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THE GOSPEL MESSENGER, OR UNIVERSALIST ADVOCATE.

tho argument. This objector cautions us
1o remember that manis a ¢ free agent.”
Without this he could have been neither
virtuousor vicious. Lo violate this agen-
¢y would be to make man a machine ; and
this God cannot do. In the exercise of
this ugency man ruins himself; and it is
no imputation upon God's goaduess to say
that man rushes to destruction in the faco
of all his calls to the contrary ; and falls
under a doom, which, however deplorable,
is of his own produring. .

All this may be very clear to some minds.
Batto me I confess it is confusion worse
confounded ; and far enough from remoy-
ing one fraction of the difficulty. How
came wman by that. ungovernsble and un-
controllable agency,upon which as ascape
goat you would lay all the blame of end-
less perdition? Did it exist independent-
ly of God, and successively boflle all.bis
efforts tu secure the good of hus creatures ?
If s0, God may be very .good, but heisa
a weak and inefficient being, always at the
control of an almighty agency.

But no, man has no other ggency than
what God gave bim. If he couid not make
a free agént without running the fearful
hazard of the endless ruin of those on
whem he conferred it, why then a kiad
und good being would heve made a ma-
chine, or anything else,rather than a free
agent. If you say, God was under the ne-
cessity ¢f creating man a free agent, or not
creating himat all ; why, then, he might
have been kind in creating.him, for out of
two evils we have a right to prosume that
he chose the least. But instead of being
a God, of all power and wisdom, he ‘wes
the mere sport ¢f an antecedent necessity,
and had no attribute of un intelligent
being, except the mere liberty of choosing
between two cburses, one or tho other of
which was forced upon him by that irresis-
tible necessity.

The truthis, God was free to give or
withhold this agency, and no good being.
would jeopard the immortal interests of
myriads of intelligent beings for the sake-
of a theological abstraction like “this. If
he gave an agency which he could not
control, the fault was with his wisdom or
power. Butif he can control that agency
aud make it a blessing o all, but srelt not,
then we come back again o the old diffi-
culty, from which we started, and impeach
the infinity of his goodness. Turn which
way you wili, mystify theunatter as you
may, and still there.is no evading the force
of the truth, that the doctrine of endless
misery,in any and all its forms and phases,
and with whatever adjuncts it may be
coupled, is utterly and forever opposed to
the attributes of Gad 2s & being of infinite
wisdom, power, and goodness.

But I have not yet done ; for no sooner
have we established the truth of the utter
xepugnancy between the doctrine and the
attributes of power wisdom, and govduess,
and ‘driven the objectur from every hidling
place on that score, than anotlier ground
i3 waken. Itmay indeed be that we can-
noat see precisely how this dnctrine har-
manizes with thesc altributes of God ;
but ah! you forgot that God 1s just as well
as goud , and though h s merey may plead
forsinners, vet stern justice must have its
claims ¢ agd bell with all its horrors wili
oxalt and glorify God's jusuce as clearly as
Leaven his mercy and grace.

s remark here in-the ou'set, that 1 have

o

gion, that must support itselfby ‘¢ sctting
at odds heaven’s jarring attributes,” and
| making God a being divided pgoinst him-
self. I have befure shown, that God’s na-
ture is love, and that all his attributes .are
but modes of manifestation, or operation of
this great principle; and hence the perfect
harmony of all his attributes. Stern jus.
tice, inflexible and relentless as it is usual-
ly thought to be, is but the justice of a God
of love ; and.in its most rigid application,
it never did, and never can inflict a single
stripe more than infinite love and tender
mercy shall approve.

