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Every regenerated man feels, hears, sees, and knows sin
to be exceeding sinful, which he could not do, if sin was
only a negative. Sin is not merely the absence of good,
but the presence of evil. (Rom. vii. 21.) Sin, said an
apostle, dwelleth in me, (Rom. vii. 20,) and if any man
saith, that he hath no sin (negative sin,) he deceives
himself, and the truth is not in him! 1Johni. 8. And
if the Perverter of I Am had ever known it to be
an evil and a bitter thing to sin against the Lord, he
would never have made such a mock at sin: his cry would
have been, “For thy name sake, O Lord, pardon mine
“iniquity for it is great.” (Psalm xxv. 11.) But this
negative sin doctrine is necessarily a part of the human
pre-existerian creed ; for their Curist who suffered, the

say, was not Jehovah’s quar; (C. I'.ii. 30.) and there-
fore, an inriniTE satisfaction in their opinion was not
made nor required. For negative suffering, and a
negative satisfaction, may be proved by humau pre-ex-
isterian  syllogisins, to be sufficient for their negative
sin! But a man enlightened by the Spirit of holiness and
truth, to see the spirituality of the holy law of God,
doth truiy know that lust is adultery in the heart, and
hatred is murder in the sight of God. Convinced of the
sinfulness of sin, he feels sin to dwell in his flesh, and to
be a positive thing committed against a Holy God, whose
wrath is not a negative thing! He has felt the deep ma-
lignancy of sin. e has viewed the Holy Lamb suffering
for sin on the cross; and has heard the direful agonies of
God’s oun Sown, on account of it. And he knows, that
nothing short of an énfinite satisfaction and an infinite
righteousness could satisty the demands of God’s holy
law, for a company which no man can number: and

The Doctor was not a young rook; he had demanded * Thus saith the Lord,”
and he was surprised to find in Mr. Stevens’ second letter, nothing but
shuffling, with a statement of freethinking principles respecting God's
foreknowledge of vision, Pelagian sentiments as to original sin, and Soci-
nian notions that infants are born with sinless souls and sinless bodies: of
which no man would be guilty, who revered his Bible. The Doctor, as
might be expected, repeated his demand, with which he was deter-
mined the correspondence should close, And as My, Sterrns, the Perverter
of I Anr. could not bring ¢ thus saith the Lord,” to support his human
Pre-existerian tradition, he never replied.
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therefore the righteousness of an immortal man reserved in
the Lord Christ and coming out, & (8. J. 19,) cannot be
the righteousness of God his Saviour, (2 Peter i 1,) be-
cause “a‘lze Chirist of God,” (Lul\e ix. 20.) in whom he
trusts, is not a Christ of man’s invention, but the OlCdt
God, his Saviour; the Christ Jehovah. Luke ii.

The tremendous evil of sin further appears in the
Lord’s displeasure on account of it. For nE says, he
will visit the iniquity of his people upon the children,
and upon the children’s children unto the third and
to the fourth generation. Exod. xxxiv. 7. And HE Visits
the iniquity of the image and likeness makers upon the
children unto the third and fourth generation of them,
for he says, rney nate me. Exod. xx. 4, 5. A solemn
and an awful truth! The Lord our God is a God of
truth and without iniquity, just and right is he. Deut.
xxxii. 4. He is true to all his threatenings, and right-
eous in his judgments. Iu the descendants of Eli, we
see the iniguity of the Fathers visited upon the chil-
dren’s children. 1 Sam. iv. 11.—xxii. 16-22.—1 Kings
1. 42-49.  The sword was never to depart from David’s
house, because David had despised the Lord, and had
taken the wife of Uriah the Hittite to be his wife. 2
Sam. xii. 10.  Seven of Saul’s sons were hanged for
their Father's conduct to the Gibeonites. 2 Sam. Xxi.
More instances of God’s faithfulness to his threatenings
might be produced from Holy Seripture; and many
more proofs, if it were necessary, might be ploduced
from the misery and disease, of which many are the
subjects in this generation, in consequence of the sins of
their plooenltms But misery and disease would
never have fallen upon them, if they had not been
in Adam and in their progenitors. But the human
soul pre-existerians in the days of Christ's flesh, as
well as Pelagius and the Per verter of I Am, were so
ignorant of original sin, and of their sinful depravity,
that they said, < If we had been in the days of our fathers,

“we would not have been partakers with them in the blvod
“of the prophets.”” Yhereupon our Lord said, < Where-
““fore ye be witnesses unto yourselves, that ye are the
“children of them which killed the prophets”— that upon
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“you may come all the righteous blood shed wpon the earth,
“from the blood of the righteous Abel unto the blood of
“«“ Zacharias, WHOM YE SLEW BETWEEN THE TEMPLE AND THE
“arrar.  Verily I say unto you, all these things shall
“come upon this generation.” Matt. xxiii, 30—36.

The Reader will observe, that the Lord charges
that generation with the guilt of all the blood which
had becn shed from the death of Abel, and expressly
with the guilt of Zacharias’ blood, whom ye slew, he says,
between the temple and the altar ; although he had been
slain many years before! But what was done by their
ancestors, they in them did; and actually would have
doune again, if they had the opportunity :—so truly are
we all guilty of Adaw’s original sin, and of the sius of
our progenitors!! But this is a hard saying to the Per-
verter of' I Am.  Had he believed the Scriptures of God,
they would have been his study and his delight ; and
then, we should never have heard him declare the Holy
Spirit’s testimony, viz. that the seventy souls, which came
into Egypt with Jacob, came out of Jacob’s loins,
to be materialism. ¥For when he charged Dr. Hawker
with being a  materialist, he did in fact bring that
charge against the Holy Spirit; because Dr. Hawker
did not believe any thing more respecting the natural
generation of mankind than what the Holy Spirit had
expressly revealed®  But what may not such a scornful
man assert, that denies he was guilty of Adam’s sin?
That it may not be said 1 have misrepresented his Pelu-
gian creed ; I will quote his statement, word for word ;
as it forms a part of his sophisticated arguments, and is
one of his depraved reasons, for his absurd notion of the
pre-existence of Christ’s human soul without a body. He
says, “ If our souls were drawn from our parents, must we
“not have been guilty not only of Adam’s first sin, but of all

