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rersecured nand tronbled the Christions, at
Jhessalonica aud elsewhero, were visited
‘Hiith o tribufation which shall terminate
iy when blindness shall be removedd from
e house of Jacob.

Reader | diligently ponder this ey
Lo, Fixmmo it in the light of the Serip-
‘ﬁnres. and thou wilt acknowledge its truth,
ACT.

posi-

Tl LATE DISCUSS{ON,
Qur readors will find below part of Mr.
M iphent's artiele in reply 1o one that ap-
#ueared in our paper some time sipce. His

3 ; Bdremarks on 1 Cor. 15, will appear in our
o} Jnext.

ast} ¢ . — e

L} 4 «In this manner speaks friend Lavell on

¥ first proof-teaton the first proposition.
S¥1'o succeeding poition of the nrticle from

?" which the preceding is copied, we shall
nd lreserve for another month.  Qur room |
)y R secms o domand tins arrangement even
od iRgainst our inclination.

§ s the gentleman has, m our reckon.
i ging, over-stepped the boundary lines of tie 4
ce ERcontroversy, and given us matter n the

furin of eatras, not ntroduced wiilo the
1 debate was in progn ss, we shall perhap:.
%4 be excused if we havo occasion sometimes
Y tospeak of what was said on oar part in
.4 reply, and at other times respond direct
without referring to the past. Before pro-
£4 ceeding, however, an apology should be
made for our controversial friend, It was
RE cvident that he appeared on the ground
& with his principal speeches demonstrated
o in writing, and therofore he read the most
of what he offered to usin the way oflogic ;
i and hence we account, without imputing
@ it to dishonest intehtion, for the dis-
B crepancy between his reading and wiat
N he had prepared. May we ontertain the

& opinion that he was too calm and collected

to read straight ?

The gentleman in pressing into his
® ~crvice the Savior's reply to the Sadducees,
B Maut, xxii. and Luke xx., dwelt at length
B upon three primary ,points. 1st. That alt
R the dead should be raised. 2d. That be-
R < “use the dead thus raised are called child-
® ren of the resuriection and of God, there-
fore they are to be accounted children, of
God assaints.  3d. ‘That because they aro
said to be equal to the angels, thereforo
when they are all raised they shall all be
as sinless, holy, and happy as the angels.
‘T'he first of theso wo admitted, and hence
it required no proof so fur as concerned
the controversy.  We aimed a blow at the
other two, but more especially at tho sec-
ond, by n simple appeal to the woyds of .
Jesus as found in John v. : 28, 29, taken ;
in connexion with the verses preceeding. |

These texts honesly put together, wo
aitempted to show, clearly developed two
resurrections—a literal as well as spiritual ,
and wo placed in their proportions aud
connexions for the purposc of preventing
the lawless figuring of Universalian fig
ures. “He that heareth my word and be-;
lieveth in him that sent me, hath evertast- |
ing life, and shall ot come into condemna- ‘
tion . .. . The hour is coming, and now !
is when the dead shall hear the voice of;
the Son of Gad ; and they that hear shall
Yive.” Suchis the Savior’s language when -
speaking of a quickening from a death in!
trespasses and sins.  Gireat was the power
that could accomplish this, but in compari-
son not'so marvellous as & power hereafter
‘0 be exerted. “Marvel not athis: for
the hour is coming, in the which all that
aroin their graves shall hear his voice,
and shall come forth; (sinless? holy ?
pappy 7- -not so—but) they that havedone |
.good, unto tke resuirection oflife; and
they that have done evil, unto the resurrec-
tion of damnation.”

Upon these passages we argued thus :—
‘Those who, in the first quickening, pussed |
from death unto life, are promised an end-
less life, and therefore it is said of then
‘that they shall not come into condemnation,
implying most plainly that.there is such a
‘thing as condeinnation in the fuwre for
those who heard not the voice of God’s
Son ; and accordingly, at the next quick-
ening, waen all graves are opened and aii
the dead 1nised, there appear two orders or
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desce.ptions of men, some of them having
done good und some having done evil,—
the ono order to enjoy the 1esurrection of
lito and the other to experionco tho resur-
rection of damnation.  When therfore out
friend of the opposition argued from Luke
xx.the holiness and happiness of all men be-
cause of the expression “children of the
resurreation,’ we showed that some of these
“qll”* were children ofthe * resurrection of
damnation,” agreeably to the languige of
the Greot ‘Teacher.  We (elt here, in this
slage of' the argument, that-we were in a
fortress prepaved by the Captain of salva-
tion himself.

