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ference in Qod's treatment of good and bad, but in the strongast

terms we say the reverse ot this. But we do say that we believe

God will finallv change all the bad into good ; bring them ui)to

obedience to Himself; restore them to holiness, and thu$ to

happiuesis. <> ji; irci i m>-nM
'

. , 'i

It is here thftt Vre part oMapany wi4h our brethron of okher

Churches. This is the poi|it at issue between ui and thfUQ*

Again I ask you not to mistake that point. There is w question

as to the tendency, or the evil consequences, of bad, unfaitb&ii

living.

The question is—^whether God's loving-kindnefls 1$ over all J)is

works, and whether his mercy endures for ever. The C*tholio

says that the bliss of Heaven is only for those wh6 die io' the bosom
of the Roman Church ; the Calvlnist, that- it is for a number "so

certain and definite, ttliat it cannot be either increased or dim^n-

ished-^hosen by God before the fQiindat»on of the world wasli^i"
and that '^ the rest of mankind God wa» ploai^d to passibv, aftd to

ordain to dishonor and wrath ;" the Methodist,, that Hoaven is

freely offered to aill, but some failing tofoookpfy witjhthe oon4Hi9Vis«

will perish everlastingly; the Uittiversalilit, agreeing .with the

Methodist that God has prdvided Heaven for aJU his children, gpes

Alrther by affirming that all will gnally comj^ly with the eooditions,

and experience) its joys. , X pro<9eed to indicate the grounds upon
which this faith rests. As Christians we base it upon the refela-

tion of the nature of God, contained in the Christian ^ripturea^r-

and in finding out what that revelation is, we acknowledge no other

authority than the reason the good God has given us. 1$ this |* G«lr-

man Rationalism?" In one sense it is, for it is the rationalism of

which the great German, Luther, was the fearletechampAon* <We
make Reason, the interpreter of God'w, word—are we to understand

that any Protestant iChoibtians . acknowledge another?; I eonfess

my inability to comprehend the mental state o£ the oAn who stands
before his fellows and rettmru agaihst the use of Reason in hiatl^
of R^igion. .17 .

f, The bare factof a Revelation, implies both a Reveaier, $nd those

capable of uiuierstanding what is revealed. And. surely the capifr

city to understand involves the right ta examine and decide wh4t

Hhe teaching of the Retelation, is. UnirersaUsts claim to be lo^al

to this principle. Affirming that (he Christiaa Scriptfifeis fViQ<^Pr

tain a revelatioa of the ciianioter of jGkid^ aiidiof the dttty, intdiliesi,

and final destioiition of mankind,'' they hold U mian'a duty to &nd
out, through reason, what that revelation is. NoWf:is theieiai^j

need for me to prove, on the authority^ »f the ^erii^ures^ithidi Qo9
is Love, or that he loves mankind Witti an affipotion so deisp ttnd

pure, that we cannot even mensure its extent or its eAdarane^^?

Men sneer at us for insisting upon this, but certainly it is the test^