* The Reader will not be surprised that Mr. John Stevens, the Per-
verter of 1 Am, who appears to be <o ignorant of sin, and of the Scriptures,
should have the impudence to assert, that some part of Dr. Hawker's
spiritual leetures on the person, godhead, and ministry of the Holy
Ghost were franght with darkness and vaLseaoop and that mere assertion
was substituted for argument; that the Doctor’s eyes had failed him ; that
ke had tcken the wrung turn: and had brought himself and followers into
& maze, without once suspecting that he had left the good old way. 1 Let.12.
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““the sins of our progenitors since the first man. Neither
“could the soul of Christ escape the guilt and defilement of
“ original sin any more than others.” 2 Let. 43.

Ist. The Holy Ghost answers all these Pelagian
questions. He declares that Leri was in the loins of

his great grand-father Abraham when Melchisedic met

him. Heb. vii. 10. And that the souls which came
into Egypt with Jaceb, seventy in number, came out of
Jacoh’s loins. Gen. xlvi. 26. Exod. 1. 5. The Reader
will observe, the Holy Spirit is speaking of them as
the seed of man ; whereas Christ is the seed of the woman!

2nd. The Holy Ghost declares, that all mankind in
the order of natural generation are guilty of Adam’s
first sin, for it is written, By one man sin entered into the
world, and death by sin; and so death passed upon all
men, (eph 6 pantes emarton) in whom all have sinned.* See
marginal reading, Rom. v. 12.

a In the life of Dr. Thomas Goodwin, we have an acknowledgement
of his guilt of original sin in the following words; which, com-
pared with the Perverter's creed, will shew the difference between a re-
generate man who has the power of godliness; and an unregenerate man
who has the form of it. In the Doctor’s life, we read as follows. ¢ But
¢ next I was hrought to enquire into, and consider of what shonld have
¢“ been the original cause at the buttom of all this fore-mentioned sinful-
< ness, both in my heart and life. And after T had well debated with
<« myself that one place, Rom. v. 12. By one man sin entered the world,
“and death by him, and so death passed upon all men, in whom, or in thet,
¢ gll sinned: that it was in bim they all sinned, for they had not in and
s of themselves aclually sinned (as those that die iufants) after the
¢ gimilitude of Adam’ s transgression, which limitation is cautiously there
“ added by the Apostle, to shew that they had not actually sinned of
¢t themselves, but are simply invelved in his act of sinning; and that sin
sswherein we are allinvolved, as guilty of it, which is expressly said to be the
<« disobedience of that one man; for by one man’s disobedience, many of
¢« his children of the sons of men were all made sinners, for disobedience
¢ notes an act of sinning, not a sinful nature or habit. This cansed me
“pecessarily to conceive thus of it, that it was the guilt or demerit of
¢ that one man's disobedience, that corrupted my nature. Under such
s like apprehensions as these did my spirit lie couvicted so strongly of
“¢ this great truth, that being gone to bed some hours before, and flled
¢« with these meditations, 1 in the end of all rose out of bed, being alone,
¢and solemnly fell down on my knees before God, the Father of all the
¢ family in heaven; and did on my own accord assume and fake on me
““ the guilt of thal sin, AS TRULY AS ANY OF MY OWN ACTUAL siNg !”

Another gracious man, now deceased, whom the Perverter grossly
insulted when living, has written to the following effect upon the same
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3rd. 'The Holy Spirit also describes the reign of
death 1 consequence of Adam’s first sin: a period of
two thousand five hundred years had passed, when there
was no written law, yet death reigned! and even over
infants also 1t had reigned; a plain palpable proof of
original sin, and that death was the sure consequence of
it. “Nevertheless, saith the Holy Spirit, death reigned from
“Adam to Moses, even over them that had not sinned after
“the similitude of Adam’s transgression;” Yet they over
whom death reigued, were sinners, although they were
infants that had not sinned out of Adam; therefore, they
were guilty of original sin in him. Hence come the
violent convulsions, and all other diseases, that carry so
many infants iuto another world. Some even die in the
womb; some in being delivered, and some shortly after
birth. Solemn as the consideration is, yet how evidently
true is that Scripture, ** Therefore by o~E offence (mar-
“ ginal reading) judgment came upon all men to con-
“demnation ; (Rom. v. I8,) for the judgment was by
“ ONE gffence to condemnnation ; but the free gift is of
“many offences unto justification?””” Rom. v. 16, Adam,
therefore, did not merely represent us, for we were i
him ; hence it follows, “in Adam all die.”” 1 Cor. xv. 22.

