
.TRE GOSPEiL TIBUNE,

In 1. Samnuel, ii. 25, «ve road: -IlIf one man ai
ugainst another, tIse judge sh.til judgo 1dim :but, if a
man sin against thc Lord, wvIs Elhal intreat fur hiriî2'
This passage clearly takes the position, tisut lin
icarthly judge rnay treot an offence comnuitted by min
,.against bis fellew, but the sin of man agraiîst, bis
God it lifta iafinitely above thc poiver of litruan
udjudication ; tihe whoeo bearing of thse passa~ge
being obviouziy to awakecn the conviction, that l'or a
mana to sim aguinst bis God, niakies 1dm inmmeasurably
miore guikty, than if' his sin consisted chietly in ait of*-
fence against main. Indeed, te deny Luis ineausirgot
the passasge, is to reduce iL te conteniptible bomnbast.
In Luuis cennectien migit, bc quoted ail stuli passages
-as Ex. xix. 12,-"l Take heed te o uî'seves that yoggo
iot up into tbe inount te tonch the border of it.
whosoevcr touchat the niounit shail bc surciy put tu
,deaths: 1.3, Thîcre shall not a baud touelt iL but lie
shait surely be stoncàI or shot thîreugli." 1. Samttui,
VI. 9, a-And lie snioe t U men of lBetlislicmish, bc-
cause ilhcy hall 1ooked into Uhe ark of Uic Lord ; even
ho stt of-th p2ople fifty thionsand ansd three sv.ore
*aud ton men : 20, And the meus of B~îbn~
aaid, who is able te stand bcruore this hioiy Lord Gud?
Lev. -x. 1: IlAnd Nadush and Abihu, the sons of
Aaron, took either of tisei bis censer, and put lire
therein, and put jacense tiiereon, and oiffred strange
lire befoe tho Lord, whiclî lie coniinar.ded thoun net.
2. And thore Nvent out lire front tise Lord, ausd de-
voured thens; and they died bef'ore the Lord. 3.
Then Moses said unto Aaron, Thiis is il that the Lord
spake, saying, 1 will bc sanctifled in dîcin thait cornec
nig,,rli me, and bofore ail the peuple 1 willlbcglortiied.
And Aatron lield bis peace." And thuis page after
.page mighit be filed witb quet&tioais frein the Old
Testament, whîichi set at defiance every attcmpt at.
-exposition which ignores the principic, that the guilt
,of every ofl'ncc comsnittccdagatmnst God is inai poptur-
tien te the suipreme diguit~y and glory of bais chu±rac-
ter. On appeaiing te thc New Testament, liowever,
*tho evidente is se positive, thînt thie principle uîiiver-
eaiiy applicable te tise measuremeist of Uic guilt of
zoffences cominitted by ns against lus fellow, is also

ta applicable 4te his ollùnces cemmitted agitin.,t Gud;
'that ail doubt upon tise subjea must lbe dispelled by

sinîgle passage. Passing by the îexts witLh relate
te the Sin ngssisst tise lIely Giost, which nover bath
forgiveness, and aise passing by a multitude ofeothers,
in wvhich the prillcipie is unquestienably involved,
Acta v., 3, 4, and 5 is .sleced-"'But Peter said,
Ananias, wvhy hathi Satan filied thine beurt te lic te
*the IUoly «lues t, and te, kecp back pari of the price of
-the land? Whiilesit remained,was itnotf.hineowna?
and aCter it was soid, was iL net in thine own Ipewer?
VJhy hast thou conccived this thing lu thine heart?
Tisou hast net lied uneo men, huit uinte, God. And
Ananias, hearing tiiesc words, fell down and gave up
the gliest:a nd great foar camne on att thent that
heard these things."

Ilere the magnitude of tise guilt, of Ananias-its
,overwhelmîng and measuroless turpitude is made tu
rost wholly upon thse fact tisat lic had NOT LIED
'UNTO MEN BUT UNTO G OD. Se tbat newit must
be cousidcred as provcd, net only tiîat the guilt, of
,offences committed by inan against bis hlýllow, riscs
in proportion te thse dignity of tise personage sinned

aganat, but aise, tisat this principle reacises higher.-
111t iL is admitted in heaven-and must be applied
te thé offences committeul by man againat hia God.
But if Lthe guilt of offences committodl by man against
JicnevÂn ho la proportion te, his INFiNITS DioNilTY, it
follows ineviiably thut thse guilt of cvery offenco cern-
xnitted againet Goul MUST BE LINFINITE; for tsel
proposition admits bf ne denill that whatevor lai

