,and is
described by the feminine pronoun ske, that the human
pre-existerian Christ must have been a woman, for what
Christ was reputed, that, Mr. Stevens says, Christ must have
been, and he knows that #isdom is called our sister, and
understanding our kinswoman, (Prov. vii. 4,) and is plainly
designated by the_feminine pronoun skhe! Then how can
Wisdom, our sister plainly declared, be the soul of a man; or
aman® Mr. Stevens says, the Scriptures are strictly true, and
perfectly consistent: but if he believed they were so, he
would not have wrested Wisdom, our sister, 1nto a man, or
the soul of a man. Again, how could a human soul without
a BoDY, if a female, constitute one of the persons in the
Godhead, a Son,as Mr. Stevens says, the human soul of his
Christ did? And if the names Father and Son are adopted
names, do not the saints wait for their adoption, the
redemption of the BopY ? (Rom. viii. 23.) Then how could
a soul without a body counstitute Christ an adopted Son?
Or does Mr. Stevens mean to assert, that his fanciful first
born ,which le calls the beginning of the creation of God,
and the first born of every creature, was in the firstin-
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stance our sister, a she ? Or that Wisdom was the soul ofa
Semale? Or that a female soul wasthe beginning of the cre-
ation of God? If Mr. Stevens does not, then he must either
acknowledge Ais creed tobe a lie, or he must deny that the
Scriptures are strictly true and perfectly consistent with
his tradition. Or does he mean to say, that Ais invented
Christhaving a_female sowl in union with his divine person
made him our sister ? and that afterwards, his invented
Christ by having a human lody of the male kind became
our brother? Indeed, he must either admit his Auwman soul
Christ without a body was our sister, and the daughter of
God, and nuot the Son of God, or he must acknowledge
that he does not believe the Scriptures are strictly true
with his tradition, because he says,

““ What Christ was reputed, that Christ must? have been,

“Or ARGUMENT ALL MUST BE YAIN.” Rhy.

And as Wisdom was reputed our sister, that Christ
must have been ; and when he took a body, hie became our
brother; or Mr. Stevens must acknowledge his argumnent all
is in vain, for in God's estimation pure truthmust be seen, or
who dare to trust him again.—(Rhy.) Therefore, so long as
Mr. Stevens has regard to his iradition of a began to be
Jesus Christ, a pre-existent human soul without a body, a
nurse child, which he calls the beginning of the creation
of God, we must understand he has all the reason in
the world to consiler his pre-existent human soul was
a she, a female soul, and thercfore, owr REPUTED sister, or his
argument all must be vain: and then, it must follow accord-
ing to Mr. Stevens’ much reason, (S.1). 186,) that after Ais
Christ had continued our sister for thousands of ycars,
during which period kis Christ was a female soul, his
Christ then took a human body of the male kind, by
which means Zis Christ became God’s son, and our
brother, or else, Mr. John Stevens must admit, e/l the
human pre-existerian argument must be vain. Thus,
in Mr. Stevens’ plain reason creed, he has a plain
reason Christ, who was first our elder sister and God’s
daughter, and afterwards became our younger brother and
God's son, or else his ereed, as well as his argument,
must be vain, for Mr. Stevens declares, that the pater-

nity and filiation respect not the divine nature, BUT THE HU-
M
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maN NaTURE oOF Curist, (C. F. 1. 48,)) and therefore,
the human pre-existerian plain renson doctrine must be,
to be consistent with its creed and argument, that Christ’s
soul made him God’s reputed and adopted daughter, and
the body which Christ afterwards took of the Virgin,
made him God’s reputed and adopted Son.* But as this
is only a small part of Mr. Stevens’ display of all the rea-
sonin the world, whatasolemn proof we have here, thathis
wisdom which descendeth not tromabove, is carnal, nental,
and devilish. (Jamesiii. 15.) Surely, it Mr. Stevens benot a
Janatic,lie must acknowledge, that he i1s something worse,
for he says, «“ While such zcalous advocates for the hu-
“man soul pre-existerian sentiments display their un-
“ouided zeal, togcther with their ynarranged 1deas on
“ the subject they so eagerly wish to propagate, it of course
“fulls oul that THEIR PRINCIPAL SUCCESS 18 FOUND AMONG
““ PHOSE, who receive sentuments as young rooks receive food
«from their dams :” and he refers us to Deut. xx11. 6, 7.
(S. D. 208.) in proof, that all such characters are like
young raoks: thevefore, it he be not like a young rook,
he must be something worse.

