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THE GOSPERY, MESSE&GER, OR: UNIVERSALLS'T ADVOCATE.

Gad, itis not {rom tho natural forco of tho 1
word bt haranen the Deing to whoniw o
applied, is ondless in his nature.  'Wo say
a great man, and the great Gud ; but whon
we apply the word great to man, we do
not mean that he is as great as God.—
Wo say agood man, and tho good God ;
but we do not miean, that the mon is as
good as God.  So, also, wo say of a man,
he is an cverlasting talker : and of God,
he is everlastingly good; but we do not
nean, that thd man will continue to talk as
long as God is good. We say, too, of a
child, he is cternally in mischief; and of
God, heis the eternal God ; but we do not
mean, that the child will continue to do
mischief, as long as God exists.

9

2, It has been said that ¢ aionios, when
it stands alone, signifies endless duration.’
Aionios is an adjective. It must therefore,
bo connected with some noun, ecither ex-
pressed or understood, which it qualifies.
Adjectives never make or add qualities to
nouns ; but simply express qualities which
arc inherent in the naun itself. Neither
can an adjective expross any more than
the noun to which it is prefixed ; or from
whichit is derived. Indeed, it is often
the case, thiat nouns express more than can
be expressed by adjectives.  For instance,
we say of a mon he is lovely ; by this we
mean that he 1s possessed of some jovely
qualities ; but if we say the man is ove,
we express by this, thatlove isthp inher-
cnt principle of his very nature. When
we say God is Jorely, we .o not express
as much, as when we say God is love.—
For God might be lovely, and yet love not
ba the essence of his nature 3 but when we
say he is love, wo express by it, that love
is the central sun of all his excellences:
that it is the sum and substance—the all
and jn al}, and the very essence of his na-
ture. Now, as tho adjective aionios is
derived from the noun aion, hence, it can
cxpress no more than aion.

3. But it issaid that ¢ these terms must
express endless duration when applied to
pusishment, indsmuch, as in some texts
where they are thus applied, the punish-
ment $poken of is, in the same text, con-
trasted with eternzl life’ There are but
two instances of this inthe Bible ; one in
Dan. xii: 2, and one in Mat. xxv: ¢6.
Tt by no means follows, that because ever-
lasting punishment is contrasted with'eter-
nal life, therefore, the punishment spoken
of is cqualin duration with the life spoken
of, even allowing the life 1o be of c2dless
duration, Before this can he admitted, it
must first be proved that punishment is as
enduring in its mature as life. Bur we
have shown that the word readered pua-
jshroent in Matt xxv @ 46, significs ches-
tisement, ot correction, for the benefit of
the punisked. Now, 10 spesk of, ondless
correction, is a contradictizn in terms.
ifence, the factof the application of the
term aioniss to punishment, does not prove
that punishment is endless, for two reasons.
Pirst, because alonvis to punishment, docs
not of itself express endless duration ; and,
second, because the punishiment o which
12 is applied, fis limited in its pature.—
Again, these terms are applied 5 different
things in the Bible, sud in tho same pas-
s2g:s; whenall must ecknowledge that
10 is limited and the other endless, Hab.
iii s 8. *And the cverlasting mountains |
were scattered, the perpetua) hills did how:
his ways are cverlasting.?  Sce also Rom.
xvi: 25, 26. ¢ Xceording to the revcla-

im of thr wmystery, whick was kept sc-

oretsinca the aionions bogan, but now is
raade unifest, and by whe scriptures of
the prophets, according to the command-
mont of tho atonton God? 1€ the objec-
tion wo aro considering, is of any force, it
proves that the hills and mountains will en-
duro us long as God exists ; and that the
ages of the world are a3 ancient and as
cnduring a3 God.  Whoroas, Paul in the
toxt from Romans, speaks exprossly of o
time when those ages bogan. . What has
boen said is sufficient to overthrow the
objection under consideration ; but there is
ono ract which of itself is sufficiont to si-
lonco this objoction forever. In our re-
marks on Dan. xii ¢ 2, and Matt. xxv : 46,
wo have shown that the everlasting or etor-
nal life thero spoken of; is not the life of
sho rosurrection world ; but is that lifo
which is imparted to the believer ‘in Jesus,
and which may be-enjoyed in this state of
existence. We have shown that Christ
himsolf defines this'life to consizt in the
¢ knowledge of God, and of Jesus Christ
whom ho hath sent;’ and that he speaks
of his followers as being alrcady in the
possession of eternal life. Now, in the
faco of this testimony, who daro assort
thatoternul lifo consists in cndless beati-
tude in o future state of existence ? Surely
no onewho heeds the instructions and the
testimony -of the great Founder of Chris-
tianity, Jesus Christ. As, therefore, the
eternal life spoken of in Matt. xxv : 46,
was confined to this world, so also the
cverlasting punishment. As the one was
limitod, so also the other.