Justice can offer no apology for cruelty,
L or-for one line of departure from the most
posfect goodness.  "The doctrine 1n quoes-
tion,.therefore, if opposed to goodness, -is
precisely as much opposed to justice. But
since compelled, we will examine a little
farther. Justico I take to be that principle
which renders to every being that which
is justly hisright. One of the most clear-
ly defined and sscred principles of justice
T undorstand to be, that punishment shalt
in all cases be weasured by the guilt of
the offender. Justice would not punish o
 child,sfor stealing a.toy,with the same se-
verity that it would a man .for .highway
.robbery ; for this would disregard the.rule
of fust proportion Letween crime and +its
punishment. Now man is finite, -limited
in all his powers and capacities. His vis-
tués:are acknowledged 0 be, and his vices
by the same rule ore.finite, and measured
in degree by his own imperfect knowledge
of good and ill. Tho.doctrine of endless
misery, which would .inflict infinite wo
upon a.finite wormdor the sins of a day,
confounds all.distinctions between crimes,
disregards all ideas of proportion betwecn
crime and its punishment, and is therefore
opposed to the very first princ'ples of jus-
tice. So sure as there is a just God in the
universe, so certainly will his justice forbid
the idea of punishing any being with end-
Jess and unmitigated suffering.

So plainly 1s such 2 punishment at war
with all ideas of justice, that of laic even
the abettors of the doctrine of endless mis-
ery, such as Dr. Beecher, Dr. Ely, and
even the * Evangelist,” the leading ortho-
dox paper of New York, have scouted the
idea, that a man is to be punished eternal-
ly, in the future world, for the sins of this
life. 'That would be rank .injustice they
confess. But man, it is said, will continug
to sin forever, and without.end, and as long
as he continues tosin, he will be punished;
and hence, 2s Dr. Beecher hes it, ¢ eternal
punishment will tread upon the heels of et-
cmnal transeressjon.™

—

-So, then, because 2 man sins in this.
world and suffers for it, he must of neces-

being that which is properly hisown. It
should be remembered,;that God has some
Just-clmms.upon the cluldrent of men. Ho
has a right to the love and ovedience of all
his croatures. Ilence ho says, ** My son,
givo mo thy hoart.”  This is his right,and

.in strict justice he claims and domands it

as his own. [t is clear, thereforo, that the
justice of God requires the holiness and
consequent happiness of all intelligences,
and justico will never bo done fully until
the whole creation shall be brought to bow
in moek submission before the throne of
the Eternal,ard render unto him.that which
is most justly bis, all honor and glory,
thanksgiving and adoration.  And yot this
very justico is arfayed by men sgainst the
enforcement of heaven’s claims, and al-
ledged as prooi” that the Dev.l will succeed
in robbipg heaven of hall of its inhabit-
ants,.the Savior of us victory, and God of
his children. Yea, aven God’s justice is
offercd as proof, that millions of the hu-
man family will resist the just claims of
heaven, withhold from God what is right-
fully his own, ana forever blaspheme his
name, and tramplo upon every principle
of justice in the universe. Is there any
justice in .eternal rebellion against God ?
Noneatall. Then such a doctrine is evi-
dently opposed to the attribute of justice.

The misfortuna is, that men in this day
seem to overlook everything but what may
be called penal justice. Thus a man sins,
and God pumshes him, and in that simple
fact men see the justice of God. Now 1
confess 1 see no justice in that simple fact
alone. The veriest tyrant that.ever lived
would punish the transgressor; .and the
history of the world will bear witness, .that
those ruthless tyvants who'have most out-
rageously violated all justice and right
have been most prompt to punish. It is
not, therefore, the sitnple and isolated fact
that Gaod punishes the sinner, in which we
are 10 behold his justice. Cruelty, re-
venge, or tyranny would do the same. But
the foundutions of justice lie further back
than this, Wheh a mansins, he commits
an act of injustice. Jle withholds from
God that which is his due, obedience.—
Why does God punish him? Not simply
retrospectively, because he has sinned;; for
zevenge or cruelty would de that; hut
prespectively, to onforce the clzims of jus-
tico, and induce the sinner to render unto
God what he has a rightto claim. [ there-
fore sce the justice of God, not 50 much
in the simple fact that he punishes man for
disobedience, asin tho antecedent fact, that
his claim upon'man for obedience is just
and right; -and that his purishments are
wisely and graciously ‘modified, and de-
signed to enforce that righteous claim.

sity be sentenced to hell, there to sin say

finitum, And this is justice.

must necis be apprenticed to tho Devil,
and taught to sin svith a still higher hand in
the future world ; 2pd that in the way o
satisly the demands of that same justice,
whose laws were outraged by the sins of
the present ! Truly such siews-as these
havelittle fellowship withany known and
acknowledged principles of justice.