Mr. Stevens well knows, that our translators ren-
dered, when necessary, the same ebrew words in a very
different sense when applied to Jehovah, to that when
applicd to a creature. (1 Let. 41.)  Our tronslators be-
liecved in the true God, and they testified Jekovah posses-
sED wisdom, and did not acquire wisdomn as creatures do!
They were faithful men, and were not of the opinion of
the Deists, to wit, that God aequired wisdom ; they there-
fore rendered the Hebrew word kananii in Prov, viil. 22,
possessed me, for Jehovah always possessed wisdom:
but Mr. Stevens, in this instance, amongst others, is of

a Mr. Stevens sometimes says. the names Father, Son and Spirit are
assumed, (S. D. 28,) at another time he calls them names adopted. (C. F.
i. 44.) But if they he adopted names, and if the paternity and filiution do
not respect the divine nature, but the hwinun nature of Christ; (C. F. i.
48,) how can these names be relafive and personal, as he admits they are,
(C. F.i. 44.) unless he also admits, that the Holy Ghost is the Father of
Christ as the begetter of Christ’s humanity 2 for if the paternity and fili-
ation only respects the human nature of Christ, in that case, the Holy
Ghost must be the Father of Christ, which Mr. Steecns is bouand to admit

as a matter of fuith, becanse the begetting of the human nature of Christ
by the Holy Ghost (Matt. i. 20,) is eapressly revealed. (8. J. 93.)
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the infidel opinion, that Jehovah acguired wisdom, aud he
has written, printed, and published, alinost five octavo
pages upon the subject, (S. D. 134—138,) whercby
he proves, that he does not believe in “the Christ of
“Gop,” but in a Christ of MAN’S INVENTION, a began
to be Christ, a humun soul head of the Church.? And
although, he says, the Scriptures are true, and perfectly
consistent, [S. D. 65,] yet he did not belicve in any one
portion of them as regards the Pre-eternity of the Christ of
God, the Quickening Spirit Head of the spiritual Church of
God, or in other words, he did not believe in our Lorp
Jesus Christ, for at one time, he says, kis Christ is God ;
but when he appeared to Abraham, he says, he was not
the eternal God; and when he came in the flesh, hesays,
he was an @mmortal man rescrved in the anciently con-
stituted Lord Christ that came out, &c.; and although
he sometimes admits, that the same words are of a very
different sense when applied to Jehovah, and when applied
to a creature, yet, he ucvertheless comes forward like
a_fanatic, or something worse, when his craft is in danger,
to prove that Jehovah acQuirep wisdom! And this is
another portion of the food with which he feeds his young
rooks! (S. D.208.)

Having given us his testimony, that Jehovah acquired
wisdom, we ought not to be surprized that he should
wrest Amun, or Amen,into a nurse child! But such spots
are not the spofs of God’s children, (Deut. xxxil. 5,) for
no man, who had any real regard to the Three which
bear record in Heaven, ever so mocked or insulted the
AMEN, the fuithful and true witness! [Rev. 1. 14.] As
Mr. Cruden’s Concordance is in general use, and easily
refered to, the Reader will find, Mr. Cruden says, ““ 4men
““signifies, in Hebrew, TrRUE, FaiTaFuL, CERTAIN. It I8
“made use of likewise to affirm any thing, and was an
“affirmation used often by our Saviour, which 1s ren-
“dered in our translation, verily, verily; Amen, Amen,
“I say unto you. [John iii. 3. 5.] All the promises of

