DR. THOVAS AT VARI OQUS TI MES ON THE CONDEMNATI ON OF
SIN IN THE FLESH.

In Elpis Israel, page 114, the following sentence
occur:--"Sin, |1 say, is a synonym for human nature. Hence the
flesh is invariably regarded as unclean. It is therefore
witten, 'How can he be clean who is born of a woman?' --(Job
25: 4) "Who can bring a clean thing out of an unclean? Not

one.'--(Job 14:4) 'What is nman that he should be clean? And
which is born of a wonman that he should be righteous? Behold,
God putteth no trust in His saints; yea, the heavens are not
clean in His sight. How nuch nore abom nable and filthy is
man, who drinketh iniquity |ike water? (Job 15:14-16.) This
view of sin in the flesh is enlightening in the things
concerning Jesus. The apostle says, 'God made him sin for us,
who knew no sin' (2 Cor. 5:21); and this he explains in another
pl ace by saying that, '"He sent His own Son in the |ikeness of
sinful flesh, and for sin, condemed sin in the flesh (Rom
8:3) in the offering of his body once.--(Heb. 5:10,12,14.) Sin
could not have been condemmed in the body o f Jesus, if it had
not existed there. Hi s body was as unclean as the bodies of
those he died for; for he was born of a woman, and 'not one'
can bring a clean body out of a defiled body; for 'that' says
Jesus hinself '"which is born of the flesh is flesh.'--(John
3:6.)

According to the physical law, the seed of the unclean
woman was born into the world. The nature of Mary was as
uncl ean as that of other wonen, and therefore could give only
to 'a body' Iike her own, though especially 'prepared of
God.'--(Heb. 10:10, 12, 14) Had Mary's nature been imuacul ate,
as her idolatrous worshippers contend an imracul ate body would
have been born of her; which, therefore, would not have
answered the purpose of God; which was to condemm sin in the
flesh; a thing that could not have been acconplished if there
were no sin there.

Speaking of the conception and preparation of the seed,
the prophet as a typical person, says, 'Behold, | was shapen in
iniquity, and in sin did nmy nother conceive ne.'--(Psalm 51:5.)

This is nothing nore than affirmng that he was born of
sinful flesh and not of the pure and incorruptible angelic
nat ure.

Sinful flesh being the hereditary nature of the Lord
Jesus, he was a fit and proper sacrifice of sin; especially as
he was hinself 'innocent of the great transgression,' having
been obedient in all things. Appearing in the nature of the
seed of Abraham (Heb. 2:16-18), he was subject to all the
enotions by which we are troubled; so that he was enabled to
synpathize with our infirmties (Heb. 4:15), being 'made in all
things like unto his brethren.'"

the dr.'"s reply to a charge agai nst
el pis israel.



A newspaper critic having held this up to ridicule the Dr.
replied as follows: --"If, in the days of his flesh, the Lord
had not been perfectly human, what resenblance would there have
been between the |ifting up of the prepared body on the cross,
and the lifting up of the serpent in the wlderness? If that
body had not been perfectly human in all things like ours, how
could God have 'sent Hi's Son in the |ikeness of sinful flesh?

Is not sinful flesh perfectly human? Is it not 'flesh of
sin? This is all the 'perfect hunmanity' nmen are acquainted
wth. |If the body crucified had not been thus perfectly hunman,
how could sin have been condemmed in it? O how could 'the
Anoi nted" 'his own self have borne our sins in his own body
upon the tree? Read Rom 8:2, 1 Peter 2:24, and think upon
t hem

"To say, then, that Jesus was not made in all things |ike
to this--that he had a better nature--is to say that 'Jesus did
not conme in the flesh.' This is the heresy that Elpis Israe
is condemmed for not teaching. It is true Elpis Israel affirmns
that jesus came in sinful flesh; but that notw thstanding the
pl ague of such a nature, he was obedient in all things--'did no

sin, nor was qguile found in his nouth;' in which sense there
was no sin in him 'he was without sin;' thus, 'he who knew no
sin, was made sin for wus, that we mght becone the

ri ghteousness of God in him"