4. Again, it is seid, that ¢ in our exposi-
tion of those texts where these terms are
applied to punishment, we have applied
nearly all of them to the Jews ; and it is
unreasonablo to suppose, that nearly all
that is said in the Bible about everlasting
punishment, was spoken in reference to
thatfpeople.” The objector must be care-
ful how he brings his reason against facts.
Wa know that Universalists have been ac-
cused of makinga kind of scape.goat of
the Jowish people, and of making them
bear all the sins of mankind, and all the
punishment. But have we not appealed
tothe context, and the connection of” these
passages, to prove the correctness of our
opinions? If itisa fact, then, that wmost
of these texts refate to the awfal doom
which came on the Jewish nation, and
which they are sufiering 10 thisday, itisa
fact for which we are not responsible.—
Andif any one is disposed to cavil on this
ground, he must cavil with the Bible, not
withus. Ifthe objector thinks this opinion
is erroncous, he had better be trying to
prove it so, thaa to Le finding feult,

5. ltisaolso said, that ©if these terms
do not express endless duration, tnen we
have no proof of the cudless existence of
God.’ DBut do not the Scriptures teach
thut God i3 selfexistent?  And is not his
cudless existence a self-evident fact 2 Sup-
pose that no word whatsver expressive of
duratfon was ever applied to Lim; would
this make any difforence in regard o his
duratien ?  Or supposa that all words, of
overy language under heaven,.expressive
of duration, were applicd 10 him, and ap-
plied to him times without number ; would
this make his cndless existence aby more
ceriain 2 Is God dependest on the mean-
ing of a word for his endless existence 2
If so, then e maey well fear that he will
comne to noyght. Dut noraticenal man will
pretenatiiis. If; thon,Godis ever-cnduring
in his very nuture, it is & matter.ofto con-
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sequonca whether any word exprocaive of
duration is over applind tv lum or not;
and if such waords are applied to him, it is
immatorinl whethor they oxpress entle:s
duration or not.

6. Once more. 1t is said, that tif
theso words do not cxpress ondless dura.
tion, then we have no.proof of the endloss
oxistenco and huppiness of mankind in a
future world.® If no other terms wore
used to express the duration of man’s exis-
once and happiness in the resurrection
world, there might bosome force in this ;
but such-isnot the fact. There are soveral
words applicd to life and happiness in the
Scriptures, which aro nover applicd to
punishment ; and thesg words ar. unequi-
vocal in exprossing endiess duration.—
These words are amianton, aphtharton,
i akatalutos ; rondered ondless, unde-
filed, incorruptible, and immortd. 1In2
Cor. iv : 7, we read, *For our light siflic-
tion, which is but for a moment, worketh
for us n far more exceeding and cternal
(aionion) weight of glory.> The word

‘und in this possage was supplied by the

translators, and weakons the force of hu
passage. Licaving that word out, we here
read of a glory exceeding aionion or eter-
nal. The originalis even more full than
this. The literal rendering would be, ‘a
glory exceeding ¢ternal to an excess.’—
In Heb. vii: 17, we read of an cndlers
life ; butwe no where in the Bible read of
endless death ; of endless misery, woe or
pain ; nor.of endless punishment ; nor of
an endless hell. In 1 Peteri: 4. we read
of ‘an inheritance encorruptible, undefiled,

-and that fadeth not awey.’ 1n Isa. xxv:8,

and 1 Cor. xv :54, wetre told that ¢ death
shall be swallowed up in victory.’ Andin
2 Cor. v: 4, we reud of morlality being
tswallowed wp inlife’ In 2 Tim.i: 10,
wo read [of ¢ life and 1:toRTALITY being
brought to light xy Jesus Christ5° but wo
no-where read cf immo-tal deatk and end-
‘ess pain being brougut to’ light by Jesus
Christ, or any other person mentioned in
the Bible In 2 Cor, xv & 22, we aro told
that ¢ as in Adam all die, even so in Christ
shell all bemade alive.? MNow, just as cer-
tain as Christ will endlessly exist, just so
certain isit that all mankind will oxist end-
lessly. Eor thoy are to be made alive in
him. IndltCor. xv: 51, 52, we arc told
that ali mankind will bo changed from
¢ mortal to immortality 3* and in verse 52,
we are informed that ¢this corruptible
st put on incorruplion, und this mortel
immortality.’ ‘These passages prove bey-
ond tho possibility ofa doubt, that the end-
less existence of mankind'is taught in the
Bible irrespective of the application of
olim, aion, and atonios to that existence.
Such are all the objections to our views
of these terms. Whether they are insu-

peiable ornot, the reader can judge for

himscif

TiIE NEW BIRTH.