» Mr. Stevens has since found in the Sepluagint, his revered Bible,
that they have perverted kananii into bera, and as they rendered kauvanii
creaetd instead of possessed or acquired, he now adopts their perversion,
which no one, but the Perverter of 1 Am wounld do. (C. F. i. 31.)
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“God are Amen in Christ, that is, certain, and firm.
“[2 Cor 1. 20.] Christ himself, the faithful prophet
“ and teacher of his church, is called the dmen. [Rev.
“iii. 14.] In Isaiah Ixv. 16, shall bless himself by the
““God of truth, and swear by the God of truth, whichin
‘“the Hebrew, is the Gop Amenx. Anditis used in the
““end of prayer,in testimony of an earnest wish, desire, or
c“assurance to be heard ; Imen, so be it, so shall it be.
“The word Amen is used in many languages.”

That spiritual wnan, Mr. John Brown, late minister
of the gospel at Haddington, and professor of divinity
under the associate Synod, whose godliness is beyond all
suspicion, has given a like faithful testimony to the sig-
nification of the word 4men in his dictionary of the Holy
Bible! But as the word Amen occurs in John viii. b8,
that holy record of our Lord’s testimony, which Afr.
Stevens so shamefully perverts, by intimating that our
Lord like the sinful Jews, eitherignorantly or wilfully used
one tense for another, to wit, I Am, for I was; that text
so wilfully perverted, a standing memorial of Mr. Stevens’
love to his Lord, and of his hatred to our Lord reads,
as Mr. Stevens perverts it, *Jesus said unto them nurse
““child, nurse child, I say unto you, before Abraham was,
““ T was, that is, a man, or a nurse child,” for Mr. Stevens
says, our Lord thereby intimated he was a man older than
Abraham : and he even laments that great and good men
have presumed to venture the proof of (our Lord’s) hus per-
sonal divinity, on so inconclusive a foundation. (S.J.20.)
But surely, Mr. Stevens will never find any one, but a Soci-
nian, or an Arian, &c.that will lament with him, that Dr.
Abbadie did so presume! And how came Mr. Stevens, the
Perverterof I Am, to acknowledge Dr. Abbadie’s Treatise
to be masteErLY? (C. F.ii. 32.) So far was Dr. Abbadie from
being of Mr. Stevens’ profligate opinion, that Dr. Abbadie
observes,““When they,” (the pre-existerians,) * tell me for
“instance, That Christ was before the prophets, and before
“ Abraham in excellence and dignity, My JUDGMENT cAN-
““ NOT ACQUIESCE IN IT. For the worJ of inspiration assures
““mne repeatedly, that the Lorp Redeemer 1s THE FIRST AND
““rHE Last. Here the distinction is of no avail, but
“‘rather tends to embarrass them. For he is the FIRsT, in
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““that respect wn which he ought to be the vLast: for they will
““not say he is the last in dignity. It cannot, therefore,
““be a priority of excellence that is here meant.—And
“how comes BE to be represented to wus, as ‘‘WITHOUT
““BEGINNING OF DAYs?” It is therefore certain, that Dr.
Abbadie, as well as Mr. Romaine and all true Christians,
believed in the Pre-eternity of the Christ of God, which
the human pre-existerians in general do not, and, therefore,
Mr. Stevens will not find any one, but the serpent and its
seed to lament with him, that great and good men did not
die in their sins, because they believed Christ to be, 1 Am!
(John viii. 24.) But the day is coming, when all, whe-
ther fanatics or not, who depart this life denying the Pre-
eternity of “ the Christ of God,”’ will wofully find, that
our Lord was no Impostor, and did not use one tense for
another, when HE said unto the Jews, “if ye believe not
“that 1 Am, ye shall die in your sins.” (John viii. 24.)
The Reader will also observe Mr. Stevens' hatred
to the Pre-eternity of the Christ of God, by his wresting
the Hebrew word for everlasting in Prov. viii. 23, into
hidden time. And, as usual with all men of his reasonable
complexion, he adopts that sense of the Hebrew word, in
which it is used in reference to creatures, instead of that
sense in which it is used to express the eternal foreknow-
ledgeor election of God. (S.D.146—148,) But whilst we see
such emnity to the Pre-eternity of the Christ of God, in
those who are from beneath, and are of this world, (John
vili. 23. E. S. 38,) what a relief it is to the child of God
born from above, (John 1ii. 37,) who is not of this world,
(John xvii. 16,) to find in Dr. Hawker, a faithful witness
to the Pre-eternity of Christ. In a Village Sermon, cu-
tituled, Jesus THE ETERNAL LIFE of his people,* the Doctor
truely observes, ©Wisdom is described in the Book of
“ Proverbs as standing in the top of high places, by the
“way, at the gates, and at the entry of the city, and
“calling upon his people to attend to him, promising
““them that love him, to fill their treasures, and to give