"The reverse is not a nodern heresy, but an elenment of
"the nystery of iniquity,” which was festering in ‘'the
heritages,' in the days of the apostles. "Many deceivers,'
says John '"are entered into the world, who confess not that the
anointed Jesus is cone in the flesh. This is the deceiver and

the anti-Christ.'--(2 John 7.) In another place he styles
these 'deceivers' false prophets, or ‘'spirits,' for they
professed to have the Spirit and to speak by it, I|ike the
Gentile pietists and spiritualists of our day, who make the
Wrd of God of none effect by their foolishness. In John's

time there were those who really had divine gifts; but when did
men ever possess the genuine without the world being inposed
upon by the counterfeit? It was son in the heritages of the
first century; and so great and subtle did the evil becone,
that the authority of the apostles thenselves was inperilled.

John, therefore, found it necessary to lay down a rule by which
the true m ght be distinguished fromthe false. 'Beloved,' says

he, 'believe not every spirit," or prophet; ‘'but try the
spirits, whither they be of God; because nmany false prophets
are gone out into the world.' He then gives the rule by which
they are to be tried. " Her eby, ' conti nues he, 'know ye the
Spirit of God. Every spirit that confesseth that the anointed
Jesus cane in the flesh, is of God; and ever spirit that

confesseth not that the anointed Jesus is come in the flesh is
not of God; and this is that of the anti-Christ which ye have
heard that it cones, and is now in the world already." Her e,
then, was the heresy, from which has ripened the fruit of the
"I mmacul ate Conception' --the l|atest edition of anti-Christ's
infatuation and stupidity. |Its seed was swon by false prophets



or teachers, before popes and popery had raised aloft their
serpent fornms. In the apostles' day, it existed as a spirit,
'opposed to the doctrine of Christ,' which did not acknow edge
the distinctiveness of the Father and the Son, but nerged them
as Centile sectaries, of the nineteenth century do, into one.

But 'he that abideth in the doctrin of Christ, he hath both the

Father and the Son.--(2 John 9.) He maintains the real
humanity of Jesus, or the Father by the Spirit, manifested
t hrough sinful flesh; or as Paul states it, 'God manifest in

the flesh'--a nystery inconprehensible to the darkness of the
anti-Christian apostacy.--(John 1:5.)

This heresy against the proper humanity of christ is far
nmore subtle than the counterpart of it, which denies his proper
divinity. t he or t hodox have never been sl ack in
excomruni cating those who reject this; but they had better | ook
well to thenmselves; for the 'sinful flesh' is as nuch an
el ement of the divine Jesus as 'the Spirit.' In body Jesus
only differed from other men in paternity. God was the father
of that body, not Joseph; therefore, the body was Son of God,
as Luke testifies of the first Adam The | ogical consequences
resulting from the denial of the true humanity of Jesus, are
destructive of the nystery of the gospel; for if the Spirit
did not take our nature, by a better nature, then is that
better nature not our nature, and redeened from whatever curse
it may have laid under, and been reconciled to God. But if the
human nature of Christ were immcul ate (excuse the phrase, O
reader, for since the Fall, we know not of an immuacul ate human
nature) then God did not 'send Jesus in the |ikeness of sinful
flesh;" he did not 'take hold of the seed of Abraham' he did

not 'become sin for wus;' 'sin was' not 'condemmed in the
flesh;’ and 'our sins were' not 'borne in his body upon the
tree.' These things could not have been acconplished in a
nature destitute of that physical principle, styled "Sin in the
flesh.' Decree the i mmacul atenes of the body prepared for the

Spirit (Psalm xl:6; Heb 10:5), and the 'nystery of Christ' is
destroyed, and the gospel of the kingdom ceases to be the power
of God for salvation to those that believe it. If the Son of
Man did not live a life of faith, and if he did not experience
all the tenptations which we feel, the is his life, and his
resi stance of evil, no exanple to us. But 'he was tenpted in
all things after our |ikeness without sin;' this, however, can
only be admtted on the ground of his nature and 'the
brethren's' being exactly alike: hence

He knows what sore tenptations are,
For he has felt the sane.

