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He must therefore punish sin with all the
exquisite torture which infinite thought can
devise. His codeis Draconian—he that of-
fends in onc point is guilty of all. Good
were it forman that he had never been born,”

Language even more revolting might be
quoted, and even where men have not gone
to this extreme yet exhibited something of
asimilarspirit. Inrefutationofsucha view,
we might refer to the tact that this aspect of
awfulness belongs to the religion of all na-
tions. The conscience of man testifics of
hissinand warns him of 2 judgment to come.
Nature and Providence are full of facts irre-
sistibly impressing the mind with the same
conclusion. From all these quarters evi-
dence may bo drawn corroborating the view
of the divine nature as set forth by Moses
and the Prophets as one of spotless purity
and unmasked antagonism to sin

‘Without dwelling on this point, however»
weremark that those whotake this view,only
take the halfofthe Old Testamen statements
of the subject instead of taking a candid view
of the whole. Théy eull outall the expres-
sions of God’s punitive just:ce, but as uni-
fornly pass over all that it asserts of his
goodness and beneficence. They quote it
a9 asserting that he will by no means clear
th: gailty, but they do not quote those por-
tions of it which describe him as keeping
mercy for thonsands of generations of those
that fear him—as delighting in mercy, as
“pardoning iniquity, transgression and sin.”
‘We are told that he is there declared to be
“ angry with the wicked every day,” but
we are not told that he is represented as say-
ing, “ As I live I have no pleasure in the
death of him that dieth.

‘We add farther that the teachings of the
New Testament are identical with those of
‘the Old. We acknowledgeindeed that there
has been a progressive development of truths
that the Old Testament was an imperfect
ravelation of God’s will, and that the New
is the completion of it. But we acknowledge
no contrariety between them. The teach-
ings of the New as to the penalty of sin are
certainly not less terrible than those of the
Old. True, it brings life and immortality to
light, but it also unveils death and destrac-
sion in a manner peculiarly its own. The

*¢ cursings of David” says Mr. Cairns, ¢ are
not more terrible than our Saviour's de-
nunciations of the Pharisces; and one
who docs mnot find any difticulty in
regarding the wrath of God revealed from
heaven ggaiust all unrighteousness and
ungodliness of men as perfectly consistent
with love, should not be greatly stumbled
bythat sublime impersonal hatred of evil
that breathes through the Psalms of David,
as the blast of heaven agaiust the face
of wickedness.” We add that no where
in the Old Testament are such fearful de-
nunciations of terror as those which fell from
the lips of the meek and lowly Jesus.

The Old and New Testaments then stand
together. In fact the view we have been
considering,has been a sort of half-way house
to Infidelity. It has done its work in Ger-
many and it i3 likely to do the same in Bri-
tain and America. We cannot pass from
the subject withoiit pointing out an error
which is characteristic of the age, and which
is exercising a most pernicious influence up-
on many portions of the church. It is the
view of Ged which ‘xecognizes in him no
other moral attribute than benevolence.~
Many treatises on science, cthics, and on
Natural and A pologetic Theology reason in
thisway. Many even of fashionahle preach-
ers of Christianity utterlyignore his holiness
and punitive justice. The effects of this
view arc wide-spread and apparent. They
appear in many of those Utopian schemes of
social improvement, which are proclaimed
by those who would banish all punishment
human and divine. They appear in that
mawkishtenderness to atrocions crime which
corrupts so much of the literature of the
day. But there sre appearances in the
church which indicate more serions danger.
The dogma that benevolence is the only
moral attribute of God cannot long remain
in company with vicarious atonement and
eternal punishment, It incvitably leads to
Socinianism or Universalism and ultlmately
to infidelity. There cannot be & doubt as
to the teaching of the word of God on the
subject. It attribates to him infinite love
and benevolence, but it as ccrtamly attri-
butes to him immaculate holincss and an un-
changeable disposition to punish sin. Aleng,