* This was one of the last works penned by Dr. Hawker, to use his
ownwords, “‘the result of a more ripened judgment,”—¢ Isee enough,” said
the Doctor, ‘to lament in the imperfections of many of these writings of
“* mine gone before, and more especially in my earlier productions, and
“‘which I pray the Lord to pardon.” Vol. vii. 220,
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“ them durable riches and righteousness.  And then he
““adds, the Lord PoSSESSED ME in the beginning of his way,
““before his works of old: I was set up from EVERLASTING,
“from the beginning, or ever the earth was.—Then I was
“by him as one brought up with him; and I was daily his
“delight, rejoicing always before him; rejoicing in the
““ habitable part of the EARTH, and my delights were with
““ the soNs or MEN.* (Prov. vili. 1—21.) Observe in these
““ words how Christ first states THE Ererniry orF nis Na-
“Ture; and observe also how he speaks of Jehovah in
““his Trinity of Persons possessing him as mediator, in
“the beginning of his ways, as set up the Glorious Head
“of his Claereh from EVERLASTING. 'Then having spoken
““of himself as one brought up with the Lord Jehovah,
““and the dclight of Jehoval in his covenant Headship
‘““and character, he then takes in the Church as in the
“same view, and expresseth his delight in the sons or
“mEN. Nor merely habitable carth, as distinguished
“fromn the water, for this prospect of Christ he had be-
““fore said was, or ever the earth was, when there were no
“depths, when there were no jfountains cbounding with
“water; whilst as yet he had not made the earth, nor the

_ﬁelds, nor the highest part of the dust of the world.  But
‘““his allusion of rejoiciing in the HABITABLE PART OF HIS
‘““EARTH, was that habitable part in which the Lorp him-
“self would TazERNACLE, when he as the worp was made
‘“rLesH and DWELT among wus: and his delights were vor
“BvER with his people. And what a beautiful and unan-
““swerable testimony the whole forins, that the glorious
““ F1eap of his Church, and his members, have been in the
“unceasing contemplation of Jehovah, Father, Son, and
“Ioly Ghost, ror EVER; to whose INFINITE and compre-
““hensive mind, mhabltmfr ETERNITY past, present, and

jutme FORM BUT ONE oBJECT.” Let the Aumble believer
compare this blessed testimony of a highly favoured Ser-
vaut of the Lord, with the deluded human pre-existerian’s
notions of a God who, as one of them says, lived a parte

a'The text in Prov. viii. 30, reads thus, ** Yea, (Ensau) T An with
¢« Him, Amen: and I Am daily his delight, rejoicing always lefore him,
¢ &t which Mr. Stevens perverts by rexding,  Then 1 was by him, a
“purse child,” &e.
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ante, AN ETerxity before ke had any thoughts or conceptions,
or acts WITHIN HIMSFLF relating wnfo Christ and the Church,
and the believer must conclude, that & human pre-exis-
terian must be either a funatic, ov something worse.

Dr. Davenant obscrves, that the Hebrew word, Gno-
lam, which interpreters sometimes render eternal, some-
times everlasting, and sometimes an age, denotes perpe-
tuity either absolute, or for a period; i. e. limited accor-
ding to the nature of the thing. But it always denotes
an absolute eternity, when it is predicated of God, or of
his eternal will, choice, or purpose, &c. 1In Prov. viii.
23, it is truly and generally admitted by all godly men,
that Christ is spoken of as thie Mediator and Redeemer set
up from everlasting™ For with God the Father there are
no after thoughts; heisnot a creature; his purposeciseter-
nal, he is of one mind, and his eternal purpose ke purposed in
Christ Jesus our Lord. (Eph.ii. 11.) And had Christ not
been that Eternal life with the Father, God the Father’s
eternal purpose could not have been purposed in Christ.

