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d Tteview of Hall on Unbversalism,
"1t

AL MEN snaprL BB brawx TO

drlh, will draw all men unto me. “Jno, 12.
®. [No, 82—p. 58.)

‘Qur aythor thinks that bofbre wo carf make
toxt fuvor our doctrine, \vo must.prove
R0 following points : :

¥ 1. That'the drawing here referred to is
wirpulsatory ; 3. Lhatit is to bo accomp-
Qtshod in cternity,.and 1ot in thae; 3. That
o difting.up.of Christ from tho carth, horo
rferred 10, has not yet been nccomplished,
faal will not by il the resurrcetion of the
deid 5 4. That all men mncans the whole
M inmen, family ; and 6. That ¢ will draw” is
§ inconditional,

To which I reply—If by ¢ compulsatory”
bomeans compulsory—that ir, that men are

gind there be nothing compmlsory abeut it—
j bat is, without buing foiced in opposition to
Bdoir wills. Ttis not necessary to say that
tis must bo done in otornity ; it matters not
shon orwhere it is done, whether in timo .or
ia oternity, £o it is dono-within, or during the
mign of Christ,
g & not believe, and therefore I shall not at-
f empt to prove.it.  Christ was lifted up from
tig.carthwhen he was nailed to the eross—
 ud thus was fulfilled tho “.if”—tho only con-
 dition.in the declaration. It is just as evid-
f ent that all men means tho whole hunan fami-
g1, os that the whole kaunan family weans el
R ucn I—consequently it is not necessary to
pove the fourth proposition. The fifth will
f ciand as true-until proved to bo otherwise.—
§1tis not customary, I believe, to have fico
| onditions in a simple declaration liko. the
juoxt.” The condition is, If I be lifted up—
which has been fulfillod, as bofore stated ; we
f bave, therefore, the best assurance in tho
f world that the declaration will be fulfilled also
§ —~thot all men will bo drawn to Christ. It
is by no means neceszary that wo provo these
g points, as our author supposes, in order to
§ make this text support Universalism ; some of
 them 'aro solf-cvident—the others wo do not
% beliove, und of cor-rso do nat wish themn.to be
¥ Luc.
‘The word draw is used in the scnee of
| invite,and hence cannot be compulsatory.
3 «Cannot bo compulsatory 7 Wonder
¥ where ho found- this word camplsatory 7—
K As he s a minn of undoubted gemug, I sup-
f posc woanay enfely consider it 2 word of lus
# own invontion! Butthe word ditaw means
X invite, does it? Lot usthen read the text in
that way : “And I, it'] be lifted up from the
B 2anth; will favite all men wnto me !? Need
N thexe boanytlung said in order to refute this
f-ridiculous jdea? or doos it not :sufficiently re-
¥ fito itself? And what autherity does he give
8 us for this? Nono but that of Alexander
“RanIK

B il men does.not necessarily mean the

B whole human family, Universalists cannot

3 provo thatit has this meaning in any pussago

§ in tho Bible, except when it speaks of God as
ereator of all men.—p. 59,

g woys mean an cntiro whole—it noever does
B whon-uded in 2 historical sonse, as whero it
& is said « Il men counted John, that ho +was
g 2 prophet.” (Mask 31 32,)—but Int it bo
R vnderstood that when it is-used in refercnco
R o n point of doctrine it moans all— the
whale humbn family.™  And if it¥bo true, s
 our authar admits, that it means axzn whon
B itissdid that God is the Creator of all men
® ~that he will have.all mento be saved—that
B Christ disd for all mor—t3t Lo tw o frum

jCuntsrs And L if T be lifted up from the

Tho third proposition we '

|

{

I am aware that” the phrase does not al- *

the dead for alt men—that-in him all men
shall bo mude slive—and, as in the text, whon
it is saxl ho will draw all men unto him. It
in just us caeily proved that ol men mcans
the ontire human family in each nud ull off
thego-declaritivne, as ju is to provo-that it has
that meaning whon it is said God is tho Cre-
ator of all men. ‘This every rational and
honest mnan will admit, Tho phrase in-all of
theso plaees is used in o doctrinal sense, and

show,  Thoewerd gift prosuproses n giver ;
und tho word giver presupposos a veceiver ;
and the word receiver presupposes receplion,
which toallintonts end purposvs is a condi-

andl -thord can bo no giver without u receives;
neither can there bo a gif? possessed or on-
joyed by the recciver, without the condition
of reception, . Tlenco eternal life boing u gift,
is the very strongest ergument. imaginable in
favor of its conditionality.—p. 73.

must, secording to.the rulo beforo-luid down, | “Well, well, if 2hisis the condition, we have

meat tho entire: wholo.

