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bath ev-rlasting le ; and he that belieceth not tie Son shall not sec
life ; but the wrath of God abideth on him." Why, Sir, did you think
tiat we "Blue Noses" lad no bible ; that ive ntero not able to expose
such shameless perversions of the oracles of God 1 Little confidence
cai dit mind have in the volume of inspiration, vho can thus delbber-
ately select a few words here and there, to naice up a theory, ihan
whieh none other is more gratifying to ain ungodly mai!

This is another digression--now for thre next argument. " Thou
hast given him power over ail flesh that lie should give eternal hfe to
as many as thon hast gi en him."-John, x ii. 2. And wiho vere those
to whot lie refersî Ilear him in the saime chapter, v. 12, " Those that
tioui gavest me I have kept, and none of them is lost but tie son of
perdition ; that tic seripLure mighit be fidlc d." Tis refe.rred only to
his Apostles.

Your argument from your favorite 15th chapter of Coi inthians, is en-
tiely lost, from the fact that the chapter is addressed exclusively to
ihose who "were saved." Sec first three verses. The resurrection to
incorrptibility-and the song of triumph is to be sung by the sancti-
fied in Christ Jesus ; ience the Apostle closes that admirable chapter
by saving: "ITherefore, ny belored brethrin, be ye steadfast, immo% a-
ble, ahîvays abounding in the work of the Lord ; foursimuch as ye knîov
that your labour is not in vain in the Lord."

But, ta conclude ; for I far that ny readers, if not yourself, vill
becoje vearied %%ith the length of this letter; bkt to take any thing like
a particular notice of your argumenta I could not be inuch more briet.
I have said but littile about Universalist's reasoning. This kind of
proof is, if possible, still more at fault than tluir argumncnts deduced
fron scripture.

There is none of the pure philosophiy in the systeni. Ithas uno con-
nection w ith that reasoning wvhich, more tic anîy thing else, cmanci-
pated the minds of men fron the absurdities of the sejoolmen. It
wouild be of nueh benefit to Universalist reasoners if they would read
a few chapters of Lord Bacon's Philosophy ; and learn to reason from
facts and not from hypotiesis. Your logic is ail fron Aristotle, and
the schoolmen of the darkest ages-rasoning fron doubts ta certain-
ties! You first forn a character for God, and tien reason from ii hat
he is to wha+ .,e 'ill do. This is an a priior argument; lien the only
certain mode of reasoning, is, a posteriori, from whiat God has donc to
iîmt he will do. He has ever exiibited his displcasure against sin and
its votaries ; and he never has comnpelled any to love and serve him; I
therefore conc ide that lie always will be opposed to sin and disobe-
dience ; ar ' lat as men are unwilling ta serve and obey the Lord here,
I expect they always will be ; and consequently must suffer the pains
of" eternal damnation."

As I have given to thre readers of the Chi istian ail you have address-
ed to me, I expect in common courtesy, as you have been the first ta
propose a written discussion, you will see that this letter is publislcd
entire in The Trumpet.

With a desire that you may enjoy the piresent salvation so as to be
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