* As Mr, Stevens refers to Mr, Parkhurst, for the meaning of an Hebrew
word, and then falsely applies it, Y may be permitted to observe,that Mr. Park-
hurst is of the same opinion as that spiritual man, Mr. Ambrose Searle, as
regards the Hebrew word, El, to wit, that it signifies, to inferpose, in-
tervene, mediate, come, ov be belween, for protection, prevention, &e. If this
be the true signification of the Hebrew word, E7, then Christ is the Eternal
Mediator; for be is expressly so revealed in Psalm xc¢. 1stand 2nd Verses,
where it is written, *“ (ddonai) Lord thou hust beenour dwelling place in all
““generalions. Before the mountainswere braught forth, or ever thou hast
‘‘ formed the earth and the world, even from everlasting to everlasting thou
“griEn.” And Mr. Stevens admits these words are nn ascription ofEter—
nily to God. (P. lst Let. 41.) Aund if the Reader will compare this
Scripture with the 23rd, 24th, 25th, and 26th verses of tlie Sth chapter of
Proverbs, he will perceive that Wisdom, who says, 1 was set up from ever-
lasting, before the mountaing were seltled, &e., is the same person, whe in
this Psaln is spokeu of, as before the mountains were broughf forth, &ec.,
even from everlasting to everlusting thou wurt El! Balaain also testified
under the power of the Spirit of God, that in Ais {Bulaam’s) days, L was
rota man that he should lie; ncither the son of man, that he should re-
pent, (Numb. xxiii. 19,) that is, change his mind, &c., but which the hu-
man pre-existerians say, their Christ did before he was incarnate. (8.D.195.)
And although Adam never was the son of man, yet Mr. Stevens would per-
versely call him the son of mun, because the human pre-existerian fie can
only be supported by the assertion that the term son of man, and man, are
terms equivalent.”” (E. 8. 24.) But does Adam, and the Son of A(,fam
mean one and the same person? Certainly not! Aud yet, it is by sucI;
absurdities, that DMr. Steveas supportz his tradition, and thevefore, we
must conclude Mr, Sievens 1 either a_funativ, or something worse,
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But our Christ was that Eternal life with the Father:
and God the Father’s eternal purpose was purposed in
Christ Jesus our Lord!

2. But, the human pre-existerians worship a God
who is not Eternally and fmmutably the same: for they
only acknowledge a began to be God 1HE FATHER from
the time, they say, he begat the great soul of the Lamb,
(Rhy.) and they ouly believe in a God the Son, which re-
ccived that name as his own, when, they say, human existence
began,(Rhy.) and therefore we ought not to be surprized,
that they should pervert everlasting in Prov. vii. 23,
into hidden time,or that theyshouldread ancinted for set up,
(S. D. 143, 144,) in order to make a began to be Jesus
Christ! But our translators have never reundered nasacethz,
anointed, in any one Seripture: indeed, they knew better,
for as the drink offerings poured forth under the law set
forth theshedding of Christ's blood, so they knew that Christ
wasin Jehovalh’s eternal foreknowledge of vision, and ac-
cording to the Hebrew Text in Prov. viii. 23, the Lamb
slain from the foundation of the world, (Rev. xiii. 8,) for we
are not redeemed with corruptible things, as with silver
and gold, but with the precious blood of Christ,as of a Lamb
without blemish and without spot; WHoO VERILY WAS FORE-
ORDAINED before the foundation of the world! (1 Pet. 1. 19,
20.) Here, allow me to observe, that if Mr. John Stevens
shall at any time before his decease, believe in the Pre-
eternity of the Christ of God, the quickening Spirit Head
oftheSpiritnal Church of God, he will be obliged to glorify
God by confessing his awful perversions of Holy Scripture:
for he will then Aate himself, and acknowledge there is no
sin in the confession of sin, although unto us belong shame
and confusion of face for our sins! And the Reader may be
assured, if Mr. Stevens had been a godly man, he never
would have set such an example to mfidels, of perverting
the Holy Scriptures, or of making the Bible ridiculous, by
setting up his depraved reason in opposition to divine reve-
lation, the word of faith. Rom. x. 8. It is therefore our
duty lo try the spirits whether they be of God : (1Johniv.
1,) and in so doing, the Reader will find the human pre-
existerians are not of God, but false prophets, forgers of
lies, - who bend thelr tongues like their bow for lies: they
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‘““are not valiant for the truth upon the earth; for they
“proceed from evil to evil, AND THEY KNOW NOT ME, SAITH
“rug Lorp!” (Jerem. 1x. 3.)