“ I 1s frequontly used:conditionally ;
and. so it undoubtedly ia in this case, I il
draw all men unto we'—i. o, if-thoy will:
come.—jp. 60, -

I challenge BIr. Iall, or any othor! man, to
find an instanco whero “will” is “used con--

.50 “drawn” contrary to their wills, T shall | ditionally” in a-declaration which has a con-
wt attempt to ‘prove it,for Ido not beliove | dition expressed, as in thoe text under consid-
jt. Mon, all mon, may bo drawn, ta-Christ, | ¢ration. It 1s impossible to conceive of two

conditions in & declaration liko the text, ‘The
condition—If I be lifted up~~has been fulfil-
led a3 before stated ; and it was upon tho ful-
filment of this condition that tho balance of
the declaration depended—I will draw oll
mmenunto me. To say that “will” is here
“used conditionally” is the very height of ab-
surdity, and scts common sense at perfoet
defianco !

Bat suppose we should admit that Christ
will be lifted up-at the gencral resurrection ;
&e—p. 60,

But suppose you don't “ admit” it until you
aro asked to doso ! Where in all tho world'
did-yowever hear of 2 Universalist who said
that Christ would be-lifted up at the “ general
resurrcction”—and that he -would then draw
allinen unto him ?—Suoh imposition and baros |
faced deception deserves the unqualified con-

| tempt of every honorable snd high minded

mamn, let his roligious sentiments he what they
may ! No Univorsalist cver asked you to ad-
mit such n, preposterous idea;~—or,.s0 faras I
know, ever contonded for such a thing ! All
tho remainder of your paragraph, based upon
this irrational and. never-before-heard-of hy-

. pothesis, may go for what it is worth. Tt is

only cal~ulated to excito tho contcmpt of
overy Universalistwho sees it!

In conclusion 1 would remark upon this
text, that there can bo no question as to the
absolute eharacter of the phrase il draw;
we havo seen that from the very naturo of
the deelaration there can bo uo condition at-
tached to it, that bring expressed in tho.fore
part of the expression all men, would be as-
absurd to deny the univereality of the phrase
in T'im.—where it is zaid God +* will have all
men to be soved -~or in Ueb, 2, e tasted
death for cvery man”—orin1 Jno. 2, “Ho is
tho propitiation for the sins of the wwiole
teorld’——or i1t 1 Tim. 2,6, “Ho gave himself

" a Tangom for all.”  Theso all, excopt tho first

Tefor to tho onooffering on tito Cross, as well
as tho text ; and if there is universality in
one, thyre is in all, for all, refer to the same
thing. The passage then in review is a
promise, rendered absolute by tho fulfillment.
of tha condition—%3if I &elifted up™—uand
embracos aLt. It may thorefors be number-
od with the promizes in Christ Jesus, all of
which nre va, and'in him, Ases.

2d. ETERNAL e 718 6T or Gob:
The twager of sin is death; but the gift of
God is-cternat life, through Jegus Christ oyr
ZLord. * Rom. 6: 23.—(No. 872=p. 73.)

Here wo havo a specimen-of profound enu-
asm and abstruse reasomag, such as are not
often to be met with,

Dacs a follow. beecause ctermat tse 18 o

'no objection toit—wo will admit it. Thisis
vory conclusive, and rerminds mo very much
of anothor splendid argument porpotrated by
our author, which I saw some time ‘ago. It
will be reeollocted that when giving un ex-
position of tho Promise to Abraham, I main-
tained that it was unconditionel (on our part,).
.adding at tho sarpo time that tho condition
was fulfiled by Abrallam. No sooncr does
1Mr, Hall soe this,-than hoe comes out-on mo in
his © Proclamation,” and boasts very loudly
.that I have admitted just whac he contended
for, viz : that. the Promiso was conditional,
for I had admitted as.much in saying that
Abraham fulfilléd tho condition.! 1 consider-
ed this quibblo ontircly unworthy of notice at
tho.time I saw 1t ; and I should not refer to it
now, wors it not that it is so very similar to
the onejust quoted, and I thought thatI might
aswoll preservo the two togethes awhilo I was
about it, as rarespecimens of Jogie for future
roferenco ! It makes no differonco to him. in
vhat:way or senso a.promise.ora giftis con-
‘ditional, £o0 that it is conditional ! Although:
‘tho-Promise ta Abraham is absolute and un-
conditional on the part of:mankind, yot as

is in reality conditional, some how or other,
and Mr. Hall hes gained his point . Aud in
order to havo a gift, there must be o given,.
and & receiver, and the thing must bg re-
ceived: therefore, a gift is conditional—somo
how or othor—no mattar how—but it is condi-
tional, and this 1s all he caros for!

Now, he is perfectly welcome to. all this
argument claims for him. If this is the way
ho understands the conditionality of a.prom-
ise and a gift, why we will admit it, if such
admizssion will do him any good—for in reali-
ty there is not much differenco -betweeon us,
and I think ho might just as well have no
condition—for it all amounts to the same
thing atlast ! T havo no doubt the reader
will laugh at the desperate cfiorts of out auth-
orin cndeavoring to show how & gift is con-
ditional—and bo foreibly reminded of the
drowning man catching at straws.!, The gift
of cternal life is ccoditional & Very well;
have iy 50, but recolluct,, % the. word gift pro-
supposes a giver ; und tho word giver presup-
Poses o wefeiver, and-the ward receiver, in
connoxion with giver, presupposts RECEETION,
whichto all intents and_purposes is” amso-
LUTE and UNCONMTIONAYL. ¢“As cericin as
cternal lifc isa zift to men, just so Certain
wust thoy accept ity or never have it:” yes,
end Iwill add, as eortain a9 fernal lifeis a
gift to meny justso ccrtain will they accept it
—iuv “there can beno gift without a.giver,
and there camrho no gizer without a reccivery”
consequently, eternal I
be received—or Ar. Hall's fine spun argu-

to the condition, =0 the thing is done ; you can
take tho shadaw, while we have the reality.

