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Prefatory Strictures &c.

T HE publication of the Difcourle, to which
thefe Stri¢tures are prefixed, on the fub.
ject of future punifhment, has been chicfly
owing to a Difcourfe of Doltor Prieftley’s,
which was lately handed me by a friend, un-
der thetitle of ¢ Unitarianifm explained and
defended,’’ and delivered in the Church of the
Univerfaiilts at Philadelphia, fome time in
1796. |
‘The religious fentiments of Doftor Prieft.
ley, efpecially on the fubje&t of Unirarianifn,
have been for feveral years known to many
both of the learned and unlearned part of the
Chriftian world. That the Do&or, then, fhould
he fo folicitous about explaining his religious
opinions to the people of the United States,
left they fhould be mifinterpreted, I muft con.
fofs appears to me rather an ingenious manner
of diffeminating them, than that any juft




¢ PREFATORY STRICTURES &c..

orovnd of fear exifts for fuch mifinterpretatien. .

At lealt, 1think, itargues a greater pre-
fumption of the ignorance, in this refpect, of
fincere enquirers, in thefe States, into the pre-
fent ftate of Chnﬁnmty, than tl‘e truth-will
warkant,

When the long received Do&rmcs of th@
Cofpel, agreeable to the principles of the moft
rcformed churches, are attacked by mcn of
Dector Pricltley’s talents and gminence in the
icarned world, thev have a very fupernior ad-
vantage in the promu.mtlon, and alfo 1n the
edublithment of their peculiar cpinicne.

In the pelemical contelt fuch men engaz
vith the meft confpicucus advantage; whlle |
tacir antasor nids are neceflitated to wicld their
unequal weapoas in the humble vale of obfcu- .
1ity, with feercely a bnpe of ever reaching ei-
thcr the notice of their opponent ; or thefe

R -s

who fhortd be moft interefted 1n the iflue of

the contrc veriv,

Indeed fuch’is the advants cre. 10 this refpe&,
which men poflels, who have attained the fum- -
mit, cither of philofophical or polmcal fame,
that, I thmx, nothing fhort of abfolute. cer-

tainty ; or divine mfpxratlon fhould influence:
them to take the advantage or opporfunity
which fuch a {ituation muft afford, for attempt-
ing ro fubvert almoft, generally reccived doc-
tri; xpc-—-uodnnes, too, which have had the
h"ﬁpplc’l effects 1n the nhgxous reformation and
inflruction of the moft virtuous, as well as the
moft enlightencd part of the Chriftian World.
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Door Prieftley has indeed, atlempted to
apologife for the republication of his religious
{entiments in this country, by mformmur us,
that he has had better opportunities of infor-
mation on theological fubje&ts than we have
had. If the Do&tor had fo exprefled himfelf
concerning literary or phxlofophl al {UbJC&o,
few might be difpofed to refufe due credit ei-
ther to the truth ; or the modefty of the apo-
logy. But, furely if the records of divine re.
velation be the true, and the only true ftand-
ard or teft of religious truth, we have all that is
poflibly attainable for our information on thofe
fubjects, thatare moft controverted, as well as
he..

‘We may nct, indeed, have had an opportuni-
ty of conlultmg all the various verfions of the
Scriptures to be met with in fome of the public
Libraries in Europe, in the original languages;
or fuch a variety of voluminous interpretations
or commentarics, ancient and modera, on each
particular text. We have, however, all that
1s neceflary.  'We have the moft authentic ori-
ginals ; And alfo the moft approved tranflations
from thofe originals, and 1f in that ftate the
{criptures be not calculated for our religious
initruéticn in truth and righteoufnefs, then are
they not that tr'mfcnpt, of the divine Will, the
only end and defign of which could be, the
reformation of thofe to whom God was pleafed
to communicate them. Indzed if any Dcétor
can periuade us that we have not the opportu.
ARty or the mcans of religious knowledge,
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while at the fame time we held in our hands
therecords cf divine truth, then may cur re-
ligion be whatever fucha Rabbi pleafes to make:
it. He has cnly to point out the way whicht
his fuperior opportunities have difcovered, and
it is embraced with all the 1mpiicit faith and
obedience claimed by the Mitred Pontiil ; or-
the Mahometan Muf:i.