But before I proceed further, the Reader will allow
we to say, there is but one true Curist oF Gob, although
there are many false Christs! Indeed, there are several
humman pre-existerian Christs of various shapes, condi-
tions, and ages, but not one of them is God the Father’s
co-eternal Christ, that ETERNAL 11¥E which was with the
Father.

Upon the one true Christ of God the foun-
dation, some of the children of God have built gold,
silver, precious stones, wood, hay, stubble: but fire will
try every man’s work of what sort it is; and ifany man’s
work shall be burned, he shall ‘suffer loss, but vg HiM-
SELF SHALL BE SAVED; Yyet so as by fire, because the
foundation he built upon was and is Eternal.

Upon a false Christ, a temporal foundation, the non-
elect may build gold, silver, precious stones, as well as
wood, hay, and stubble : but, because they received not
the love of the truth, God will send them a strong delusion,
that they might believe a lie, their election, that they all
mightbedamned who believed not the truth, &c.,(2Thess.
ii. 10, 11,) namely, the Pre-eternity of the Christ of God.

The Holy Spirit testifies of one true Christ of God,
and his testimony is true and not forked or contradictory.
But when a false witness testifies of a false Christ, his
testimony is _forked or contradictory. At one time, he will
tell you, that tkere is no one text in the Bible, which seems
to thwart his testimony of his Christ, (3 Let. b3.) And at
another time, he will tell you, that what he says of Ais
Christ iS NOT A MATTER OF FAITH, because it is not express]
revealed. (S. J. 93.) Mr. Stevens well knew, that Ro-
maine, Toplady, Gill,and others, never believed in Ass fan-
ciful Christ: but lest their faithful testimony should be
the means of Ais false Christ being discovered, he has been
obliged to acknowledge, that his plain reason creed is not
expressly revealed! I'hope the Reader will keep thisin
remembrance, for in such contradictions we may see the
craft and subdtilty of the Old Serpent and its seed: as
well as the human pre-existerian’s attempt to sct up
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a temporal foundation, a degan to be Jesus Christ, in oppo-
sition to the Christ of God! That highly favoured servant
of Christ, the late Dr. Hawker, was so fully impressed of
the importance of ““thus saith the Lord” in matters of faith,
thathe declared an inviNciBLE objection, and such it truly
is, to the belief of the pre-existence of the human soul of
Christ, ** was the silence of the Holy Ghost upon the sub-
““ject.” (Vol.ix.449.) Indeed, it would be a most tre-
mendonus stumbling stone to the faith of God’s elect, if the
Holy Spirit had in auy one instance so {ar contradicted his
own infallible testimony, as even to intimate that man’s
originality was not ofthe dust: and this truth is very im-
portant, because the enemies of the Christ of God, in hope
they should thereby beguile their fellow creatures to be-
lieve their lies, have admitted that, “all Scripture is given by
““inspiration of God, therefore ALL 1s TRUE ; the FEW as well
“asthe many.—[tisimpossible for God tolie. Heis truthitself,
““and as heis, such must his communications be. His word,
““therefore, must not only be strictly true, BUT PERFECTLY CON-
“sisTENT.”” (S. D. 65.) And therefore, if Mr. John Stevens
has any regard to his fellow creatures, he inust admit, that
the Scriptures being perfectly consistent as to man’s origi-
nality, histestimony concerning thereal existence of Jesus’
human soul without a body, or the early existence of
his man Jesus, a soul without a bodys, is a lie of Satan’s in-
ventiou ; because it is perfectly inconsistent, and opposed
to the Holy Spirit’s faithful testimony of the true originality
of man, recorded in God’s Bible. Dr. Hawker, therefore,
very faithfully opposed the human pre-existerian fable,
by justly observing, that “ The one great and INVINCIBLE
“objection to the belief of the pre-existence of the hu-
“man soul of Christ, 1s THE sILENCE oF THE HoLy Ghost
‘“UPoN THE sUBJECT. A doctrine so important, and so inti-
‘““mately connected with the welfare of the Church, if true,
““might have been expected to be found in cvery part of
“Seripture. 1fon the presumption that Christ’s possessing
““an huinan soul from before the foundation of the world,
““had been with a view to his glory, would not the Holy
“Ghost in this case, whose office is to glorify Jesus, by
“taking of the things of Jesus, and shewing to his peo-
“ple, have delighted in bringing the whole Church ac-
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“quainted with it.”  The human pre-existerians cannot
reply to this just observation, they, therefore, not only
charge the 1loly Ghost with giving us an imperfect tes-
timony conceruing “ the Christ of God,” but they re-
present him as giving usa talse testimony concerning the
originality of man I*