‘There are muititudes of Christian Pyo-

.fessors in the world who yearn for the joys

of faith in God as the Universel Tather,
Friznd and Saovior; but alas! they are
debarred this high privilege! They are
right in their feclings, they-are influenced
in their doings by the spirit of gospel love
—but they have been taught to view the
doctrine of Universalism with abhorrence.

Such persons frequently have said to
us, * You do not believe in the doctrine of
ihe rew birth; and this is en essential

"‘C‘;'.‘.( n Clistianmey.”

We answer, Who told you that we o
not Luiivve in the doctrine ofthe new bint
You certanly have aat go been inform.:
by either our preachers or writors—tor
our hooks and papers mamntam this doctfine
as a fundamental, and our pulpi's havg ever
insisted on itas a chief item in the Chri-
tian gystem,

‘It is very likely thot we do not under-
stand the new birth precisely as others do;
but our brethren have no greater {right t
insist that their views should be our stanil
ard, than o should have to insist that ou-
views should be theirs.  If you are willine

subject, rend—and think }

« Cease 1o do ovil—learn to do well,”
was ¢ prominent injunciion under the di-
pensation of the Law ; and the same en«
is contemplated by tho economy of the
Gospol. % The grace of God, whic.
bringeth salvation to all men, hath appgar-
ed, teaching us that, denying ungodliness
and worldly lusts, we should live soberly,
rightcously, and godly in ihis preser.
world.”” Hence, Jesus “gave himself for
us, that he might redeem us from all 1a
iquily, and purify unio himself a peculiur
people, zeaLous o Goop works.” Titus
il 5 20-14.

The doctrime of the New Birth, as muy
clearly be shown, is resolved into practicas
-conformity to the heavenly law. Iight-
cousngss of life is the end to be attained ,
and this is to be wrought by purifying the
heart, and this, again, by enlightening thc
understanding. He who is incrror, i3 to
be made acquaiated with the truth as it 1=
in Jesus; he who is swayed by evil {ecl-
ings and motives, is to bo brought under
the influence of the love of God ; and ke
who is wandering in the dark mases of =i,
isto be introduced to the path of the just,
which shiheth moro and more, evon unto
the perfect day.

Let me simplify theso ideas, and prezent
them very distinctly in a brief space~us
follows :

1st. The kead is to be instrocted—
that is, the mind is to be enlightened by
the truth.  Hence it is written, “ TWioso-
ever believeth that Jesus is the Christe,
(5™ 15 Bor~ or GoOD,” 1 John v. 1, But
if such an ono went no,.farther than this,
he would have merely a kead-reliyion.

2d. The keart is to be purified—tha,
is. the feelings are to be influeaced by the
right spirit.  Thus it is written, * Love 1s
of God, andencry one that loyeth {(F= 15
BORN OF Gop,” 1 Johniv. 7. This brings
the addition of a keart.religion.

8d. The lifeis to be roformed—that
is, the character js to be established in vir-
tue, as proved by deeds.  Accordingly we
arc informed, * every one that docth righte.
ousness F5=1s porx oF Gop,” i1 John 1.
99. This completes the new birth, and is
comyprehended ina Zife-religion.

1, & Wiosocuzrbelicveth that Jesus
the Chrisly is Bors OE Gop,” v John v. 1.
This was the simple and only atticle of
faith enjoincd by the primitive teachers of
Christianity, whothor the persons eddressed
were Jews or Gentiles,  « We believe and
are sure that thou art that Ciwrist, the Son
of the living God,? John vi. 69, was Peter's
profession in-benalf of himself aod breth-
ren, ¢ God hath mede that same-Jesus,
whom ye- have erucificd. both Lord and
Christ,” Acts 1i. 36, was his testimony to

the Jows. I believe that Jesus Christ iv

to ‘consider what we have to say on thi
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