Were it true that Doltor Prieftley or any-
other philcfonter, could inveftigate the trutly
ot any religious doctrine as they weuld a che-
mical ciperiment in a laboratory, fome claine
might, then, be laid to fuperior attention and
regard. But the f{uccels of many of their
experiments inenquiring into the occult gua-
Tities of material obje&s; into fome of the
myftericus operations of mature, might teach
philofophers alittle modefty in their reafonings
i1, and refcarches after,the knowledge of Him,
wio Is the greatincemprihienfitle irfe caule of
all things. -

It would appear, however; that whether
fome of thofe gentlemen, apply their enquiries
either to the natural or fpiritual world.—Both
muft be equally fubjelt to the comprehenfion
of their learned refearches. So fuccefsful bave
their inveltigations been, when direted to the
world of nature, that God and Religion, e
ven the moft fublime truths he has revealed,
mult, alfo with equal obviousnefs be brought
within the capacity of their rational powers,
Y o fpeak to fuch gentlemen of a religious
myftery is to oifer an infult to their fuperior
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uvnderffandings. Wiih all due defereace,
however, to their philofophical, unitarian un-
derftandings, they may allow us to obferve
that, Paul heiitated not to declare that, ¢ Grect
is the myftery of Cadiinels, Gsd manifeiicd in.
tae fich.”

According to Dotor Prieftley’s principles,
however, there was no myitery in the cale
And this, T fuppofe, 1s one of thofe corrupti-
ons,. for which, as it accords not with Unita-
rianifm, the Do&tor would have even Paul
fland corretted.

I prefume not, by thefe few ftrictures ;
or vy the diicourfe to which they are pre-
fatory, to enter the polemical lifts with
fuch a champion as Doctor Prieftley. But I'may
be allowed to fay that men as reipetable for
theological lc‘.rnmo and abilities ; ; and allo
in zeal in fearching after religious knowledge
as the Do&or, have advocated thole do&rmes,
which he hath prefumed to defpife, and rank
in abfurcity with tranfubftantiation.

The laboursof thofe men are fill in our
pofleflion, and may render arny farther vindi-
cation, efpecially from a very inferior pen, fu.
pe'ﬂuous neither does it yet appear to any but
Umtanans,that the Doétor with all his learned
refearches into the earlieft cpinions of the
Chriftian world, hath introduced any new light
on thole points, {o as to invalidate either their
arguments; or that fcriptural authority ot
which they are founded.

‘The do&rines of the Lrinity and atonement,
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no man of an enlightened mind ought even to

name with that of tranfubfl.untiation. 1he for-
mer are 11 no refpedt derogatory to the glory

and honour of the Divine Being, fo being they
are not reprefented in a falfe point of view.
But the latter being not only fuperior; but

contrary, to realon, and alfo in the highelt de-

gree, degrading to the dignity of the Supreme
Being, is nct only an infult to that dignity ;.
but alfo to every externai fenfe and igtellectual.
ilea i the human conftitution.

[t is certatnly vnworthy of the candour of
Dottor Prieftley, confidered either as a divine
or » philofopher, to fay ‘““there is the fame
foundation in the {criptures for the Do&rine of
Tranfubftantiation, as for that of the Trinity.”
It is true, Chrift hath faid that ¢¢ His flefh is
meat,indeed,and his blood drink indeed”’—and
that ihis is exprefled alfo in the fame figurative
ftile by fome of his Apoftles. But it is alfo
declared by Chnft that ¢ He was a Deor ;
that he was a Vine, and his Dilciples the Bran-
ches—that he was a Shepherd and they his Sheep,
his litdde Flock’’ Now who is it that may not
fee that thefe, as well as, what he fays of his
broken body and fled biood, are all equally figu-
rative cxpreflions ? Whereas with regard to his
being the Son of God—the fecond perfon of
the divine eflence, and entitled to the fame ho-
mage with God, there is no figure, all is plain
argument ; fimple declaration—exprefled, too,
in oppofition to thofe, who like Doltor Prieft-

ey, thought bim only man; while they faid
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that he made himfelf equal with God.