But here, 1 must observe, that the Holy Spirit is
not silent respecting the mnon-existence of the hu-
man soul, or human nature of Christ, because he has
given us an express revelation of the time of the birth of
Jesus Christ, the Son of man, the son of David, and the son
of Abraham! (Matt.i.1,18,20.—Luke i. &ii.) But, as Mr.
Stevens has all the reason in the world, he must know
that Christ could not be actually a man, before he was
the son of man: heis therefore obliged to seek support for
his lying tradition iv the Orientalidiom, that the son of man,
and mian are cquivalent terms, as if the Oriental idiom meant
the same person. (K.85.24.) But why does he not prove,
that the terin son of Adam can be applied to Adam,
although it may be applied to all his sons in the order of
natural generation? And as he makes the term son of
man, when applied to Christ, to be the samc as man,
in order to prove Lis Christ was a pre-eaistent man before he
was the son of man, 1 call upon him to prove, that the term
son of David, when applied to Christ, is the same as David,
and that the term son of Abraham, when applied to
Christ, is the same as Abraham? And unless he does, he
must be considered as a funatic, for maintaining the
silly notion, that the son of man was actually a man before
he was the son of man, an absurdity, which no one but

» Itis written, ' if any man speak, let him speak as the oracles of
“@Gad,” (1 Pet.iv. 11.) and the lLord's people will do well to attend
thereto; for many have been ensnared to use certain expressions, nick-
names, invented by the Devil, whereby the Devil and his ministers, under the
pretence of honouriug our Lord Jesus Christ, would rob Our Faruer of
bis honour, and oun maker of his fear, peseisine Hrs Name: (Mal. i.
6,) the Reader, therefore, should beware of them who speak not in the
language the Holy Ghost teacheth, but in the Ashdod tongue, such as,
“Image man” (He. 146.) mysterious man in God—God’s masler-piece, &c.
(He. 139,) for they are so deluded as to think they are doing God service,
when, in truth, they are representing the Holy Spirit as having given us

an imperfect testimony of Christ, and as having omitted to give that
konowr to Christ, they pretend to do by their unkallowed names.
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a faratic would allow! Whilst, therefore, 1 admit,
that the terms son of man, and man, are equivalent, as
expressing a samzness of nature, 1 deny they are, the_arg-
fore, in cvery respect, of the same import.- But, 1t 18
more than probable, that some of Mr. Jokn Stevens’ dis-
ciples may say, that Mr. Stevens doth neither preach, nor
believe, such a ridiculous far-fetched notion as the Oriental
idiom to mean the same person, because in his articles of
Jaith he hath expressly setforth, that it was by the incar-
nation of the Word, the Son of God became the Son of man!
For “ the Word whowas with God was God, AND WAS MADE
‘““ vLsu; so THAT the Son of God was MANIFESTED BY BE-
‘“coming THE Son oF MAN!” (A. F.6.) And therefore,
as Mr. Stevens believes, that the Worp by being made
flesh became the Son of man, it is quite certain, he does
not approve of the Owientel idiom. But if this be true, then
it is equally certain, Mr. Stevens must be either a fanatic,
or something worse : because no man, who loves the truth,
would use an argument which he knew to be raiLsg, in
opposition to the truth, unless he were deranged,