4th. If what the Perverter of 1 Am says be true,
viz. that ““the soul is sinless as to forinally immoral
““qualities, and as it comes out of God’s hand yet void
“of positive holiness; and that the body antecedent to
““its union with a rational soul, is not the subject of
““moral obligation, being a mere animal, so not formally
“sinful ; (2 Let. 45.) then death could not have reigned
over infants with sinless souls and sinless bodies, unless
they had sinned in Adam. Thus, according to his own
creed, they must all have sinned in Adam! but where
did he get his doctrine from, viz. of infants coming into
the world with sinless souls and sinless bodies ?

subject : ““In the instance of Adam, the Apostle considers all his children

*“implicated in all that concerned him. And it is said of Lenri, that he

‘“ was in the loins of his father when Melchisedec met him, and blessed

“him, (Heb. vii. 10,) so the whole race of mankind, in the order of

‘“natural generation, were in the loins of Adam when he transgressed

::the commands of God, and were with him involved in the same condem-
nation,”
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Hth. That the Perverter of 1 Am should question
his being guilty of Adam’s first-sin, and the sins of his
pmﬂ‘emtor is no marvel ; for the hnman pre-existerian
Phanisees hated Carist the Lord, because he charged
them with the guilt of all the righteous blood shed upon
the earth, fromn the blood of uwhteoua Abecl unto the blood
of Zachdrlas whoin they slew between the temple and
the altar, Matt. xxiii. 35. This, no doubt, is a doe-
trine pmfectly incomprehensible, UIll(ﬂdbOll’lblC and un-
]ust m the oplnlon of all intellectual human pre-exis-
terians. But it they had known the plague of their own
hearts, they would have kuown that the natural or soul
man lOOl\S at the outward transgression, but God looks
at the heart; for out of the heart, an important part of a
man, proceeds every evil thought, murders, adulteries,
fornications, thefts, false witness, blasphemies. Matt.
xv. 19.

Blessed be the Lord God of Israel, in the midst of
judgment he remembers mercy. He can sanctify his
judements to his people when visiting the sins of the
fathers upon the children, and children’s children. And
as HE Is true to his threatenings, so he is faithtul to his
promises; for he will shew, and he hath shewn, mercy
to thousands of the descendants of them that love him,
and keep his commandments. Reader, compare Exod.
xx. 6, with Ezra 1. b.—i. 1, 3, 14, 35.

But there is another objection made by Mr. John
Stevens, the Perverter of 1 Awm, to the doctrine of origi-
nal sin ; for in his opinion, if we are guilty of Adam's
first sm, he boldly affirms,  Neither could the soul of
“ Christ escape the guilt and defilement of original sin any
“more than others.”

Ist. If Mr. Stevens did not lean unto his own un-
derstanding, (Prov. iii. 5.) he would not be deceived by
the writings of profane men, and he would not have
made such a vile assertion. For is Christthe sinful or
polluted seed of man? Was he not the seed of the wo-
man? Was Christ’s human nature conceived in sin, or
shapen in 1n1qmty7 Psalm li. 5.

2nd. Was it not a  supernatural act for a Virgin to
conceive, and for a Virgin to bring fortha son?
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3rd. Was not Christ’s human nature begotten in
Mary of the Holy Ghost? Matt. 1. 20,

4th. To silence all blasphemers, Jehovah hath ex-

ressly declared, concerning tie whole human nature of
Christ, “The Lord hath created a new thing in the
earth, a woman shiall compass a man. Jerem. xxxi. 22.
5th. It is said that Christ was made (not conceived)
in all things like unto his brethren. Man was not
created sinful: but holy ! Our sinful nature did not
constitute our original state. QOur created state, and
our sinful state, ought never to be confounded. Christ’s
human nature was not begotten in Mary after the manner
of man, for it was accomplished without the co-opera-
tion of man by the overshadowing power of the Holy
Ghost! The angel of the Lord said to Joseph, that
which 1s, (gennethen.) begotten in her is of the Holy Ghost.
Marginal reading Matt. i. 20. And as Mary the Virgin
conceived without sin, (Luke i. 31, 385,) so she brought
forth without sorrow, as it is written, ““ Before she tra-
“vailed she brought forth, before her pain came she was
“delivered of a man child,” (Isaiah Ixvi. 7.) the (proto-
tokos) the first or chief born among many brethren; the
first or chief of every creature; and the first or chief
born of the dead, that the Scripture might be fulfilled,
I will make him the first or chief born. Psalim Ixxxix. 27,
And when he came into the world, all the Angels of
God worshipped him. Heb. i. 6.

Lastly. = The Mystery of God is only apprehended
by faith, and by them who hold the mystery of faith in
pure conscience ! 1t is the revelation God hath given of
himself, and of his revealed will, which the Church of
God is to believe: and not man’s explanation of the
Inystery.  And this is one great cause why the illiterate
christian enjoys through faith the great mysteries con-
tained in the Holy Scriptures, because he believes them
ﬂ}i‘ough faith, whilst the learned christian attends to

18 reasoning power; and reads with his reasonable
salvos, ““ this 1s only to be understood in such a way ; it
18 not reasonable to believe it in any other sense; it
would be absurd to receive for truth what cannot be
reasonably comprehended! Whereupon a spiritual
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writer hath justly observed; that he was sure the devil
and the pride of wan were at the bottom of all this!
Satan does not care, said he, about our reading, provided
we reason upon the Scripture ; for by our leaqomnfr he
expects to steal away from us the kernel and to leave
us the shell! Satan knows that whatseever is not of
Farrn is Sin!!

Satan is more subtle than man. After many years
experience, he knows it to be very diflicult to convince
a wan against his conscience, though fullen. To obtain
for himself an easy victory over the difficulties of a
natural man’s conscience, he suggests that men ought to
believe what may be proved by syllogisms! and as the Per-
verter of I Amartfully,andfrom a false principle, introduced
them to support the tradition of the Pharisees! so 1 have
taken the course, of presenting his young rooks with
some syllogistic food, becaunse it 1s written, God taketh the
wise in their own croftiness. Job.v. 13. 1 Cor. 1. 16.

The argument generally used by all the Pharisees
in favour of their tradition is, that as the souls of dead
men pre-exvist the taking of their bodies until the resurrec-
tion, BY THE SAME LAW, the soul of Christ might pre-exvist
his taking «a body of the virgin mether. IFrom this so-
phisticated reason 1 shall form three human pre-cuvisterian
syllogisms, that the reader may not be deceived by such
acts of subtilty.