Befides, the words on which the abfurdity
of tranfubftantiation is foundec, occur only in,
one inftance ; or on one occafion. But were;
it not inconfiftent with the fludied brevity of
thefe ftri€ures, I could fill pages with {cripture
paflages apparently. diveflted of all figure,,
and introduced on many various occalions in;
fupport of the dotrines, which Chriftians have
denomlnated the Trinity; and atonement fox;
fin by the I eath of Chrift.

Abfurd, however, and inconfiftent as the:
Doltor would reprefent a belief in thofe dec-.
trincs o be; yet in his preface to that difcourfe:
to which I bave alluded, he. hefitates not to;
fay that, thofe who beheve in them, ablurd as_
they are ; and thofe who do not are, notwith..
ﬁanding, agreed in all that1s ““ really funia,.
mental.”” 1n Religion! And yet the Door, ai-
terwards, in his Difcourle fays, that, ¢“Itis
thne to cry aloud and {fpare not’” in oppefition;

to fuch abfurd do&rines. Now 1f [ --h :%n&rine
be not, really furdamental,” why ih. .d thc,
good Do&or be fo zealous to * cry aloud and:

272

pare not :
But, if to ¢ cryaleud and {pare not,” be-

the Do&ter’s way of recommending peace and
union among all the difterent denominations.,
of Chriflians, in thefe ftates, feeing we dxian.
orce rot in what is ¢ reaily fundamental,”
hope his abilities are adequate 1o the vindica«.
tion of fuch expreflions from any appearance..
of abfurdity or inconfiftence.
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But the Doftor muft furely ailow us thy
fame right to be zealous in our religious faith,
as he would be in his. In the exercife of this
right, then, might not we, in our turn ¢ Cry
aloud and fpare not,”” that, any man, without
other means of divine knowledge; any evi-
“dence of {upernatural powers; or even fuperi.
or authority to what we poﬁcfs, fhould attempt
to difcredit the generally received do&rines
which Chriltians in thefe ftates,think they have,
at leaft, as good authority for, as he has for
the contrary—that he fhould reprefent us as
idolaters with whom he and his Unitarian
friends could not, in confcience aflociate in the
folemn fervices of devotion' -

Before, Doctor Prieftley, efpecially confie
dercd as aftranger, in whom modefty ei-
ther in religious or political opinions, is no
unbecoming quality, ventured fo far in arraign.-
ing our religious faith, like Paul, at Athens,
to whom he compares himfelf, and, confe-
quentiy, us to the idolatrcus At‘lemans, he
ought to have given fome divine demonitrati-
on as Paul hath done, that he is not miitaken ;
but that he has been commiflioned from heaven
to deliver us from idolatry and fuperftition.
TWhile we want, however, this foundaticn of
confidence in his epinions, the Dotor may in-
deed ¢¢ Cry aloud and fpare not” againit us for
our unbelief; but furely cannct think it incona
filtent that we reply in the fame tone.

His account of Unitarian charity wouid alfo
require a little vindication. e fays that, all
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denominations of Chriftians may confifténtly
join in their worfhip ; but thatit is impofible
that Unitarians can aflociate in worfhip with
them, withcut a conicicuinels of idoiatry.

Now, what other principle of charity than
this could we expe&t from a Jew, Maho-
metan; or an Infidel! Would not all of thele,
alfo, fay that, we might join in their worfhip}
but that without idolatry, they could not in
ours{ This remark on Unitarian charity might
appear fuperfluous ; or perhaps, invidious, on«
ly that the Docor has been fo earnelt in incul-
cating that diftinguifhed virtue to others ; and
that, too, when, as he fays, ¢ We agree inall
that is really fundamental.”