Concerning tho phrase *children of
God,” in the text quoted from Luke, it was
intimated that the whole human family at
present aro the children of God, and yet
numbers of them ure also “children of the
devil,””—that even the audience before the
speakers, although somo were beliovers
and some unbeliovers, sume belonging to
the Lord’s congregation and some not, still
they were all in one capital sense childron
of God,” and therefore the phraso “child-
ren of God," npplied to those who are
brought from the  grave by God, did not
and.- could not prevent ¢hose zalled “good”
from being raised to a blissful life, and those
called “ovil” being raised from one death
to another death. The argument stood
All men now could be called the
children of God, yet some are unbeliering,
unholy and unhappv ; and hence at the res-
urrection, all can be called the children of
God, Leing raised from the dead by him,
although some are raised to “cverlasting
shamo and contempt.” Yet, apart from
this process of renson, the fact that Jesus
says in unequivocal terms that some men
shall rise to lifo and olhers to condemna-
tion, must defimtely settle the question, and
proves that our Universalinn theologists
extract an illegal meaning from the expres-
sion “children of Gid.”’

But the greatest force wos brought to
bear upon the darling words—‘‘equal to
the angels.” A very talland robust boast
takes root and florishes in the logic that
springs up -on all sides round these terms.
“There isno way for Mr. Oliphant to
escape the Universalian conclusion other
than to say ***engels in heaven * sin and
suffer !

We approached this point in two sepa-
rate directions, or by two difierent methods,
The first—to reason upon our friend’s rea-
soning, and philosophize upon his philoso-
phy ; the second — to adduce language

from the Book to show that both his philos-
ohpy and theology were minus the author-
ity of God. !

It was, we think, proved, 1., thatthose
who were brought forth at the resurrection, |
embracing the human family entire, wheth- |
er “just” or “unjust,” could not he equal |
to the angels in having been with God
from the begimning. <., Thy could not
be equal to the angels in having been the
immediatle messengers of God in convey-
ing intelligence such as had been deliver-
ed to Zecharia, to Mary, aud to the shep-
herds in Bethlehem. 3, They could not
be cqual to the angels in never having sin-
ned. These examples were enough for
our purpose to show that those who weve
m‘iscd from the deand, whether »aints or
sinners, were not, and could ot be, equal
to the angelsin all respects. This was
further illustrated by a reference to those {
present at the debate. ‘They were all equal
in someo respects, but in other respects very !
differeat. They all had physical life—were !
all human—all in one place—all capable
of hearing,—in these they were equal to
one another ; but on the otler hand, :ome
were learned and others unlcarned, some
wore old and others young, some were
comparatively happy and others very un-
happy (and especiaily the Universalists ap-
peaved of the latter class.)

And here we gave a particular instance
by referring to the debaters tiemselves,
Messrs Lavell and Oliphant. Both of us,
it was saud, were men, both of us preachers,
both of us editors, both of us debaters—
cqual in these respects ; but how very abe
cqual in othor respects. Hence, we were
leaa into the inquiry, How, or in what,
were the resurrected equal to the angels ?

Tection of condemnation.”—John v : 28, 29

We auswered this question, by Jesus'
authority, saying. 1st. In a future state,
men, as angels, “neither marry nor aro
given in marriage.”  2d. In that state, it
can bo siid of men s it is said of angels,
“neitlier car they die any more,” In due
t'me wo challanged our debaung friend to
declaro to us, from the passages he introdu-
ced.any other condition,state, circumstance,
trait, or characteristic in which men raised
from the dead would be equal to the angels
excepting these two mentioned by the
Savior. Did hedoit? Ilecould not—
and cannot ; nor any other man : “for if
any man be bold, [ am bold also.” Now
the fucts of the cuse are theso : A class of
infidels in respect to faith in a future state,
came 19 Jesus, whose teaching constantly
lind refercnce to a state in prospect boyond
death  These Sadducecan puzzlers havoa
questivntosulve whichisto turn the Sav-
ior's ductrine into ridicule.  They propose
their puszle uy-saying, ‘Master, there wasa
Wulkiah Davlig s who was married seven
times. ller seven husbands and bherselfare
dead.  Which of the seven will be ler
husband in that stato concerning which you
sa often teuhid Tu this Jesus replies,
*You Sadlucers aro in error about the
state afier death.  You know not e.ther tho
scriptures or God's power. Here, in this
state, people both marry and die; but there,
in the coming state, after the resurrection,
ncither the one nor the other takes place.
Angels neither marey nor die,—men,raised
from the dead, are equal to the angels in
these two things,embraced in your question,
in reference 10 which you gremly err ; and
the angels have no need to marry, and they
never die.’