Ist. As the souls of dead men pre-exist their taking
of their bodies until the resurrection; so Christ’s soul
pre-existed his taking a body of ¢the virgin; therefore
Christ’s soul was in the state of dead men,

2nd. The cause why the soul of a man-pre-exists
in a separate state, his taking of his body until the re-
surrection is, his having sinned. Christ had the soul of
a man pre-existing in a separate state, his taking a body
of the virgin; therefore Christ had sinned.

3rd. The souls of the damned pre-exist their taking
of their bodies until the resurrection, and abide under the
wrath of God ; Christ’s soul pre-existed his taking a body
of the virgin, and was to suffer the wrath of God ; there-
fore Christ’s soul pre-existed in the state of the damned.

Now these are three of the Perverter's syllogisms,
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formed by THE <anme Law as laid down by Mr. Samuel
Stockell,a human pre-existerian Dam, and approved of by
Mr. John Stevens, (1 Let. 22.23.) who calls them heavy
things to toss out of the way.  And therefore, according
to his svllogistic ereed, Christ’s human soul pre-cxisted
in the =ame state as tie souls of the damued until the
resurrection of their bodies. Now, however profligate
this statement may appear, nevertheless, all the human
pre-existerians intimate, that their pre-existing fuman
soul Christ lived a life of misery previous to his incar-
nation; tor they (l(»s(:];j'hc the human soul of their Chnst
as grieving, repenting, &e. (8. D 195.) so that Paradise,
where, thiey say, the human soul of Corist was placed,
was to their Christ a place of torment,

4th. The Perverter of I Am declares, that Christ’s
pre-cxisting human soul possessed similar faculties and
properties with our own; (8. D. 16,) and that God pro-
duces our souls sinless as to formally immoral qualities,
yet void of posilive holiness —2 Liet. 45. From this state-
ment, I shall form another human pre-existerian syllo-
gisimn.

All our souls are produced sinless as to formally
immoral qualities, yet void of positive holiness ; Christ’s
soul possessed similar faculties and properties with our
own ; therefore Christ’s soul was sinless as to formally
immoral qualitics, yet void of positive holiness! Now
this is a heavy thing, the Perverter says, to toss out of
the way.

But if he means to say, that Christ’s soul did possess
positive holiness, and ours not; then Christ’s soul did
not, accordiug to his plain reason creed, possess similar
faculties and properties with our own.  Now these syllo-
gisms prove, that if the Perverter had believed in the
revelation God hath made of the creation of all man-
kind in Adam, and of that new thing created in the
earth, he never would have been the dupe of the Pha-
risecs, nor have published such abominations.  But like
his predecessors, the Pharisces, he renders the word of
God void by his traditions'!

Secondly. He says, It is not the act of generation that
“defiles the begotten ; the whole mass of nature 1s defiled
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<hefore that takes place.  Aud further, that all the souls
“ol men were represented by Adam as well as their
“bodics, though they were not seminally inhim.” 2 Let.
44,45, < And further, that the seed ot the woman,
strictly speaking, denotes the matter of which the Lord's
hody was tormed.”—1 Let. 26. From this statement |1
<hall form two or more human pre-existerian syllogisms.
The whole mass of nature is defiled beforetheact ot gene-
ration takes place ; Christ's human body was part of that
whole mass of nature ; therefore Christ’s human body wus
defited! SWhat a horriddoctrine! This is another pre-eais-
feriansyllogism, which the Perverter says, isa heavything
to toss out of the way, and this is another of the awtul con-
sequences of hisperversion of the Holy Seriptures.

But, he says, “ The souls of men were represented by
“ Adam as well as their bodies, though their souls were
“not scinally in Lim!”

Now, for another human pre-existerian syllogism.
Adam represented acw the souls of men as well as their
hodies, though they were not scminally in him; Christ
had the soul of a man; thercfore Adam represented
Christ’s soul! flere s another human pre-evisferian
svllogisim, a heavy thing to toss out of the way; and
another of the sad consequences of the Pelagian and
human pre-existerian heresy!

But probably, the Perverter of I Avneans, that Adam
did not represent Christ’s soul, hecause in his opinion,
it pre-existed Adam; yet nevertheless he admits withowt
any exvception, that Adain represented Christ’s body ! And
as he and Pelagins say, our souls were not in Adamachen
he stined ; and as he further states, we were vrepresented
by Adam, wherehy our moral rectitude was lost (not by
our being in Adam) but by the one offence of Adan as
onr coinmon representative and public head, (2 Let. 43,)
therefore, 1 shall form two more human pre-cxisterian
syllogisms from this statement, that the enmity of the
serpent and its seed may be scen in its reasonable form
opposcd to the woman and her seed. Gen iii. 1.

Adam vepreseuted all mankind, the bodies of
men being scininally in him; Christ had the body
of a man i Adam ; thercfore Adam represented Christ’s
hody !
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Moral rectitude was lost by the one offence of
Adam, by all whose bodies were seminally in Adam;
Christ’s body was seminally in Adam; therctore the
moral rectitude of Christ as inan was lost. ’\ow, this 1s the
human pre-existerian’s display of their plain reason creed,
proved by their own syllogisins, those heavy things, which
the Perverter cannot toss out of the way,

Reader, you here sce some of the sad consequences
of l)chmmo « lie, even the enmity of the serpent and
his seed to the woman and her seed! Thus human pre-
existerian Pharisees, with subtle questions and sophisti-
cated statements, alieays did, and always will, manifest
their deadly enmity to the woman, and her seed. Gen.
. 15,

Thirdly. The Perverterof 1 Aw tells us, “The bodies
“of mcn antecedent to their union with a umonal soul,
“arc not the subjects of moral obligation, being a mere
“antmal, so not formally sinful. 9 Let. 45. lmt how
does this agree with his former statement,  that the
“whole mass of nature is defiled before the act of gene-
“ration takes place!” 2 Let. 44.  1f the whole mass of
nature 1s defiled before the act of generation takes place,
where do Ais bodies of men not tormally sinful come
from? Are these bodies no part of the whole mass of
natwre ? Thus this poor deluded fabler sometimes says
one thing, and somctimes the very re verse, as he thinks
it may suit his pharisaical lie.  So true is that Scripture
concerning the false awitiesses who avose, and who do
arise, to be’u witness against “the Christ of God ;" viz.