But what appears ftill fomewhat more irre-
concileable to this laft charitable-like declaras
tion of the Doétor is, that he fays the moft im«
portant dotrines of our religious faith, ¢ are
vile excreftences,”’ which muit-be cut off, if we
would fave the tree.” This done, he further
obferves that, ¢ the evidences of revealed re-
ligion will challenge the clofcft inveftization.”
This affertion of the Door’s, I confels, I do
not fully underftand. It is, furely, no argu-
ment againft the authenticity of revesled reli-
gion—that men fometimes interpret it errone-
oufly. Now, even fuppofing that with regard
to all thoie dotrines, to which he alludes, we
are inan error, furely the Do&or does not
mean to {ay that it leffens the authority ot re-
vealed religion. I humbly apprehend its di
vine teftimory remains equally unfhaken cithe:
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ty the Do&or’s interpretati s 3 ot oy curd,
The honeur and worthip v.tich in this re-
vealed religion, we are commanded expreisly,
t» pay unto Chrilt, the Do&tor iabours to make
zatto be 1dolatry-—-as much zs if we worihxp-
ed Mofes, Abraham, the Virgin Mary; orl
might add, Do&or Prieftley, cfpecm‘ly, if his
religious prmm‘)les be well founded.

But it is not a juft reprefentation of our
worfhip, to infinuate that we worfhip more
than one God—For, if agreeable to the com-
mand of the gofpel, we offer divine henours
to Chrift, the Son of God, it is in the firm be-
lef that he together with the Father and the
Holy Spirit cunftitute ore fupteme object of a-
deration.  This unity, however in cur prefent
ftage of exiftence, we pretend not to explain ;
nor are we athamed to own it to be far rup‘m-
or to our comprehenfion.  Our foundation for
believing it,is, becaufe God by Chrift and his
apofties hath deciared it—and while at the fame
time, we coaceive that there 1s but one, and
only oae objcct of relizious adoration, in {uch
worthip, even fuppolint we crr, it is ot an
error, as the Do@or would reprefent i, “inju-
rious to God;” or to his honour any more than
that of the Unitarian, who inthe moft folern
alts of Devotion mwhtform inadequate ideas
of God. ‘That all, yea cven Unitarians, not
excepting the plous Dottor himfelf, and .hat
in their molt {Llemn jirvices, conceive imper-
fe@ly and vnworthily of the m\omptebcruble
ebjed of religicus worlip, Thope wii no:
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be deaicd—-even, then, on the fuppofition that
we err, as already obferved, on the grounds we
have for fuch érror, we truft that, by the fear-
cher of hearts it fhall not be pronounced Ido/.
atry; nor we Jdolaters—but afligned to the
fame common lo¢ of imperic&ion which Uni.
tarians as well 2s we muft 2cknowiedre in all
cur conceptions cf an infinite God.

1find that the Detor, in the exhortatory
preface to the difcourfe 1 have alluded to,
‘ipeaks of the adminiftration of Faptifinand the
Lord's Supper. 1 confels 1know nct the for-
mula of an Uritarian Baptifm. Butif it beas
Chrift hath ccmmanded, ¢ In the nume of the
TFather, and of the Son, and of the Holy Gheft,”
it does not arpear very conforant to the doc-
irine from whica, by toeir title, Unitarians
would diftinguifh therafelves {roan other OUhilf-
tians.

If Doftor Priciley’s opinions conceriing
CFErift as an obje&t of adoraticn te ity and
could all the Chriftian World be as enfizhtened
by means of his inflruction, on that fubj ct, as
ke thinks he has enliphtened himfell, 1t muit be
allowed that, he would he the author of mere
good to the caufe of tree religien tlan ever
Jefus Chrift kath yet beern.

Bat if the world cenld be fo indebted to hin,
and furce I am that it is not for want of mudh
zeal and aflide’iy m the Door it they te not,
then, on this hypetiefis, the formiua of an
Unitarian Baptilm fhould be in the vame ef

T &
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Hely Ghoft ! Such is the blafphemous tenden-
¢y to which this fuir {fatement of Unitarianifm,
as far as it refpets Baptifm, would certainly
tend. Let the candour of Do&tor Prieitley him-
felf point oat in what refpe& the conffruétion
is farced ; or inconfiftent with Unitarian prin-
CI*"HE“