proved to bear any proportion to thativhich is known
to bc inlinite, that thing, be it wlînt it may, muit in
il8cif bc infinite; and (.heref'ore cvery one who ha.%
sinned against4Iod, statnds ini the sighto f tho universro
justly chargcd witli liNF1INITE GUILT; but if charge-
atble with iîîfinite guilt, thon, as it is certain that
every sinner incurs by bis %in a pllnisient in pro-
portion to his guîlt, it follows inevitably that overy
sinner of our race lins inctirred INFINITE PUN[SII
MENTr. Now as inan is only n fxîîite being,and thercf'oro
tiot possessed of infinite poweri of endurance, it fol-
lows tlat lie catinot suifer the infinite punishmcnt ho
lias invurred, by sin, in any limited period, and tâcre-
fore if lie suillers infinite punishimeît, at ail, iL can on!y
bo by iLs being mnade infinite in duration and nlot in
puingency; but punishiment infinite in duration is
puinislîient icitloiii end, aîîd tlîereforc the conclusion
is absolutcly inevitabie, that crery one wvho gins
against God, does thereby necessdrily incur END-
üHss MISERY.

The lino of argument just closed, being perfectly
invîîlnerable, in itseif, the atteuipt blas been ignorantly
lande t.o redtice the t'olet an absurdity. Thai
the objc<:tion sttell as it is, may bo fully met, I wil
prescrnt it in it8 strongest possible aspect, as follows:

If the guilt, of every sin is nellessarily infinite,
then it fo1lowvs that the sinner's first sin rendors hlma
ùnfZni*ely guilly, su that lie itiver can beconie more
guilty, ein as lie nay ; and iL also follows, that. all sin-
ners xnuist bo a1zMre or eqîînlly guilty ; for, if the si of
the leaxi guuilty be roally infinite, that ofthe nxost guilty
cannot exccul it-but tho impossibility cfa-sinner
inecasing his giit, and tho absolute equality of
tic gtilit of MIl sinnera, arc doctrines, eachi of ihich
is utteriy nt variance wvit1î both reason and Script-
turc ; an(t therefore the argument which. proves that
the guilt of every sin is inlinite, is an argument that
proves tue miichand lience UTTEItLY WVORTHLESS.

In ianswer te this objection, lot iL bcoebserved,.that,
its whole strength. lits in wvhat tise logician calis a
fallacy of l'aise assumption. It assumes that what-
ever is infîuuito admits of ne inecaso; aiso, that ail
infinities arc;necessarily equal to one another; both
*of which. are net only more assanmptions, but assump-
tions so grusi as te ho susceptible of being proved
titteriy l'aise. 0f this the mathematician can aced
ne proof-iîaving ofte- added infinite, quantities te-
getlîer-squared them, cubed tlîem, and raised thent
to ns Iiighî powers as the arithmetician ci-er raised
his finite qU.Lntities, and to far higlier; lie can bt
amile ftt that ignorance which would teacli bim that-
ai infinite quasîtities arc equal: and knowing zlaos
as ho does, tisat hc can, witht the utmost case, descend-
froin de-alng with infinite quantities, te, dep2 with
those in the otiser extrense-to add, stibtraet, multi-
ply, and divido infinitesit-nals, i. c., quantitios in-
finitely smail, and thon amuse himself by multipIying-
the infinitcly great by .thie infiniteiy smail, and both
of these by finite quantities; reversing the process
in each case at pleasure ; developing, at every stop,
resuits of deep and absorbing interest ; exhIbitinjý
truth. in its most reliable forais, as more startling, byr
fair, tiîan the vagaries of tise wi1dest imagination:

Having said morethan cnough to satisfy tho-matis-
ematician of-thec utter fallacy .of tise assumaptions on
whicli tiso objection ss based, it is now uecessary te,
present these faliacies in a liglht in iwhich. all mus.
sec them with equal clearness te ho abs'lt -,ely false.Let it ho observed, thon, in the outst:,ý that tihe
terma infinite has two, ieading significations. lit itg
firs?. and highest scuse, it represents that which ad-
maita of no increase--ni addition ot' multiplicntion.
This- is a sense in- whiois ;t- &rm- is applicable4to-
God, -alm.1.I.ita secondary~ use, it repreeents.th.i