* The Perverter of T Ax has uot one portion of Holy Seripture to
support his febulous doctrine of sinless souls, and of the generation of
sinless human bodies. This, kis error,has been pointed out to him, and he felt
the rebuke; but instead of acknowledging his errov as a godly man
would h.ne done, he tried to conceql his iniquity by intimating that
Dr. Gill, whose Trinitarian creed he holds in abhorrence s mmu!umcd the
substunce of his depraved notions! C. F.i. 18. But surely, he would
not have us believe, that he received his doctrine of sinless souls and bodies
from the doctor, as young rooks receive food from their dams. S.1). 208.
That, no doubt, is impossible! And the godly Reader may be assured,
the Perverter would never have referred his young ronks to Dr. Gill,
the defender of the essential truth of that revelation, which Jehovah hath
made of himself, but from a base molive; tor he knows he might have

referved to Lis dear son, in the Luman pre-eaisterian creed, Mr. Kittson,
one, who has openly denied his faith in the Trinitarians’ Jesus Christ !
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neither did their witness agree together. Mark xiv. DY, Ttis
confidently stated, that many of the humau pre-existerians
do not believe what they have stated in support of thix
fable.  But if this be true—then what an infamous doc-
trine must this tradition be, that obliges its promul-
cators to prostitute their time and talents, in drawing
up argnments and statetnents which they themselves do
not believe, and which their pride will not allow them
atterwards to dis-arow! And I now dety them to produce
one Scripture in proof, that our bodies are not formally
sinful since the fall. 1t our bodies since the fall be not
formally generated sinful, how came the Holy Ghost to
designate all mankind, in the order of natural genera-
tion since the fall, to be sinfud flesh 7 Rom. viii. 3. Is the
Holy Ghost to be repeatedly held up as a har by these
intellectnal human soul pre-existertans with impunity?
The Perverter bas the audacity to affirm the phrase “sinful
flesh 7 does not include the soul! Bat that 1 may not be
said to misrepresent him, L will give the Reader tie Per-
verter’s own words. He savs, by the phrase God sending,
his own son in the likeness of sinful flesh, his soul cunnot
here be meant.—(S, 1. 184) Noain, by “his coming
“into our world described by taking flesh and blood,
“body, the {ashion of a man, the likeness of sinful flesh,
“ &eothere is pnich reuson to suppose that the Son of God
“Thad a human soul betore. " — 8. DL 18S6.) Now as Mr. J.
Stevens’ much reuson cannot allow the human soul to
be included iy the phrase sinful flesh, how does it happen
with his much reason, that he should charge the Holy
Ghost with testitving to a lic, by calling our flesh since
the fall sinful flesh, it it were not sinful, or did not -
clude the sonl? Thevefore, the phrase sinful flest either
includes the soul, or it does not.  1fit does, then the
pre-cxistence of the human soulis a lic: and it it does
not, then our bodies sinee the fall are formally generated
sinful, and the Perverter of 1 A 1sa ligr and a blas-
phemer.

Again, if the Perverter's statemeuts were true, namely,
that our bodies are not the subjects of moral obligation, so
not formally sinful; that mnen do not generate their own
kind : that the sced of the woman, the antithesis to the
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secd of the serpent, denotes, strictly speaking, the body
of our Lord; that Christ was not the sceond and lust
Adam, but the first Adam; then avowed nfidels and
freethinkers may fairly quote the Perverter's freethink-
ing writings as their authority, for treating the miracu-
lous conceptmn as an al)smdlt\ hecause the mira-
culous conception was mme((Sst and wnnatural, and
as such, a human pre-existerian absurdity.  Having pre-
mised these things, T shall now expose the human pre-
existerians’ perversion of the ]Iolv Scriptures, 1(‘\])(‘(“—
ing the image and likeness of Adam, in which he bega
children.

Ist. The Holy Ghost testifies, that Adam lived an
hundred and thirty years, and bcgdt a son i fus own
likeness, and after his own image; and called his name
Seth, Gen. v. 8. But the pre- -existerian fabler suys, that
‘Ad‘tm begat animal bodies only. not the suh](ct of

“moral obllgdtlon so  not fomml'x sinful ;7" conse-
quontlw, his version of this ‘s(llp!a e will read thus,
And siful Adam lived an huwdred and thivty gears, and
begat an animal body only, not the subject of moral obliga-
tion, and so not_for mally sinful, But, what was Adam's
own likeness and image! Was it a l)()d\ without a 50111’
Was it a body without moral obllnatlon? Observe the
bldsph( my! Are we to accuse the Hul\ Ghost of /z/nro
by saying his record is untrue,—that Adam did not
beget a son, but only part of a son? and further, that,
the {loly Ghost was so wilfully false. or 1ﬂnoiant of
Adam’s likeness and image as « /((Nf'n uem‘zue that
he made a false entry iu “]P H()l) Records? 1t lld‘s been
noted by godly men in opposition to Pehmm.s that the
Holy Splut has taken 1)(utlcuhu notice, that fallen
Adam communic 1ted his own 1mage as a simer to his
posterity. Gen. v. 3. Adam l)(‘“dt a son in s own
“Likeness after his image.” Compare this statement, say
the codly, with the testimony of the 1Tnage 11 which
Adam was created.  For God said. Let us nm!\‘ an i
our image, after our likeness—in the image and atter
the likeness of God, Behold herve, say the “ndl) Liow
the image in which Adam was nmd(' and the i mage i
which his natural oflspring are hegolten  are n/;}m.w(/
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Man was made in knowledge, upright, righteous, and
in true holiness, but sinful Adam begat a siuful son
Hence it is written “1 was Slldpeﬂ n mlqmty and In
“sin did my mother conceive me. Psalin 1t. 5. “The

