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THE GOSPEL TRIBUNE.

had been in this way deprived of their daily bread ;
when the employers, sceing that it would not do to
Yose their best Inborers, relinquished the persecution.”

UNIIONORED HEROLS.

When I see a man holding faster bis uprightness
in proportion as it is assailed ; fortying his religious
trust in proportion as Providence is obscure; hoping
in the ultmate triumphs of Vistue more surely in
proportion to its present nﬂﬁclions; cherishing
philanthropy amidst the discouraging experience of
men’s unkindness and unthankfuluess; extending to
othiers & sympathy which his own sufferings need,
but cannot obtain; growing milder and gentler
amidst what tends to cexasperate and harden; and,
through inward principle, converting the very incite-
ments to evil into the occasions of a meritorions vir-
tue; I sce an explanation, and 2 noble explauation,
of the present state. I see a good produced, so tran-
scendent in its nature as to justify all the evil and
suftering under which it grows up. [ should think
the formation of a few such minds worth all the
apparatus of the present world. I should say that
this carth, with its coutinents and oceans, its seasons
and harvests, and its successive generations, was a
work worthy of God, cven were it to accomplish no
other end than the training and manifestations of the
illustrious characters which are scattered throngh
history. And when T cousider how small a portion
of human virtue is recorded by history, how superior
in dignity, as weil #s in number. are the unnoticed,
unhonored szints and heroes of dumestic and humble
life, I sce o light thrown over the present state which
more than reconciles me to all its evils.—Channing.

From the Moming Siar.
CONTRADICTIONS OF UNIVERSALISM.

It is an axiom that whatever aflirms and denies
the same thing, cannot be true.  This is equally trae
of a principle or n system. It appears to me that
Universalism is a fallacy under this rule. Look at
sonme of the contradictions of this system:

1. It affirms that man is a sinner in adwmitting he
needs salvation. It denies that he is 2 sinner; for it
denies that he is 2 moral agent; he being necessitated
in all his actions. No man is a sinner, without free-
will and free-agency ; therefore man, 1t hie needs to
Be saved, is a free moral agent.

2. Universalism aflirms and denies the viearious
guffering of Chnist. It affirms that Clirist sutfered
the full claim of the Iaw against every transgressor;
or that he paid the debt due the law from the sinner,
“wio will be saved without condition on his part re-
quired. It denies it when it asseris that men them-
selves suffer for their sins in this world,and that this
is their retribution, or as some say, they suffer a
limited time in another world, and then, being
purified by the fires of hell, ascend to heavan. It
affirms and denices the infinite love of ‘God.

3. It affirns it; in saying that God wilt uncondition-
ally save all men. It denies it, when it asserts that
He has decrecd the acts of cvery man, and all that
results from them; and 1s,therefore, the author of all
the misery of man in this present world. A very
unsafe precedent, I think, from which to infer the
unconditional happiness of all men in another world.

4. They aflitm and deny the doctrine of retribution.
They affirm it when they say that the sinner suffers
for Lis sins cvery day; and that the judgment isin
-this world, and not in the future. They deny it in
making man irrespoasible, and therefore not 2 crea-
*ture of judgment.

The absurdity of Universalism must thereforo
appear self-evident to every candid mind; still thero
are multitudes that embrace it, doubtless, to bolster
themselves up in sin, and quiet the reproaches of a
guilty conscience ; and, as might be expected, little
clse than evil is the result. J.D.

From the Marning Star,
WIIAT DO MINISTERS PREACH IFOR?
{ Coucluded from page 243.)

Scuxe. Discussion in one of the aristocratic circles in
New York city: abridged from a work recently issued,
entitled, * Which; the Right or the Left 27

Mr. Griscom. Do you mean to say that all our
clergrmen are faithful ?

Mr. Leland. As a Boby, yes; in every individoal
case, no ; hereand there a false one, like an ovcasional
trautor in an army ; but the instances ave rarc—rarer
than you dream; and so rare, that even you. sir, upon
2 candid examination of the subject, would be amazed
at the exceeding smallness of their number.

G. 1If that be so, why don’t they accomplish moroe
good?

Jie. They doaccomplish great good ; more than you
think. |

G. 1d like to sce the evidence of it.

Le. The evidence is all around us, sir.  In the ad-
vancement of men in general uprightness; in the
markedly improved tone of our country and the age;
in the rapid march of morulity in Nterature,—which
tias of Jaie years turned a complete sumerset, the better
now taking the lead of harmful books, which formerly
swept the field; in the public Press—which, with rare
exceptious, ave on the side of Truth and Right—few
or no jonrnals guining ground in circulation save
those whose colamns bear witness of the progressive
spirit of their conductors; in Legislation, which no
longer laughs with impunity at the moral measures
demanded by the moral voice or'the people; in Politics,
whose day for obtaining vast majorities, by pandering
to the mere passions of the multitude, is over—thoze
politicians only ascending high in the atmosphere of
public sentiment and support, who are enlisted, pro-
tessedly, atleast, under the elevating banner of refurm;
i society, which is no langer openly arrayed on the
side of vice—the card-table having disappeared from
the drawing-room, the rum-bottle from the side-board,
stang, infidelity, impure sorg, and ribald music, from
social gatherings—those only finding admission into
refined circles who display at least an appearence of
religiousness, those onenly against religion being ex-
cluded, and confined to intercourse with their own
hind. These are the Jroad results of the labors of
that noble army of energetice, self-sacrificing men,
whom you so ungencrously reproach !

G. Self-sacrificing! Let me see; Mr. Engold ob-
tains four thousand a year and the perquisites; Mr
Gard:sden four thonsand a year and the perguisites;
Mr. Fenton four thonsand a year and the perqyuisites.
Yery sclf-sacrificing—indeed !

Le. A single word, sir, and let it be « frank one a3
you arc a gentleman!  You are amerchant, that is
10 say, a business man with a fair yearly income w bich
is derived wholly from your commercial knowleage
and labors. You earn orver four thousand per annum
—do you not?

G. 1should hupe so, Mr. Leland.  [Mr. G., it was
well known, iad an cstablishment which neeited bim
from twenty to thirty thousand a year.]

Le. You will not deny that the clergyman just
named arc your cquals in intelligence ?

@. Of coursc not.