If Jefus Chrift be no more than a Creatnre
commiffioned to inftruct mankind ; and efpe-
cially to deitver them from the ﬁavxfh darknefs
of ldolatrous {uperftition ; and that men, even

thalz who believed in, and acknowledged him
as fuch, fhou'd, notwuh!landmw mﬁcad of
heinga duxvered fmm [dolatry by h.m, ftll con-
tinus in the 1dolatrous homam. of their refor-
mer ; favs but little either for him ; ; or the
fuzcels of the commiiTon with witich he was fo
divinely invelted. So little, that he who wanld
reform men from this delufion, as is furely the
Do&or’s nim, muft, thould k2 Lappen to fuc-
ceed, be betisr entitled to the fecond place
1 the afcru mm of glorvy in the facred fervi-
ces and ordinances o* we Chrittian Religion,
tian he to whom it 13 addrefled.

Now, would not the Jod'n have us believe
th riu\.n only hath been the general confe-
guence of the dofirines raught by Chrill and
Ii /\FOlHQb, as they have been explained by
the difierent Chriftian churches’? ‘s.",’oxlld he
not perfuade v that idotatry has oo the moit
ceneral effecr of that lizht, with wii:h Chntt
has enlizhtened the world for a pcried of new

ucarly two thoufand years ? And, confequently,

4
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that would men, calling themfelves Chriftians,

be convinced bty his light, and his reafoning on
the fubje&t, they fhouid be delivered from the
groﬂcﬁ 1doiatry. If this be not making him-
felf of more importancein the caufe of true
religion than ever Jefus Chrift together with
all his Apofties, have yet been agreeable to kis
principles, let the xmparnal Judge.

But blefled be God ! WWe have not foicarned
Chrift ; . we have a mere fure word cf teltino-
ny. Ior, if the {fcriptures be not C"lculattd
to deceive, but inftrudt usy as we moft firmly
beiieve they are, and that In doCtrines prcn-
or to human invefhigation, we are by them
commanded to ** Honour the Son, even as we
honour the Father.”” By them, tco, we are
initrulted that - < At the name of J:ius every
kiice fhould bow, of thmgs in hen"cn, and
things in earth, and things under the earth.”’

Now, would any Unitarian prefume to fay’
that any fuch homage fhiould be paid to, even
on the moft unbounded {uccefs, anv of their
Apoitles, in the propapation of their principles?
And yet if their principles be true, le whofe
labours among them would be crowned with
fuch fuccefs, would, certainly, have a better
title to fuch refpe® than Jefus of Nazareth.
But the fcupmrcs alfoipftrutt vs that Tho as
tue Dilciple, in the very a& of his returring
t.ith—acknowledged him ¢ His Lord and his
God.” It is evidentalfo frona the hiflory ot
our Lord’s life, that even the unbelieving 't\\\ -
confidered him, in his doctrine and inftrutticr,
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as making himfelf equal with God. In fome
iuftances it would-appear that this was their on-
Iy reafon for difbelieving him. Ncw does it
appéar from our Lord’s conduét.and replies to
them, that he confirmed this charater of him.
ieif ; orthathe, who was the great mﬁruc"tor
of mankmd even on Unitarian principles, en-
deavored to remove with abhorrence, as he
sarely ought to have done, this charge agzint
Lim and his do&rine had it really been ground-
'efs ? Unitagians Lelieve it was groundlefs,—
ifearythen-out Lotd’s own reafoning on this
iabjedr, in the zzd chapter of the gofpel by
Matther Jrom the 3t verfe to the end of the
\lll et
“ \While. the Pharifees vcre pathered toge
ther, Jefug 2 hed them, fa ing, what lhlnk 'z
of (-Li‘tﬁ ? Wiiofe Scn is ile ? They, viz. the
i/uitarians, fy unto him, the fon of Davic.
}e faith unto them, how then doth David in-
{pirit call him Lord, faying, The Lord faid
unto my Lord, fit thou on my right hand till 1
make thine enemies thy foot-ftool ? If David
then ezl him Lord. how is he his Son ¢
Vould to Ged Unitarians would refle& whe.