“wicked are estranged from the womb; thev go astray
““as soon as they be born speaking lies.” * Pealm Iviii. 3.
Sinful flesh is not the ongmal formation or ecssence of
man, but sinful flesh is the nature of man since the fall.
Mdn knowledge and man’s wisdom since the fall are
so sinfully dcpraved that umeﬂ‘enemtv “Imnen trust in
““their own wickedness!” Isamhxlvn 10. And the elect,
until born of the S]Jlllt im common with the rest oi
mankind since the fall, are <“intellectually wise to do evil,
“but to do good they have no knowledge.” Jerem. 1v. 22.
How different was Adam’s wisdom and knowledge
before the fall! Alas! what will not a hardened smucer
say? And what will not a man say, that is wise above
what Is written !

2nd. Was not the creation of the first man, the
creation of all mankind in the order of natural or soul
generation? Did not every creature, which God created,
(,onta,m its seed after its Kind (genos?) Did not even the

oak contain all the acorns it would produce i suc-

cessive generations from age to age, some of which
would become trecs? Thc 9c1‘1ptum satth, the tree
yielding fruit, WllOSC seced was In itself, was after its
(ger nos) Tind. Gen. i. 12,

The me taph\ 5](3‘1] tabler may gape and wonder at
this, although it is no move marvellous than what he
does not lllld(htdlld but is obliged to acknowledge,
namely, the plmnommzon of the silk worm. But if ever
he should become a Jew inwardly, (Rom. 1. 29,) he
will he convineed that sin s a /m.,z(wc thing, the work
of the devil. and he Will then become a fool that he
may be wise, 1 Cor. 111, LS.

But to 1(>tum 1t is written, “And the days of Adam
“after he had l)(m()tlen Scth were eight hundred years;
“and he begat sons and danghters.” E Gen. v. 4 Now
according to the Perverter’s dnc‘nmc not one of these
sons aud daughters weresinful (lesh. for he must vead this
Scripture according to his plain yeason creed, as follows;
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And the days of Adam after he had begotten Seth's
body not sub|((t to moral obligation, and so nof
formally sintul, were eight hundred years, aud he
begat the bodies only of sons and daughters, not
the subjects  of moral obligation, so not fonnally
sinful! Again, he must read, accordmg to his doctrme,
Gen. xx1. 2, thus: And Sarah conceived and bave Abra-
ham the l)ody of a son in his old age. not the subject
of moral obligation, so not fommll} sinful, at the sct
time, of which the Lord Christ, who was not the Bternal
God, had spoken to hnn And he also reads, Gen. xxv.
on. 1. 34+ —DMatt. 1. 2.—Acts 1. 8, thus,
Al)mhdm begat a part ouly ot lmmc nainely, his bud\
without a soul which was not the subject ot moral obli-
gation, so not hnmdll} sinful ! 2 Let. 41,4245, s this
pre-existerian fabler represcnts the Holy Seriptaves as so
loosely and cavelessly written, by those holy men of old,
who were moved by the lluly Ghost, that they are too
incorrect and unreasonable to he l)chv\ cd, and therefore,
freethinking intellectual men are wise and prudent in
rejecting them,
3rd. T must now reeall to tiie Reader’s recollection,
tlldt the Perverter says, < our hodies previous to 111011
‘union with a rational soul are not the subjects of
IllOldl()l)ll“dtl()ll being mere animnal, so not folnmlly
“sinful .7 and further, <that the aet of veneration doces
“not dvhl«‘ the heﬂot‘ron '—were the untr ary the case,
nmumg(‘(ould not be honourable, and the bed un-
“detiled, as the Holy Ghost has deelared.” 2 Let. 44
How, then, does it happeu, it the act ot generation
docs not detile the begotten, that the mere Tenimal i
embryo is oft-times infected, or discased, from  the
pe viod of its generation? And il there ix no defilement
1 the act of generation, s the fitteenth chapter ot -
viticus to he w}vctcd as unirne! Did the Holy Ghost
vecord a falschood, or make a wistake, when throngh
his conviction, one of the samts of old said, < Be nuld 1

© Alr. Stevens, the avowed anthor of ¢ Celestial Filintion ™ declares,
the Lovd Christ who appeared unto Abraham, was not the eternal God T See
C. F i. p.fo. This was not his potion formerly @ but any thing is reeceived
fram him as fosd by his young rooks
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“was shapen in mlqulty, and in sin did my mother con-

“ceive me!” Isit a harmless thing, thus to make the
God of truth a liar? And how came the Perverter to
omit part of the 4th verse of the I3th chapter of the
Hebrews, and that, the material part, which shews the
mind of the Spivit: viz. “buat whoremongers and adul-
“terers God will judge.”* Has he never read, or if he

