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Friend, who in the silence of his mind his heaven and God finds, hesi-
tates to admit the above posiions. So fur then, under the ty pical
dispensations, that those honoured by God as his friends, were those who
publicly confessed him.,

T'he tcaching of the Saviour was just as explicit. He who would
corfess him before men, would be recoguize® by the Father in the day
of eternity—while those who were ashamed of hin, and would not con-
fess him before men, were threatened with rejechon in the presence of
God’s holy angels! His last words to his disciples, only a weck
before his corcnation in the heavens, were to point out explicitly the
way ordained by him, in which all those who would ke imiators of bim
should confess him before the world. * He that believeth and is bap-
tized, shall be saved,” are the ever memorable woids of the ascending
Saviour. This decision he has never revoked.  He who would substitute
any thing in the place of this decree, would change “ uimes and seascns,”
and prove that he belonged to onc of those powers, seen by Daniel in
praphetic vision, opposed to the saints of the Most High.

[ know, my brother, there are many minds, who in the contemplaiion
of their own powers, consiler themselves philosopbical, that fook with
scorn and affecied pity on those who urge the uccessity of obecience to God
—to the letter—as indispensable in order to the development of christian
character. Many such minds are professedly devoted 10 the christian
ministry. At the hazard, however, of being called exclusive, or even
a bigot, I assert that such minds are neither well stored v ith biblical
theology, much less are they raturally philosophical. In no ose princi-
ple does the divine government evince more pure benevolence and
divine philanthropy, next to the sacrificiai death of God's own Son, than
in the ordination of a positive law placed on the very threshold of his
tabernacle—his church ; and as absclutely necessary to the full deve-
lopment of the divine favour, rcady to take up his abode in the truly
submissive soul,

" You know what we mean by * positive law.” Very few of our
modern theologians give the subject much attention. Indeed T have
conversed with quite popular teachers of religion—~who have stud.ed
systematic theology—who proved by their ignorance of  positive law,”
as connected with relizious institutions, that it had never rcceived much
if any of their attention. For the benefit of some others who may read
this, | wouid just remark, that by positive lao we mean those precepts
of Heaven for which we can find no reason but the will of God. That
men should love God—that we should love one another—that children
should love their parenis—that we should believe the truth and urn
from our sins—we term ““moral® requirements because they are right
and commendable in and of themselves: they were always right, and
would have been whether God revealed such duties or not. But that
man should not eat of the fruit of acertain tree—that he should offer
sacrifice—be circumcised—go toa certain temple and altar to worship ;
be immeysed into the name of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, and meet
frequently to break and partake of a Joaf and drink wine in memory of
the death of Jesus of Nazareth—and many other things of a like nature~—
are neither right nor wrong, good nor evil, in and of themselves, aside