Enticenents within and persecutions w thout make up the sum of
his 'sufferings for us," |eaving us an exanple, that we should
follow in his steps: who did no sin '"neither was qguile found
in his nmouth.'

But, as a last resort against all this, the doctors of the
apostasy fall back upon the saying of Gabriel, in Luke 1:35



that the child to be born of Mary was a "'holy thing,' and,
consequently, of an immacul ate nature. But they forget that
all the firstborns of Israel were '"holy things.' Jesus was
Yahweh's firstborn by Mary; and, t herfore, one of the
firstborns of the nation; so that the law of the firstborns

applied to himequally with the rest. "All the firstborns are
mne; for on the day that | snote all the firstborn in the |and
of Egypt, | hallowed unto ne all the firstborn in Israel, both
man and beast; mne shall they be; | am Yahweh.' Hence, the

hol i ness of Mary's babe was not of nature, but of constituion
by the |aw Gabriel declared his legitimacy in styling it a
"holy thing'--a declaration ratified by Yahweh Hinself, before
the multitude, when he acknow edged Jesus as His Son, in whom
He delighted.--(Matt. 3:17.)

In conclusion, wupon this point, we my remrk, that
previous to the resurrection of the firstfruits, the Scripture
knows nothing of two kinds of flesh, one immutable, inmortal
and incapable of acting otherwise than in conformty wth the
will of the Creator; and another flesh, nutable, nortal, and
capabl e of acting contrary to the will of God; it knows but of
one kind of flesh, and pronounces condemnation upon those who
deny that in that one kind came the Don of God to do His wll
as it is witten of Hmin the volume of the book. Christ made
sin, though sinless, is the doctrine of God--a deep and
wonder ful schene that the wi sdom and power of Deity could al one
devi se. "

the dr. in eureka, vol. i

"However perfect and conplete the noral manifestation of
the Deity was in Jesus of Nazareth, the divine manifestation
was neverthel ess inperfect as concerning the substance, or body

of Jesus. This was what we are famliar with as the flesh. It
was not angel -flesh, or natrue; but that common to the seed of
Abragam styled by Paul, flesh of sin; 'in which,' he says,

"dwells no good thing.'--(Rom 7:18, 8:3.) The anointing
spirit-dove, which, as the Divine Form descended from heaven
upon Jesus at his sealing, was holy and conplete in all things;
the character of Jesus was holy, harm ess, undefiled, wthout
spot or blem sh, or any such thing; but his flesh was |ike our

flesh in all its points--weak, enotional and unclean. Had his
flesh been |like that of Angel-Elohim which is consubstanti al
with the Eternal Spirit, it would have been unfit for the

prupose of the Deity in his manifestation. Sin, whose wages is
death, had to be condemmed in the nature that had transgressed;
a necessity that <could only be acconplished by the Wrd

becom ng Adam c-flesh, and not Elohistic. For this cause
"Jesus was nmde a little lower than the angels for the
suffering of death; ...that he, by the grace of the Deity m ght
taste death for every man.' For this cause, and forasunch al so

‘as the children (of the Deity) are partakers of flesh and
bl ood, he also |ikew se took part of the sane, that through



death he m ght destroy that having the power of death, that is,
t he di abolos, or elenments of corruption in our nature, inciting
it to transgression and therefore called "in working death in
us.'--(Rom 7:13; Heb. 2:9,6 14.)