3 The Perverter of I Ast hath repeated in his writings several times,
““ Lo, now speakest thou plainly, and speakest no proverh,”—a part only
of the disciples' reply. And this he did to induce his young rooks to believe,
that Christ was speaking of his kuman sonl as coming from the Father, and
going {o the Father ; that Christ was only what he mlls ““the tmmortal man,
that was reserved mthL Lord Christ, that came out,” &e. Whercas, our Liord
was speaking of himself as a distinct person in the Godhead, and of his com-
mn'fortlz or pracession inthe way of manifestation fromthe Father, by taking
of the seed of Abraham. And this the disciples clearly understood, for
they immediately testified their beliet in Jesus as the Omniscient Gob,
saying, * Lo, now speakest thou plainly, and speakest no proverb;” now
are we swre thal thow knowest ell things, &c. 'This fuct was plainly
pointed out to Mr. J. Stevens previons to his writing ¢« Celestial Filiation,
of which he now acknowledges himseif to have been the author.  And so
far from admitting his perversion and misquotation of this Holy Serip-
ture, he has actually reiterated part, viz. the heginning and the end of the
1epl3 carefully omitting the material part, (lmsts‘om:usuence, because
he knew it dutmyed his f'lble, that lying tradition of the Pharisees,
which he has promulgated since the year 1803, namely, the pre-existence
of the human soul, with the rest of these abominations. No marvel, that
he should fear them, who (ry the spirits whether they be of God!

The Seripture, as it reads in the
Holy Record, John xvi. 29, 30.

His disciples sald wulo him, Lo.
now speakest thow plainly, and
speakest no proverh.  Now are we
sure that thou kiowest all things,

The Seripture, as it is wilfully mis-
guoted in Celest, Fil. Pt. I, p. 52.

Lo, now speakest thou plainly, and
speakest no proverby by this we
believe that thon camest forth from
(mfl.

and needest not that any man should
ask thee: by this we believe that
thou camest forth from God.

The Reader will remember Mr. J. Stevens' Christ was not iu heaven
when lie spiovke to Nicodemus, and he will therefore observe, that the
Perverter of 1 Ay has eraptily omitted quoting Christ's Omniscience.
But if Mr. Colyer or Dr Hawker had omitted for the sake of deception,
an essential part of a sentence in the word of God, what would Mr. J.
Stevens of Mead’s Court have said of them? The phrase © Scoundrel,”
would have been too mild a name, for Mr, Stevens to use, after what he has
sald of others.  Let therefore, this pharisaical Perverter be judged out of
his own month; for he saith, ** Whenever any man, professing to be a
““Christian,” nut te say, a minister ot Christ’s gospel, “*makes it evident
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has, does he wject the 1ath chap. of Leviticus, as well
as the books of Kings and Chrounicles from his recered
Bible. No doubt, hh much reason may reject it, as Dr.
Priestly and Gc///mz‘ Wakefield nay have done, as ab-
surd : for what may he not reject, after twenty two years
pubhshmu to the world, Ais Scriptural D]spldy of au
assumed Father, of an assumed Son, and of an assumed
Holy Spirit, w ho will hercafter lay aside these assuup-
tions?

Reader, the Holy Spirit has shewn the natural
consequences of our fallen state to be such, that the
act of generation itself, and every thing connected there-
with 1s unclean, (510 Leviticus \\) that the very
desires of nature are corrupt, and the multiplying of our
spec les1s In sin: as 16 is written, < Behold I was shapcu in
“mlqulty, and in sin did my mother conceive me’”’
Psalo 11 D

Fourtily. 1 shall now proceed to notice another part
of the Perverter’s creed, ©* Ananimal, he says, gencrates
“its own kind; but who does not see that man stands
“higher in the scale of beings, by reason of not gene-
“rating his own kind ; and h( cause he has an immortal
“natmc or spmt unnmdmtcl\ from God, which borrows
“nothing of its being from material thi ngs!”—1. Let,
32. It the Perverter had not been sp(‘ll\mw of man-
kind in the order of natural generation, 1 should have
been spared the mnecessity of making the following
observation.

Ist. Do animals gencrate their life or breath from
material things? <nd. l‘ld\(’ not anmmals thewr hife or
breath from (xod’ Is it not written, < God that made the

