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THE GOSPEL MESSENGER, OR UNIVERSALIST ADVOCATE.

wobut umuate God ;. 1t follows thereforo
that the doctrine of endless punshment ‘s
Jalse! And not only does thns.follow ;
the text clearly demonstrates that God 19
not only negattvely good, but that no 18
DPosttively gouvd—ho blesses tus enonmies 3
and, according to our author's * stereotyped
argument,’ wiuch he employs agomn in
winding up lus remarks on this toxt—God
being immutable and without variableness,
he can do nuthing less than bless them to
all eternity !

It is but vain to seek oxceptions to the
trath of our text, as Mr. Hopll does, by re-
foring tu the judgments of God in the
earth. ITo iy our Father, and being in-
finite in Wisdom and Goodness, we are
bound to believo that in all his judgments
and inflictions of punishment upon his off-
spring heisactuated by the kind and bene-
volent feeling of a Fathor. It is impos-
sible that God should be influenced in his
government of mankind by ony other
feclings than suchasare strictly in accord-
zance with parental love, or that he should
ordain or permit an evil which does not
eventuelly - terminate in a greater good.—
Just so certain as Godis God, justso cer-
tain are his chastisements and punish-
ments intended for good, even to those who
saffer them! For if it be true that God
our Father is possessed of unerring Wis-
dom, almighty Power, and infinite Good-
ness, itis justas impossible for him to or-
dan afilictions which are not on the whole
for our good, as it is for him to lie, for-
swear himself, or do any other act impos-
sible to his nature ! 'We are short-sighted
mortals at best ; and shall we say, because
we do not understand the judgments of
God—because we cannot ‘see the end
from the beginning,’ as he does—because
we cannot ell, and do not Anaw, how such
afflictions and punishments can result in
good, or be consistent with paternal bene-
volence —that therefore they must be evzls?
Shall we thus measuro -the designs and
providential dealings of the Almighty by
our own ignorance? Such conduct is as
unphilosopbical as it is irreverent and im-
pious! We are bound to admit the-above
conclusions, or deny the Attributes and
Perfection of the:Deity !

But let us notice Mr. Hall’s *stereatyped
argument® a moment. On page 44 he ar-
gues again, thatas God ‘is just as gcod
now as he ever will be :* and as he allows
thousands to live and die, wretched, mis.
crable and degraded, and *-go 1ato eternity
a heap of moral corruption—unless he
shouid become more lenesolent in {utare
than he 1s now, they must-remain damned
oternally.” Here it is again! the same
old three and sixpence! According to
this. we may just as well say that as God
allows all men to live and die- in this vorld,
subject to sickness, pein and death, and
hinally to ‘go into cternity a heap of
phusicat corruption’ —therofore, uniesa
he shouid become more densrolent in fu-
wre than heis now, ey must necessanty
remein in this state eternoily ' Conse.
quently, there can be vo resurrection, no
immortality, 20 incorruptible, spiritual-and
heavenly body—neither for the righteous
nor the wicked! And, as God nllows
men to live through this world, and die,
and go into eteraty umempped of jusiice,
that 35, without receiving a ‘just recom-

Jhopesare vain!

himsself.l’

thorised-him to dizclose the fact o the pub.
lic! God loves the sinner as long vsthere
is any prospcct—any kope of his salva-
tion! 1 thought God was aswiso now as
he ever will be : but it seems according to
this ‘that ‘he grows wiser occasionally!
At one time he thinks there is a prospect
of a sinner’s salvation—he Zopes thit he
may be able to save him; but by and by
he sees that ho was mistaken—looses all
hope, and then instend. of continuing to
lope him, turns round and Zafes him !—
This is ascribing u pretty charscter to the
Almighty ! Talk about a Being who is
infinite in Wisdom and Knowledge, and
who holds all ‘Power in his own hands,
being deceived in regard to ¢ prospects?’
God fopes, indeed! What daring, im-
pious folly to thus bring the Infinite Jeho-
vah down upon a level with mortal man!
and all too, for the purpose of avoiding the
force of a plain text of Scriptwe! ,The

very limited idea of God, to say the least
Vof it.
| But says our author, God does not ‘con-
1 tinue 10 Love them:.! Then of course ha
fis ¢ changeable,” < mutable,’ and is not “the
v same yesierday, to day, and forever®—
“'The reador will yecollect that Mr. Iall's
*stercotyped argument® rests for its whole
force upon the fact that God is immutable
and unchangeable : thus, *God does not
+save every bedy unw, thercfore he neper
will, for he is immulable — will nerer
change) &c.  But'hore you perceiye he
chandons his fostiess.  Fancying there is