That the Holy Scripture is perfectly consistent in
its record concerning Christ, is unquestionably true, for
Christ is not Behemoth, the beginning (arche) of the ways
of God, but Christ is I Am, (Ego Eimi) the way itself,
and Christ 1s (esti) the Beginning in the true sense there-
of, for he is also the Ending. (Rev.i.8.) Andif the
particles in, and of, be omitted in Proverbs viil. 22, as
those particles are not in the Hebrew T'ext,—then, Christ
is not that great beast which eatcth grass like an ox,
the rRashith) beginning of the ways of God; but Christ
1s the beginning and the ending of the creation, the author
and finisher of the creation, &c. (Rev. iii. 14.) But these
truths are shamefully adulterated by some men, and sub-
tilly perveried by others; forall the human pre-existeri-
ans oppose the Pre-eternity of Christ, that ETERNAL LIFE
which was with the Faruer, the Worp with Gob,
recorded in John i. I, and 1 John i. 1, 2. Eternal life
is without beginning of days or end of life, and was
with, not from, the Father ! In accordance with this im-
portant truth, we have the spiritual testimony of that
gracious man, Mr. Ambrose Serle, who obscrves, ““ the
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“ Apostle excellently defines the name Shaddai, All-suffi-
“cient and Almighty, to the idolatrous, though learned,
“ Athenians ; and points him out as that unknown Gop,
“who had delivered them from the horrors of a raging
“pestilence, and whom they had successfully, yet igno-
“rantly worshipped. God, said he, that made the world
“and all things therein, seeing that he is Lorp of heaven
“and earth, dwelleth not in temples made with hands;
“neither is worshipped with mern’s hands, as though he
““NEEDED ANY THING, S€Cing HE GIVETH To ALL, [ife, and
“breath, and all things ;—for in him we live, and move, and
“have our being. (Acts xvii. 23, &c.) To this beauti-
“ful and incomparable description, we may add, what he
“tells the Colossians, that he (¢. e. Christ) is before all
“things, and that by him all things consist; that he is the
“ head of the Church, by whom 1t is fitly Joined, and sup-
“plied in every joint, the BecinNING (the first cause of
“all;) and that in or over all he hath the pre-eminence :
“[Col. i. 17, 18,] from which he teaches us, in another
“place, to draw this infercnce; that seeing we ourselves
“are not sufficient for the least good thing,and that such
‘““an infinite fulness of grace and power is in God, we
“should rest our whole sufficiency upon him. This tes-
“ timony alone is adequate to prove that the blessed
“Jesus is the Omnipotent Shaddai, who filleth ali in all.
“ As his self-sufliciency is that, whereby he has enough
“in himself to denominate him completely blessed, as a
“God of infinite perfection ; so,his all-sufficiency is that,
« whereb{l he is able to comununicate as much blessed-

“pess to his creatures, as he is pleased to make them ca-
““pable of receiving, and thercfore, heis able, not only

“to supply all their wants, but to do exceeding abun-
* dantly above all they ask or think. (Eph.iv.16.) And
«if we turn our eyes beyond the grave, and survey the
«- wonderful delineation, which Sz. John exhibits of what
‘no mortal eye, but his own, beheld upon earth, we
«shall see, that the armies of heaven, and all the blessed
“of Gob, trtumph in our Immanuel as their Shadda:, and
“ascribe to him the glory and dominion for ever and
“ever. As the witnesses upon earth, when led by Gon,
“ could not be deceived ; surely the witnessesin heaven,