God sometimea girgs men ctrtnin things
which they never prasess, from the fact that

they will not fiare them,

tion, ‘Thero candowo gift without o giver, |

Abrakam fulfilled tho condition, the Promiso i

naent is govd for nothing ! You ero welcome !

As an examplo of |
this kind we rifer 10 the fast of God giving |
the land of Cacazn %0 the childreh of Ismel, .

ot all, Lut right the revorse, as ¢ shall nuw  ouss it Thus testiivs the Lord by the muuth

.of tho prophet: “Yot also I lifted up my

hapd unto thom in the wildorness, that I would
,not bring them into the laitd whick I had giv-
enthem.”  Izek, 80  15,—~p. 75,

Tho dificnlty hore will yanish when it ie
rocolloctod that this “land” was not, at that
time, given, but only romised ; besides, you
must roeolloct, ulso, that * there can bo no
gift without o giver, and thoro can bs no
giver-without a receiver”~consequontly the
land of ‘Canain was not & gift, until it was
received and possessed §3This is the gentle-
man’s ownargument, and Thope he will not
rocedo from it ! o

Tho phrase ¢ throigh Josus Christ our
Lord,” wo claim a3 diamotrically ojpposed to
thoe Universalist assuinption-of® uncondijtiona-
lity. 'Tho meaning: is tho-samo. as if he had
eaid, “Tho gift of God is oternal life, in obe-

lence to Josus Christ our Lurd” Whon
Paul says, “through this nlan is preached to

ou the forgivenessofsing,’” (Acts 13:38,)doas

¢ not mean.to bo undeorstood tho samo- ag if
ho had said, “In obeying tkis man is preach-
ed uitto you tho forgiveness of sins 7’

I answer No. Paul was notso great a foul
ag that! Tho forgiveness of sins was ob~
tained “in obedience to this man,” but the
preaching of forgivencss had nothing to do
with ¢obedience.” ‘This any ono with o
grain of sonse can sce. FPaul might, und
often did, preach forgiveness “ thrvugh Je. we
Christ,” without his hearers oleying his
preaching, and consequontly, withou their ro-
coiving-the forgivenesy—still, the preaching
of forgiveness was through Jesus. Chust.—
What a misurable perversion of langunge,
;and of comnton seuse ! and whut may we not
cxpeet of & man wha could be guiity of the
Ykoe ¥ «Ifeel to pity his consvivatiousness,
as well as his senso of honor.”

“ Tho wagos of sin is death ; but the gift
of God is ctornal life, through our Lord, Jesus .
Christ.” How beautifully this corresponds |
with the passagoe inl Jno. 5: 10—« and this
the record, that God hath given to us oternal
life, and this life is inkis Son ;™ and with tho
l promise to Abraham, that in-or through Christ
{“all nations, families, and kindreds of the
carth should be blessed;™ and with the decla-
ration that “as in Adam all dic, cren so, 2
or through Christ, sbaliall bo made alive.”—
They ol referto the same glorious result;
and T will only add in the language of the
apostly, (1 Jné. 5:10,). “He that believeth va
the Son of God, hath tho wilnéss in-himsddf';
ho that belicveth not God, bath made him a
liar, because ho believeth not the record that
God gave of his'Son.” -

3rd. Tue AsyusctaTiox ; Jnd tic apged
said unto them ; Fear noty, for Lhold Flring
ybu glad tidings of great joy, whick Shall L.
to all people 3 for unto.yowis lorn this-duy
in the cily of Darid, a.Saviory whick 12 Clrist
the Lord. Luke 2:10, 13—{No. 18, p. o0.)

“Our author-hero sets out by remarking that
“itis.one.thing to bringigocd tidings of great
Joy to 2 man,and another thing for him.to ac-
reept them®  He then  procecds to slostrato
: the matter by supposing twelve men to begsen-
tonced to the penitentiary for life—but afier
{2 fow yesrs the Governor pardons them.—
{A moessouger bears the good nevws to the-un-

¢ sraNa 2 gift; R will | happy convicty, and 1ells them they aro-pass

'doned.. “Six of them gladly receivo- .hic
1 word, obey tho call, and como out.of the
|pnsojx," bas.the other six refuse 1o go cut—
| saying the govornor 1s ica good .2 man 1o sev
us divhete, he will cume and carryucont—~
So theyremuin in their cells « uli ey die —
and thus “ never enjoy the benefit of the ghid
tidings which were brousht to tiem from 1

4 that thereforo a s uncendational 1 Net | or thelr dissbedie 3¢ Le never Wit thea poxe Governe:™ 88 lip Fags s w femtion 1o 4