ther they may not be found fuch cnemies ! It
is, however, manifeft that- Chrift Hhere,
inftead of inflruQing them to avoid any idolu-
trous homage. paid to him; on the contra-
ry becomes the advocate of his own diviniry.
Indeed oa ail other occafions of the like na-
ture we find his ccadu& and do&rines confir-
mning the command . That all men fhould ho-
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noyr the Son, even ag they honour the Father.”
It is trae Dr. PHeltley’s talents, in fupportof
his own hypothefis, catt reconcile even thoie &
ftill mure pointed paflages of: feriptural autho-
rity, to the principles of Unitarianifm: B.y'
his-learned refeatches into the records af anti-
quity, he may indesd amnufe us wirh  .what he
calls the’corruptions of Chriftianiry 5. But unfo-
phifticated genuine common fenfe either in the
original ; -or in our tranflation can wiew them
in no other liglit, or fenfe. than they have been
viewed in all ages by the genernlity of Chrifti-
an¢ ; and more efpecially by the “apofiles of
Chrift, whoare, furcly, on this fubject, better
entitled to our confidence and regard than even
Do&or Prieftley with all Lis learned refearches.
To me, at leaft, it fuageftsno iittle fulpicion
of weaknefs of argumehtin behalf of: any 1e-
ligious opinions; “when I-find, as in fome of
the works of Dollor Priettley, fuipicions in-
troduced of interpotation or faldc tranflation,
of fuch portions of fcripture as: appear moft
repugnant to the theological principles which
have beenadopted in- oppofition to their. authe-
rify. g ,
DBut it is, I think, evident from the writings
of the Doctor, that though we find him the
avowed advocate of reveal-d religion, yet he
hefitates not, as often as it iuits his-purpofe. to-
nruke it bend 16-ihe more exaited fhrine of bhu-
man reafon=—and occaonally t» reprefent it as
of dubisus and deceitful aucherity:.the pains
Lt bas taken eitker to dv away the force or un- .
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dermine the -authenticity of thole "fcrip‘tur%w
pafirzes that oppole bis, favourite theological |
ivilem, are, in -fome . mealure, demohfiratiye
of this obfervation. . .. L

In pasticutar, at the clofe of the @iféoﬁtfé,’, .
¢ ready alluded to, where in order fo crown bis
soligions fyRem-of -rational: cpinions, he, ¢%ou- |
ies alfo the predominant dotirine. ol the Upi.
verfalifts, with regard ta.the dyratian of future -
sunithmeut, the Dogtor the declared champion -
in defence of revealed religion {ays, that “He
does rot lay much ftrefs on particular texts of.
foripture in that cafe.” Confequently, hs..
thinks it poffible that Chrilt himicli, the great.
iaftruétor of mankind, might be mifiaken in
this refpeét—that no confidence.fhould be pla-
ced ; no particalar ftrefs laid on his declarati-
o3s.on this head—That it was a fubject that
did not belong to him—That he was_either in-
capable of ; or deficient in confidering it in its
fuli extent,—In, fhort, that Dr. Pri‘cmcy, by .
Ls learned refearches, and other opporiynitics
 § information. is better. inftructed on that
Tabjedt, and better entitled to credit than Jefus; .
Chritt I : o |

This m-y ferve 1o fhew us the humiiity of
pitlefophiing Chriftians; and to what it 1s that
Unitarians would with to reduce-the charalter -
of the Son of God; the Savieur of the
worll. . : ~ _ ),

‘Poor, poor human nature! aided as thou.
artiin shis ioftance, by all the light of phiiofo-
phy and profound literaure, how bLiind, pre-
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Yuffiptooufly blind appearéft thou, when daring’
tofgﬁ*‘ft yweak 1mpctf«& and fhart-fighted
veafonings on the fuins of the oracies of truth?