‘no enemy near, he comes out, ond takes.

new ground! God chunges now: he
‘eeases to love those °enemies' he once
loved? Thus Mr. Hall virtually destroys
his great. his *stereotyped’ argument him-
self by assuming a position, whichif true,
‘contravenes the very geint upon which
the whole force of his argumont rests f-—
Ho not onlv allows that Godis often de-

pense ot-reward'—unless he becomes more | erieed in regard to ¢ prospects,’ but that

Just antho future than he is mow, thoy | when he discorers thév€ is no more ¢ pros- |

must remain £0 etemaally ! Consequently ' peer’ of Joving his ¢ enemy,” he changes

there will ‘be no firture : judgment nor end-
less puniskment. Thus hos our friond
formed o wedpon which cuts his own
throat; yes, I may say which takes his
head clean off! I know this * storeotyped
argument’ would be his ruin yet! Poor
| man?! if thore'be rio future Judgmont, nor
endless: punishment, ho is ruined! bis

Now according to this argument ono of
threo things must be true ¢ 1st either God
punishes men in this world for thoir sine ;
or 24, if ho'does not in this world, he will
not in the nokt ; unless, 84, he undergoes
a change in the future from what he is
now  Here Mr. Hall is ‘c mpelled to
hang upon onoe or the other horn ofan‘in-
flexiblo dilemma’—or rather triléwima,
¢eithar of which will gore him to death.”
Youmay, therefore, without tho:lesst hesi-
tation, set this down as ¢ Mr, Hall against

But in the very next paragraph he says-
¢ Godloves his enomies as long as there
is any prospect of their salvation—but
when they becomo incorrigible, he gives
them over to'believe a lie and be demned
~-which he would not do if he continued
to -{ove them.> Now we might believe
this, had wo sny evideace other than Mr,
Hall’s word. I should like to know yhere
he obtained his information, and who au-

man who can thus argue must have but a.

hapis?y he can savo him; but when he
Jinds out his mistake—* when ho discovers
thore is no wmore prospect, he gives him
over, and ceases to love Aim ! s this your
‘boasted champion! This the man to
demolish Universalism! TFie on such o
champion! You may mark this-down as
another-oxample of our friend Hall-against
himself.

Having soen that our author’s attempt at
argument has been a completo failure, I
must bo-allowed aguin to claim this text as
* strong ground in favor of Universalism.’
We are commanded to love our enemics
—to do good unto them, and bless them,
because God does so. Heo blesses all
alilke—* makes his sun to shine on the ovil
-and- on the good, and serids rain upon the
just and- the unjust’ God is unchange-
able ; he is never deceived by ¢ prospects’
and circumstances ; whom he loves now,
and blesses, he will alvays love and bless,
And when we shall appear in. the bright
world to comn, when ‘both the sust and
the unust” shell be-born from the deud,
and shail stand forth. in the habiliments -of
Immortality, we shall still see and know
and feel, but to a greater extent, that God
is good unto all, and blesses all. And
though there may, as doubtless there will
be, diversities and degrees in moriNEss;
some may be in advance of others—more
‘exalted and glorious, yet all will, be narry
happy according to tieir capacity and
measure of enjoyment, God’s sun of righte.
ousness and glory will shine alike upon
all, the high and the low ; .and the gentle
showers of. his grace will distill upon ail-—
even the humblest—causing all to grow up
in the beauty and strength of the Lord and
of his righteousness.

Let us therefore give heed to ths divine
injunction of our Savior—to love our ene.
mies, hless thém that curse us, and do.good
to them that hate us, and pray for them
that despitefully use and persecute us,
remembering that in so doing we but imi-

tate the Gop.anp. FATHER OF ALL.
Jo M. J.