“world aud all things therein, seeing he is Lord of

that he can descend to the most vile and detractions insinvwations against
men of eslablished character, and cun wilfully misrepresent their senti-
ments while they lie in print before his eyes; it is then beeome mearifest.
that his censwre is no reud dishonwir, and his cononendidion « disgrace.
Who could eredit sueh a man wpon bis gty without the utmost danger
of being deceived? where integrity is evidently ahundoned, suspicion
cannot sleep, nor confidence find repose.” Co Foi 6, This is Mr. Stevens’
own judgment. Then what other sentence can be piss upon himself,
for repeatedly wilfully misrepresenting the Lestimonn of Christ's ((lswp[es.
WHILE 1T LAID IN PRINT BEFORE HIS EYES,
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“heaven and earth, &c. and giweth to «ll life and breath
“and all things'"” Acts xvii. 24, 25.  Reader, what arc
we to think of such an ignorant or wiltully ignorant cha-
racter as a human soul Pre-existerian? Ave we to be mute,
when we find such persons insidionsly undermining the
loly Seriptures, yet pretending lo acknowledge their di-
vine authority? This unregenerate man, no doubt, will
consider me his enemy, because I tell him the trath: ne-
vertheless, what Thave written, has been inan humble hope
that his eyes may be opened to see the truth, and that
he may have grace to acknowledge that God is true.
afid himself to have been a liar! 3rd. Is not the mule an
animal ? Do maules generate their own kind? Or, do
animals generate a mocker of believer's baptism, or
blasphemer, or an Arian, a Socinian, a Pharisaical tabler,
or a psendo-Trinitarian; onc that professes to belivve I
the doetrine of the Trinity, but declares the revelation
Jehovah hath made of hnself, the Three that bear vecord
in heaven, to be under asswaied names, &e. Are such mon-
sters to be found amongst the beasts that perish? 4th. Is
an unregencrate man of any denomination, since the fall,
to be considered higher i the scale of being, by reason
of his generating ¢ sinner, who is exceeding sinful, a
monster which God neverereated ! Mulesare called mon-
sters—Dhut they do not gencrate theiv own Kind! Yet an
unregenerate man, whose carnal mind i enmity against
God, gencrates a monster like himselt, an enemy to
God, with a heart, part of his bady, which the Perverter
says is not formally sinful. but which God saith is de-
ceitful above all things, and desperately wicked,—with
a throat an open sepulchre, with a tongue of deccit, the
poison of asps nnder the lip, a mouth full of cursing
and hitterness, &e. and with no fear of God before his
eyes. Jer. xvil, O —Rone i 13—19. Is, then, the body
of a man not the subject of inoral obligation? Ifit be
not, did ity sinfess sonl wmale ids heart (]E’('(‘.i(‘]‘}{_] ahove olf
things 2 Deluded Fabler! Reader, it was before Dr
Hawlker received the Perverter’s second letter, that the
Dr. veplied o the  Perverter's seornful  observation,
«Who does not see that man stands higher in the scale
“of being.” & in the following language.
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“Your views of maun’s standing higher in the scale
“ofbeing than brutes, and that by reasou of his not
“generating cntircly his own kind, is assuming a thing
“awhich you harve not supported by any authority.  And the
“Instance you give, in the history of Abraham, in be-
‘““getting Isaac, that he begat his body only, I think you
“wdl find no small dificulty to prove. The word of God
““appears to intimate more.  The Holy Ghost speaking
¢ of the two Adamns as the heads of their respective secds,
“saith, “The rirsT ApAv was a li\'iug soul; the vasr
“ApaM was made a quickening spirit,” 1 Cor, xv. 43.
“Who can take upon him to say, what is, and what is
“not, communicated by those respective heads to their
“respective seeds? In respect to Christ, here called the
“last Adam, 1u his being said to be, a quickening spirit,
“we cannot but know, that thisis not said in allusion to
“the quickening himself, but of his seed. John v. 21.
“And as thisis said of Christ, by way of explaining what
“ was said betore of the first Adam, his being a living
““soul; it would scem to say, that he is not considered as a
“smgle person, but as a pablic Head; «aud s formed to
“convey that vature to others, which he had personally in
“himself. What that nature is, and of its full extent and
“meaning, 1 have no apprehension, much less to ex-
“plain.”

“But on the ground you take, that every man hath an
“immortal nature, or spirit, immediately {from God, which
“ horrows nothing of its being from material things; it
“will follow by an wudenialie consequence, that il we
“have our spirits immediately from God, and horrow
“nothing of that being trom material things, neither can
“we then borrow, or devive any thing of theer corruptions ;
“and then original sin in our spiritaal partis done away.
“If God, in the instance of cvery human being ercated,
“gives an hmortal nature or spirvit hnmediately  from
“himsclf, and we devive nothing fron our parents hut a
“mere body; polluted and sinful as that body is, hecause
“gencrated from such a stock; yet owr Gwmortal part
“coming from God st be holy. "The Sevipture, which in
“conscquence of original, as well as actual trausgression,
“declares every son and daughter of Adau to be dead in
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“ trespasses and sins, considers the soul in this state of
”qpil'itual death, (for it is not the body that is here
“spoken of,) and hence the necessity of the new birth!”
Dr. Hawker truly revered his bible: He was no
tabler; He was no wmaterialist, tor God had given him
an understanding to know, that spirit could not be
obtained by (hsuildtlon from grain, unless the spirit had
been 1n the grain previous to (llstl“dtlﬂ]l. Dr. tlawker
was a spiritual man; 1 his writings are many excellent
notes, supported l)\ Scripture, (hstmoulshmg the soul
of a man from the spmt of a man, | Thess. v. 23, Heb.
iv. 12, of which the human pre-existerian pharisaical
disciples are wholly ignorant.
So ignorant is the Perrer ter of 1 Ax ot the Tloly
m]ptluos that he states < the traduction of souls cannot
“be true, because it involves consequences opposed to
““the Scripture account of generation, aud of the holi-
“mness of Christ as man.” 2 Let. 442 Now 1f ths Fa-
bler had revered his bible, he wonld have known that
the traduction of human souls and bodies was in the
order and Scripture account of watural generation, and
that the holiness of Christ as man wqq'socur( d by su-
pernatural generation; for it was begotten in Mary of
the Holy Splut' \ud he would aho have kunown, that
it was as supernatiural for a holy incorruntible l)O(h
with life, that no man could take away, to bel)e“ otten in
Mary, a virciy, as for a virgin to hlmg forth a hcnotten
soul and body.  But, hore 1 cannot avoud quolmn'
the Perverter's ridiculous reason why he thinks the

“The Perverter of 1 Aw contends, that Christ wuas pof made in all
things like unto his brethven.  He reads heeotien for made, as thoush
Parents weve the maekers or ereators of their children.  He argues, that
COf Christ was e 1o all things like wito his brethren, then he mnst
- have been hegatten by man—that Mary could not have been a virgin
© when lie was born, that he must have been conceived in sin, and shapen
“ininignity s these, he says, must be adinitted for kim ro BE MavE i
“qll thines like to his brethren;” 1 Lwet. 283.--3 Let. 31, The Reader
may wonder, how such a minn of all the reqson tn the world, showld be vo
ignorint, as not to knew, that the word merde is vot of the same meaning
as the word begotten : but such 15 the fact; or else, he 'lgnomntly or wil-
fully perverts the plain meaning of the Holy Seriptures recorded in Heh.
ii. 17, Such disgraceful perversions ave, however, the wretehed means
to which the human pre existerians aveobliged to rexortinsupport of thel

fable.