Anot her reason why the Wrd assuned a |ower nature than
the Elohistic was, that a basis of future perfection m ght be

laid in obedience wunder trial. Jesus has been appointed
Captain of Salvation in the bringing of many sons to glory.
Now these sons in the accident of birth are all 'subject to

vanity,' with inveterate propensities and relative enticenents,
inciting and tenpting themto sin. A captain, therfore, whose
nature was primarily consubstantial with the Deity, could not
be touched with the feeling of their infirmties. He woul d be
essentially holy and inpeccable, and of necessity good. But a
necessitated holiness and perfection are not the basis of
exaltation to the glories of the Apocal ypse. These are to be
attained only by conquest of self under trial from w thout, by
which '"they conme out of great tribulation.'--(Apoc. 7:14.) |Ist
prom ses are to those who overcome, as their captain has
overcone, when it can be said his victory is apocalyptically
conplete.'--(Apoc. 3:21; 11:15.) Hence, then, 'it becane the
Deity to make the captain of the salvation of H's many sons
prefect through sufferings, and to effect this, he nust be of
their primary nature, that when the Geat Captain and his
associ ates shall rejoice together in the consubstantiality of
the Deity, they may all have attained to it upon the principle
of voluntary obedience, motived by faith, and maintained in
opposition to incitements within, and enticenments and pressure

from w thout. The fleshis, theerfore, a necessary basis for
this; and nmaking it possible for him to be tenpted in al
points according to the flesh-likness wthout sin. Hence,

t hough the Son of the Deity, and heir of all things, yet he
| earned obedience by the things which he sufered; and being
made perfect he becane the author of aion-salvation unto all
them that obey him'"

the dr. in eureka, vol. ii.

"The germ which in after ages was fully defeloped into the
Anti-christ was the denying the Father and the Son.--(1 John
2:22.) This denial was in the sense of not confessing that
Jesus Christ is cone in the flesh--(2 John 7.) Al who hold
this damable tradition (which in our tinme is an ariticle of
"orthodoxy' so called) forsook the fellowship of the apostles,

and were manifested as anti-christs. "Ye have heard' says
John, 'that the Anti-christ cones; even now there are nmany
Anti-christs. THey went out fromus, but they were not of us.'
These where 'false prophets,' spirits, or teachers, whose
doctrine was 'that of the Anti-christ that should com and even
now al ready,' says John, 'is in the world.--(1 Epist. 4:3)
They confessed not, that he whom they called Jesus Christ was a
man in the flesh comon to all mankind, which is sin's

flesh.--(Rom 8:3.) They nmaintained that he had another kind



of flesh, which was pure, holy and i mmcul ate. They confounded
his immacul ate or spotless character, wth inmmaculate flesh.
This was a fatal heresy; for if Jesus was not crucified in the
flesh comon to us all, then 'sin was' not condemmed in the
flesh,' as all the apostles taught, and there has been as yet
no sacrifice for sin, and consequently ther are no neans of
rem ssion of sins extant.

"The inmmculate nature of Jesus however involved 'the
Fathers, and their 'Father of the Fathers'-- --in the
necessity of transformng the nother of Jesus into an
i mmcul ate virgin-goddess--immcualte in her conception, and
therefore not of the comon flesh of Jewi sh nature. The Deity
of the Apostasy was bound to decreee this to avoid the
i nconveni ent questions, 'Wwo can bring a clean thing out of an
uncl ean?' --(Job 14:4); and, 'How can he be clean that is born
of woman?' --(25:4.) Job says, 'Not one' can do this. But this
paragon of virtue knew nothing of the Pope! He undertook to
acconplish Job's inpossibility; for nothin is inpossible wth
the Great Blasphenmer of the Deity of the heaven! He decreed
that the woman Mary was of clean and hly flesh, and therfore

the thing bron of her was 'a holy thing,' spotless flesh
untai nted of Adamis sin, though, in him all sinned, which and
unsophi sticated mnd would suppose included all Jliable to
death; ElIi, Mary, her nother, and Jesus all died, and nust
necessarily have been included federally in Adam But these
considerations are no difficulty with the Chief Sorcerer of
"Christendom' Hi's magic wand, 'thus | decree,' transfornms all

lies into divine truths, and the grossest absurdities into the
subl i mest and nost adorable nysteries.”