How can he be Saved whe Dies in
-Sin ?
The question is often asked, ‘How cana
man who dies in sin besaved? It isa
question which is supposed-to present in-
auperable difficulties. But we are unable
to see the Jeast force in it whatever. Al
the force it has, rests on fulse assumptions.
1t assumes that God has set's bound to
the work of saivation, and declared that it
cannot be effected afier a specified time.—
Irtakes for granted tho couplet of Waltts,
that '

# ]Lifewthe-tima to serve the Lord,
‘Pho time 1o eusure the great reward *

Butif such wero the divine arrangement,
we should suppose that-as.a good andan
impartial-being, he wonld have given all
an opportunity of being saved. And yot
perhaps not moro than 2 fourth partof the
world. bave now any means of knowing
Christ. Inalmost all past ages, the great
mass of mankind have not had the light of
revelation-! How can it be that a right-
cous God would make such an arbitary ar-
rangement ;. that ho would placo men in
‘bonds-of heathen darkness, and then doom.
them to eadless misery in conseguernco of
their ignorance 2 The thought is horrible,.
and I shudder to think that men will as-

«

ubout, and {akés unothor cowrse! Xes, | ctibo such conduct'to tho Infinite God |- 7
lio Jovey tho-sinnor whilo he thinks (pers

| why-not? There is nothing-in the naturc 3

-and ‘he that knows anything of ‘human na-§

‘tosinds itis here, nfter death, than the

‘Why should such an ‘arrangement tued
been made?  Justico did not require 1, 1y
oll its ends could bo accomplished witho: ¥
sny such cruel and partial arrangoment.-g§
The divine honor did not requireit, 8
that-can hoither bo displayed nor promptfg
by any acbitary law. Winle it was not nfg
quired by vither the divine justice or hono: R
it was ot varianco with all we know ¢
God’s goodness, mercy, love and grace §f

equal favor to all,

Agoin,—~thistheory assumes thet sinnons
-when they die, go 1o a place of'endless targ
ture, But where 1n the Bible is the authord
ity for such an idea? I have read el

afact.  From the Old Testament I learg
that the old world were destroyed:for thet
sins; that the people of Sodom and God
morrzh wore also destroyed for their sins:}-
but there is no intiration that they wex§
doomed to an endless hell !  Ministers tcif
us that the heathen by hundreds are dail§"
dropping into hell'; but the Bible sayg
nothing ofthe kinl. They tell us thaf
Ananias and Sapphira were struck des¥
and sent tohell ; the Bible says they werg
stzuck dead, and thore it leaves them.—g
“Thoy tellus, that Judas hung himeelf anlf™
went to hell ; the Bible says he went to hig®
own place. It is not a singular fact, thay
in all the accounts we have the death off
sinners, nota wordis saidof their going tof
a place of misery, providing thereis such of
place? There isnot an oxception savef
the rich man, but what is said of him is o
parable, and of course proves nothing withy?
regard to the point under consideration.—§

fire, everlasting punishment, everlasting®
destruction ; but all these are representedft
as being.experienced upon the sarth,  They'
language-of the Bible is, all at death go tof
one place ; the body returns‘to the dustasf
it was, and the spirit to God who gave it.

of tho soul which prevents it. What is.i§
which hererenders conversion so difficalt!]
Is:itanything more than the unfavorableB
circumstances under which sinners are
placed? Is it not because their appetitesy
have obtained the mastery over them 7 and
isit not because their evil companions hold§
themin theirsnares 2 Death will destrog
these appétites. Those who aro impelled}
on inthe career of sin by evil influences
will-bo freed from their dominion by death.}
Death, too, will remove them froxd the com.§
-pany ofthose like themselves, besotted andf.
degraded. ‘We hear, I know, a gréat deal}
saideabout our being Jrunkerds and extor-§
tioners and revilers in cternity. You§
might just as well sey we shall be farmenrs,
and mechanics and merchents. That which
originates with the flesh will cease with the§.
flesa. I donotssy the mind may notbe
stained by its connection with the body.—§
Neither do Isay it-will not be dwarfed and} ;
stinted from the accursed influonce tof
whichit hasbeen subjected. But I do say,§

ture, knowsthatI am right, thatthe mind}
canrno more bo enslaved by earthly ap:g
potites and pagsiong,-and chained by them§g

lips ctan give utteranco to the thoughts]

afler they are cold in death.