But again ; justice is, as we said, thet

Buatitis to easy to see thatso soon as pun-

a hundred years,and becauso be sins during | jshment loses sight of that claim, or ceases
taat hund.ed years, he must atone for itby |

| sinwng another hundred, and so on, ad in-

10 be designed to enfurce the obl gation of
obedience, that moment it loses the char-

As if it | acter of justico, and becomes revengeful,
were not enough that man had sinned all | vindictivo or cruel.

the days of tus hifein tins world ;s 8o hel gpdless misery closes its eyes entirely upon

Now the doctrine of

tho fact, that justice requires all men to
ahey God,-which is the very foundation of
all justice ; for if’ man was not tound to
ohey, God would have no right to punish ;

and it makes punishment, instead of an
agent for procuring justice,the very means
of defeating all its claims. It may, in- |

| deed, say, * thou shait render obédience to
! God,” but in an awkward attempt to en-

but a poor opinion of m\) svstem of roli- | principle of nghl which glvcs lo-c\er\'
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forco obodience to that command, it puts 33

God, or do jus ice, and thus it-offectun:i g
défoats the prime object of all punishmen:
and violates that sacred principles of juS

founddd.

«claiut upon the obedience.
«l would be usurpation and tyranny.

upon the antecedont and just obligation of3
obadience.” The moment pumslunen’
loses sight of that fact, it censes to beg
‘founde\l in justice. The paront who sy

gle to defeat her claims,
rine of endless misery.

of justice with the blood of victimsslain by
the eword of oppression-and cruelty. '

merely unjust, but vindictive and cruel.

plain that the doctrine we have been con-
sidefing, has no fellowship with God, and,
-of eourse it cannot be tre.

Thero is one moro iden, and I shall re-
lieve you.from this stfention, Men aro
said,in the Scriptures, to become partzkers

promises of the Gospel.
be repeated, that the nature of God 15 love,

spirit of love,

Now the ideato which I invite your at

doctrine in question.

hell.

tice on which the vory right to punish {F

The stranger might chustiso your chilllg
ren, the wsurpar might punish the pooplc 3
but it would not bo justice; for [ repem! ; 3
once more, ** all right to punish is founde -j

the great truth that man owes obedicnce
to Gad, and'so punishes him as to preclude 5
the possibility-of his ever fulfilling thut ob-}s

punishments, sovenge and wrath : and it}
crimsons the altar, and pollutes the temple |

Conscious, thercfore, that I stand upon!
arcck which cannot be moved, and that 1} 4
speek in accordanco with those eternal i
principles of right, which are *the same
yesierday, - to-day, and forever,”” 1 pro- &
nounce the doctrine of endless wo, not

That the doctrine in questionis opposed B3
to the attribute of mercy, is made cleacly ;
manifest ; for it has no mercy to exerciso I
even upon those that call for it through et- 5
ernity, with bitter groans and tears.— )8
Whether, therefore, we consider God’s na- B
iure as one, and that one, the spirit of §
dove ; or, whether we contemplato it in the B
warious modifications called atiributes, it is B8

of the divine nature, through faith in the ‘
It need scarcely 5§

and that wo becomo portakers of the divine p
nature just in proportion as wo imbibe the &
Hence, the Apostle says- 34
«“Fo thatdwelleth in Love, dwelleth 1n i§
God, and God in kim, for God is love.” §

tenfion, isthis: Justin proportion as men- &
become partakers of the divine nature, do {g
thoy becomo opposed to the spirit of the i
The hard-hensted. B
the vindictive, the revengeful, and the cru- 3
1el, delight to dwell upon the torments of i
A bloody Nero may be suppo-ed to 8

out of the power of its subject over tw obefdi

*Tho right of 'a parent, and tha onl ';
right he has to punish ~ child, is founde3§'
upon the fuct, that the .pnrem has a ju‘

from rendering just obadienceto \he'Sm\c. ,
subverts the vc sy foundations of all justice | %