Not a word ia all this about man's holi.
ness and happiness —nut even the holiness
and hpappiness of tie righteous ; butyitis a
potent reply to a capuous faction of Jews
who denicd Loth the resurrection and a fu-
ture state.  Now if our friend of February
21st has anvthing new to offer upon all
men’s equalily with the angels after being
raised from the dust, we hope itwill be forth-
conung, and unt.} then we shall say that no
man can show from the scriptures cited that
all men or any ciass of men will be equal
with the angels in more than these two re-
speets already specified.

But tlave was one admission we did
make and will mako again, namely, that, at
the resurrection, ““they that have done evil”
will be “equal™ to the “angels that sinned”
—equalto these who depart into that region
“prepared for the devil and his angels—
equal to such angels. not however in all
respects,uit certainly in their eternal doom.

We shall hear the gertleman again while
treating upon his second aad last proof-test.

D. Ovrruanr,

Onr remarks on 1he above will be brief. —

That we appeared on the .gronnd with our
principal spees hes demornstrated in wning. 1s not
{rue,~but we wauld inforin Mr.Oliphans, that wo
appeared on the ground, w.th onr prinespal argu.
menls demonstrated 10 writing, which ho enurely
faned 1o-set asde—/hus orn brethren bemng Judges.
The reader of the above arucle may see how
louse aro hus stempts to set the Savior's language
in Lioko 20 aside.

Mr Oliphunt tokus for granted thzt Luake 20,
enl Joln3: 23, 29, refer to one, and-the same
time, o does nut give us cven a shadow of
proof  Provo that Jahn 5 : 28, 29, refers 10 tha
unmortal resurrection, aud we will admit it,

. Marvel not at thi, far the Konr 1z coming n which
all that are in the graves shall hear his voico, shall

coma firsh s iy thas have dane good 10 the resurrece
1ion of ' (¢, and they that have done e, to the resur-

Thowerds with which the passage commences,
recrssarily refos to soething which had Just
beensaid. -+ Marvel not at this.” Arvwhat? The
25t veree i< the answer—Verily I say unto you,
the honr iscoming, and now s, when the dead shall
hear the sorce of the Son of God,’ &e.  The dead
—amral deuth s uuquestiongbly meant here—
persons derad in trespasses and sws. bt the
New Testament recoguizes a death of this kind,
is undeniable. Hear the voice of the Son of God—
Cice. believe and ohcy Nis Gospel. * They that
fiear)) &e. This implies that some would not hear;
and alzo impliesthat the hearing should be condditon,
al,on the par! of the deatd, or those that should hear

—a fact which forbidstha! this verse show'd be ap.

phed to the immortal resurrectiou, for in that there
are nocondilions on theparl of the dead i all are to
hear the souud, and awake. It1a therefore evi-
dentthat this verse teachosd moral and conditionat
resurreclion, enjoyed by thoso who willingly Aear.
or abey the voice of the Son of Gods The Scrip.
tures recognize such a deatband resurrection as
are hero contempluted, is shown by the following
texts: * Awako thou that sleepeth, and arise from
tho dead, and Christ will givo the light.”” Eph.
v: 14. «Ho that believoth on me, though he
were dead, yot shollhe live® Jobhnxi: 25, “You
hath he quickenad, who were Jead in trespasses
and sins " Eph.ii: 1.,