in answer to a correspondent,
in 1866,

The Dr. wote thus on the point, in August, 1866: "The
Deity did not die for sin. Why should the Deity die for the
transression of His own law, by the creature forned from the
dust by H s owm hand? D d

God, the M ghty Maker, die

For man, the creature's sin?
Superstition and igonarance, parent and child of the flesh, say
He did; but the Wrd of Reconciliation affirns no such
absurdity. This word saith that 'Deity condemmed sin in the
flesh," when that flesh died on the cross.

Jesus, or Yahweh  Tzidkenu (he who shall be our
Ri ght eousness), was Son of the Deity by creation, and the son
of manby the flesh developed from Mary, the descendant of
David's substance, w thout human intervention. Hence, his
flesh was the sanme flesh as the First Adam with which ours is
identical."

"The begettal of Yehoshua, or Jesus (he who shall save) by
the Holy Spirit, or power, and of the will of the Deiity, made
him "'nore Deity than any other man,' but 'not less sin's flesh



than we."

"Jesus was 'nore Deity' than his brethren, in that he was
gener ated i ndependently of the will of flesh, but not |ess than
t hey. Truly, as Paul says concerning this subject, 'great is
the nystery of Godliness: Deity manifested in the flesh, &c."

in a summry of the faith, in 1867,

3.--"That by this same Spirit, or Power, the Father
Spriit, prepared 'a body,' (Heb. 10:5,) out of the substance of
Mary, and named it before its formation, Ya-shua, or Yehoshua,
He shall be, the Savior; in Geek, Jesous, or Jesus; and that
when about thirty years old, he was anointed with the sane
Spirit and with power.--(Luke 1:35; Acts 10: 3).

4.--That this Jesus Anointed was the Eternal Invisible
Father, by his spirit, manifested in the nature that sinned in
Eden's Garden; that when nailed to the cross the Father forsook
himin withdrawing His Spirit fromhim (Matt. 27:46); that when
he died, his death was 'the condemmation of sin in the flesh
(Rom 8:3); and that in so dying, he bare the sins of his
brethren in his own body to the tree."--(1 Peter 2:24).

in the "one great offering,” in
1868.

"1l.--By what phrase is this O fering Scripturally
expressed? Dbky the words 'the offering of the Body of Jesus
Christ once.'--(Heb. 10:10.)

2.--1n what did the offering of this body consist? [IN the
condemation of sin in the nature that sinned in the Garden of
Eden. --(Rom 8: 3.)

4.--VWho was the High Priestly Oferer in the cricifixion?

The Eternal Spirit (Heb. 9:14), upon the principle that what
one doth by his instrunents, he doth hinself; thus Herod,
Pilate, the Rulers, Romans and Jews, did whatsoever God's hand
and counsel determ ned before to be done.--(Acts 18: 27, 28.)

5.--What is the Melchizidec H gh Priest? The Eternal
Spirit Manifested in the flesh.--(1 Tim 3:16.)

6.--What was this manifested Priest's sin offering? "Hs
own body."--(1 Peter 2:24.)

7.--Where did this Eternal Oferer offer his sacrifice?
Upon the cross "without the gate,” or "without the canp.--(Heb.
23:12,13.)

In "who are the christadel phians.”

1869.

6.--"They believe in 'one Lord," who is the one God by His
et er nal spirit, mani f est ed in sinful flesh for "the
condemation of sin in th eflesh,'” named 'Jesus Christ,' who
after his resurredtion, was 'justified by Spirit," or 'nade
perfect,' and, forty days afterwards was 'taken up to the right
hand of power."

7.--"They believe that Jesus died for the offences of

sinners, and was raised again fo the justivication of believing



men and wonen, and these obtain justification by faith in the
obedi ence of faith."
in aletter to "the rock™”™ while
| ast in engl and.



