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Hie must therefore punishi sin with ail the
cxqui.4ite torture whivh infinite thotught can
devise. lus code is, Draconian-hie that of-
fends in one point ig guilty of ait. Good
were it forman that lie biad neyer bcen hemn."

Languagoe even more revoiting might bo
quoted, and even where men have flot gene
to this extrenie yet exhibited sornething of
asinxitarspirit. lu refiitationiof sucha view,
-we miglit refer to tlic fact that this aspect of
awfulness bclongs te the religion of ait na-
tions. The conscience of man testifies of
bis sin and warns Iiim of ajudgment to corne.
Nature and Providence arc fuît of facts irre-
si.stibly impressing the minci with the saine
conclusion. Froux ail thoe quarters- cvi-
dence inay bo dmawn corroborating the view
o? the divine nature as set forth by~ Moses
and the Prophets as eue of spotless purity
aud uumaskcd antagonism toi sin

Without dweliing on this pointi herweverp
we remark that thosc who take this viewonly
take the lîalfoftlîc Old Testanien àtatements
of the sub jeet instcad ùf taking a candi d view
of the whole. Tlicy cuit eut ail the expres-
siens ef God's punitive justice, but as uni -
for.nly pass over ail that it asserts of lus
ge4ncnss and heneficenre. They quete it
as asse'rting that hoe witl by no means clear
th-, gnitty, but thoy do not quote those por.
thuns of it wliich descrîbe in as kceping
m-.rcy for thousands of generations ef those
tliat fear Mim-as detighting ini mercy, as
"rpardoning iniquity, transgression nd Sin."
We are told that hie is thiere declared te ho
"11angry with the wicked every day," but
-we are flot told that lie is representefi as say-
ing, "'As 1 live I have no pleasure in tlue
-death of him tiîat dieth'

We add farther that the teachings et the
New Testament ame identicai with those of
thc Oid. We acknowvicdge indeed that there
has been a progressive deveiopmnent of trutli'
that the Oid Testament was an imperfect
xavelatien ef God's witl, and that the New
la the compietion o? it. But we acknowledge
ne eontrariety between tlier. The teach-
ings of the New as to thc penalty ef sin are
eertainiy pet less terrible than those of the
Otd. Truc, it brings life and immortaiity te
Lglt,ý but it aise unveils death and destrue-
tien inia manner peculiuurly its own. The

"«cursings of David" says Mr. Cairus, "lfarc
net more terrible than our Saviour'8 de-
nunciations ef the Phurisea; axad one
who does Dlot find any dificutty lu
rcgYDarding the wrath of God rcveaicd fronx
hecaven agaiust ail nnriglutcousincss and
ungodîliess of mcii as pcrfcctiy consistent
wltx love, slîould net hc greatly stnmbied
hythat sublime iinpersenai lîatred of cvit
that breatiies througb the I>saims o? David,
as the hlast et lîcaven agaiuuat the face
of wickedness." We add tiîat no where
in the Oid Testament are sucli fearful de-
nunciations of terrer as those which fell from
thc lips of the incek, and lowly Jcsus.

The Old and New Testaments then stand
together. In fact the vie'v wo have been
considering, has been a soit ofhialf-way heuse
te Intidetitv. It has donc its work in Ger-
many and it is likciy te do the sanie in BU.-
tain and America. Wc canneot pass frora
the subjecet without pointing eut an errer
which is characteristie of the age, and which,
is cxercising a most pernicions influence up-
on many portions of the clîurch. It is the
view of God which *rccoguizes ln hira ne
other moral attribute than benevoience.-
Many treatises ou science, ethies, axai on
Natural and Apologectie Thcoiogy reason in
this way. Mýany even offasiioniahie prcach-
crs of Cbristianity uttcrly ignore bi s holinces
and punitive justice. The cifeets cf this
view arc wide-spread andi apparent. They
appear in many o? tiose Utopian sehenies et
social improveinen:, whiclu are Iprociaimced
liy tliose wlio weuid banish ahi puuislimcnt
huaxan and divine. Thcy appear in that
mawkishi tenderness te atrocieus, crinme whieh
cerruipt8 se mucli of the literature of thc
day. But there are appearances lu thc
churcli whichi indicate more se rions danger.
Tue dogîna thnt benevolence is tlic only
moral attribute of Cod cannot long remain
in company with vicarieuns atonement aud
etemnal. punislimcat. It incvitabiy leads to
Socinianism or Universaiism and ui:imately
te infldelity. There cannot ho a doubt as
te the teachlng et the word cf God on the
subject. litattributes te, hlm infinite love
and bcnevýlence, but it as certainiy attri-
butes te him immaculate lioliness and an un-
changeabl.edisposition te puzilsh sin. .Alng.
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