Now, let it be observed that tho Savior alluded
to the samu kind of resurrection in the text as that
contetaplated in the 25th verse. The similarity of
the two passages, and the fact that they were both
spoken at the samo time, warrant this conclusion.
‘This is tho difference, however: Thefirst (25th
v.) includes a resurrection (o life, only: while the
other embraces both a resarrection to life, and o
resurrection to condemuation—the teason o
which is obvious. The fiest was being fulfilled at
the \ime, and was confined to the Savior'smimstry
~¢ The tume 18 conung, asv xo0w 13," &c., aud
cmbraced none but thoso whoshould hear, or give
heed to the voice of the Son of God—to the GLios-
pele The other referred 4o a later .penod—tone
winding up-of the Jewish dispensation, to the
overthrow of the enure natton, and to the tn-
umphant establishment of the Messiah's kingdom.
Wo will now read tho 24th and 25th vorses, and pac-
aphrase the passage under consideration ¢

¢ Ho that heareth my word, and baliereth on ha
that sent me, hath everlasting hfe, and shall not comn e
into condemnation ; but 1s passed from death unto fyfe.
Venly I say unto you, the hour is coming, aud notc »s,
when the dead shall Aear tho voice (or word) ofthu
Son of God, and they that hear {or obey) shall hive."
Then, as though ho perceived their astonishment, the
Savior adds, **Marvol not at this, for the time is com-
ing [approaching~near by] when all that zre in the
graves (or dead, as in verse 25th)-—when all thut ar
1n a state of moral deeth, siceping in false security, a¥
tho whole Jewish na:one—shall conio forth—shall, by
my voice in the thunder of my judgments, be roused
up from that * state of inactivity * to a senso of thesr
real situation : but they shall come forth to very dif-
ferent results. Thoso that have doge good, have
obeyed my 'gospel, shall come forth to a resurrect.
of life—shall bo saved from thoir persecutions, and
shall enjoy a more perfect and.completo knowledge of
my kingdom, and sharo more abundantly in its divine
blessings, WWhile thoso that have done evi), and re~
jected mo and my gospal, shall como forth to a resar-
rection of condemnation--shall share ia‘the dreadful
judgments coming upon this people and nation.” To
the one class, who embraced the gospel, it proved a
¢savor of life untolife,” but to thoss who rejected 1z,
4 3 savor of death upt death”  This we conceive to
be the only rational a  <onsistent viow of the subject.

Mg. Ohpaant says, “the whole Auman famly are at
present the children of God”—grand admussion, “and
yet" says he, “numbers are also 1L children of the
dewsl.” Butin whatsense, are all children 0 God, and
yetsome of them chiliren of tho devhi? Are they chii-
dren of God and cluldren of thedersinthesams sensc 7
I think «f Me. O. will examne this statement of tue,
fie wail find that it is aganst hiim.,

But, I would inform Mr. Oliphant, fhat they wiil
be children of God in & higher sense, “children of God
BEING children of the resurroction.”” Rhr.'0. adant
that itincludes the whole human family, and that .
tefers to the immorntal resurrection, Now, does the
Savior contradict himself by saying that any shall be
raised in any other condition ? Let Rkr. O, prove,
that any willbs raised ‘childzen of his dear and Al-
mighty Devil 2 Tho Bitle contains tho whole of my
religion ; andif Mr. O. can show from it that any of
the human family will be children of any desil, enher
an immoztal or & mortal one, in the immortal tesur-
rection, wo will cheerfuliy submit,

Besides, the Savior says in tho eamo connectica,
that in the recurrection stats, *¢ ALL LIVE UNTO
HIM.™  But he thinks somo will livo unto the dev L
Well, wo nust sentlo tho matier with 1he Savior.—
We beticvo ho told the whole truth, and meant just
what he sa1d, wiz : that manked shou'd be “EQUAL
unlo the angets)—chiliren of God BEING chuliren of
the resnrrection”—ihat “all live unto him.” To say that
a part of mankind will bo tn-any other condition, 1s to
contradic tho plain and poulive languaye of tho Savior.

What Mr O. says about uot being cqual to the
angels in being with God from the beginning, & i«
of nouse to him, The Savior eay2 ihat 1n the resur-
rection mankind will bo equal to tho angels—then
they wil bo equal

TO OUR SUBSCRIBERS,
Next month, wo intend calling upon many of our

Subscribers who kave not paid for their paper, for the
2mount of their subscription —~Wo hopo they will
bo ready with the Cash i



