
m:..

42 MR. MACDONNKLL's EXPLANATION ON SKIIMON.

iTciil with me for proacluiii,' it—nay, may even he under oMii^'ation to <1<>

«o. It may not ln^ ;niii.s.s to st;iti' that the circiMistjuices lunlor wliicli the
locfciiro was dulivcrod. j did not '40 out of my way tn .sutdc n pasnai^o 011

^vIlioll to preacli the viow Pcii fort):. .1 liad bcoii eii;;,'a'4ed for Home Sun-
days in exixtnndinu; tin; K])i>Jtle to tlie llomans. 'I'his passau^e in llie 5tli

chaiiter .slionld have formed the snbject of discoiir.se on tlie 2!>th Aii,i,'Mst,

Init 1 have fomnl .';o i^'reat dilliiMdty in i^dvin;,' a satisfactory interpretation,
that, after f!pen<linr,' a. i^'ood deal of time in readin;^ iV'u , I ^'ave up t he
Biiliject and fell l)aek upon anotlier wlucli was loss dillioult. On 2r)lh

Sqitemher, aft.T an interval of an ahsene^^ from honui, I jiroached tin-

discourse now under consideration, haviiii; made the Viest preiKi rations i

was iMo. in tlie tinu) to make. .! need not enter into the difliculties

which the jja-'sa^'e presented to my mind, fuither than to say that it was
nut nmrely the use of the cxiiress'ioii '-all" and " tiie many" in jiavalld

elaus;\s that impressed me, hut the triuni[)hant tone of tho statements
coiicorniiii,' the ahoundiuLr <'f jrrace over siu. ] was led to put toijethtr

nnd to weii,di ayaiust each other two sets of jiassa'^es in scripture—the ont^

.set ai>pearini,' to teach the eternity of i)nnis!iuient, and the otlier a,j4)i,'ar-

in^' to to.ich that there would come a tiuie when alienation from God iinu

rebellion against Him should cetise, when al! tiling's sliould be reconeiled.
when Cod should be all in all, .iiul when ei>nse<pien.'ly |iuuislunent shuuld
onme to an end. I ditl notdeny thectornity of punisiiu)ent, liuteX[iressed
doiibts as to its eternity— doidits based partly on urouuds of reason, jin:l

p^artly (m Scrij)ture. l" did not say that the; t'eaeliinL; of ihe Confessicn of

Faith AVas unsoriptura! on IJiis point, but, thai tiiero wero i)ass;e^es of

Kcripturo which 1 found it hard to reconcile with the statenu-nts of t!ie

Confession, and to whicli su'licient wei'^ht had not, in my juudLimeut,
been allowed. 1 i>xpre.ssed the wish tliat the doctrine of thu tinal sal-

vation of all miirht be true— (piotini,' the word.* of Tennysm—and I indi-
cated that tho passage quoted fnnn the writiivis of St. I'aul a])])eared to

favour that doctrine. At the same tiuie I ur.;ed just as stromrly the
force of the ex|n-essions iu which, apparently, tlie cteniitv <if pmiishmeut
i.s set forth. The,.general conclusion wdiich I drew, theref(»re, was that

the teachiiijf of sci'ipture was not clear and doci.'^ive on this point, and
that [it was one on wdiich furtb.er study nnd investiL;alion miiL,dit: throw
light. I feel disposed to ask nien.bi'rsof Piesbyteiy what 1 shoidii have
dono nnder these circumstances. Here was a ditticidt jvassa'^e—one of

acknowledi^cddiliiculty— whieli luet luein the reijuhir course of exposition.

What was I to do with it ] Pass it over ? or tjive a supcrlicial explanation
that left the ditliculty exactl}- where it was.? or make the i)est 1 could nf

it after honest and i)r.iyerful study ? Tiio hmi. course was the one that 1

adopted, and one which still commouds itself to my sense ofri-ht. It

may bo said that it was not ri_dit to sj)eak on such an impri'lant matter
in a w.xy oppose! to the <,'eneral teaciiinj^s of the Church wdieii my own
mind was in a state of nuc(;rtainty and perplexity. That view would
carry more weij^ht with me if 1 held that a minister is at liberty to say
nothin^i from the pulpit excej^t that on wdiicli no doubt can possibly be
entertained. 1 have been nccustomod, however, to hold that I was
doing my people's real service in leading them to think for themselves,
m'hI it has been my habit testate difliculties frankly, often without even T!)