Buch fentimeénts, ahdis expreffed and let
the DoCtor's own words fpeak for themfelves,
are degrading-evef to an Unirariaw’s ideas.of
the Sivionr of ‘the wotld ; the enlightenér of
manki 8," commiffiéned from heaven ,fmr that -
exprels p\ﬁ ofe: -

ihedo&rmc'@f univerfal falvatmn ‘ot hap—
pinefs, in which, in that diicourfe, the. Bo&tor
profefles himlelf a believer, I'cenfider as found-
ed bn much the fine authority with all his o-
ther religious opinions, in which he fo widely
differs éom the general body of profefling
Chriftians, in thefe {tates, namely, that autho-
rity which is conflituted by rendering imnerfe&
hifaan reafon the 22 f Divine Revelauon :
rithet than Divine Revelation the 9% of im-
perfe& human reafon. |

By Do&or Prieftley, and all the friends of -
Liis thcofomcal fyftem, human reafon is exalted
td be the onl; ftandard of religious-truth, hence
it is that they are for difcarding whatever is
fuperior to the comprehenfion or decifion of
this tnbvm! of theit own erecting, and every
where pro laim themfelves the advocates of ra-
tional religion. . Now, though we agree with -
them in this refped, fo far as to believe that
Gad, in revealing to us the truths of the gof-
pel, hath gracxouﬁy attended to the imperfec.'
tion of our prefent ftate ; and addrefled his

rcm.a‘ ed wiil borh to the reafon-and condciencog-
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of 'men; who are chlled -upen.to.exercife.them, -
jn-all that cencerns thejr duty to God.and 1o .
ore ancilier; yet we alfo believe that itis no
difparagement even {o ‘the . higheft.: attainable
perfeQtion of- thole facalties thag we canpat, ip-.
tht prefent Rage of exiftepee, fully: compre-
hend the nature of sthe Lswize Efferice ; all the
gracious operations of its gaoduefs for qur re.
demption ; or its future difpofal of us.through-
out an eternal wortd.  With regard so thefe as
importast obje&s of faith, we confider the
rovealed declaratiens of hraven; and nct. our
cwn -imperfedt, reafon, as the omly teft or
ftandard. SR - |

-On any other prefgmption. it.is evident that
as the reafon of man is as various in jts capa- -
city of judging even of: common fubjels, as-
are the different.degrees of mental 1mprove- -
ment inthe hunan race ; it, confequentiy, can-
not be trufted to as the reft of the moft fublisne,
divine tiuths. Let Unitarians inform us to -
whofe reafon it is that we are to appeal on {uch .
fubjefts. Ate they fure that their reafon is .
ndequate to the comprehenfion of Ged. eflenti-
aliy ; or even the motives and natare.of all his .
conduét? If they be.not, can it then be iucen-
fitent in us to.believe that we eonfider the
truth of thefe fubje(ts as,in. ~o refpeét, affected .
by the opinion: of mer, whofe: reafon and un-
derllandings, even in the.higheft ftare of natu.
ral iieprovement, are too .various, fluduating
apd uncertain, teo tuby:¢t to error 1gnwrance

&8d. deiufion ; to weaknets, iufiiciency and
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imperfetion, to be made a ftandard to try the,
truth of what God has revealed concernmg
himfelf ; or the counfels of his wil.

The doérine of univerfal happinefs'; or the
non-eternity of future punifhment 1 confider
as peculiarly alarming and dangerous to the
interefts of virtue and religion; and, confe-
quently, te the welfare of focxety, more efpe-
cially in an age prone to moral degencracy,
libertinifm and inhdelity. -

No confideration, however, fhould afford
fufficient ground for difcountenancing that, or
any other doflrine, did there appear any real
feriptural authority for its truth and fupport.
But, it is-cqually as 1mpoffible for God to be
un]ufi as for his word to authorize any doc-’
tyine prejudicial to the interelts. of Luman trap-
pigels..

‘Hava we-not good ground for this obfeiva.
tion, when even Do&or Pricftley is obliged in
advocating that do&rine to fay, ¢ He would
not lay much flrefs on particular texts of fcrip-
ture,”” that exprefsly contraditted it ¢

May we not atk what are to become, at laft,
of -the defpifea fcrintures of truth when mesi,
men, too, fuch as Doftor Priclticy, their avow-
cd advocate, are brcught to fay, *¢ they weculd
not lay much ftrefs on particular texts of fcrip.
ture”’—when they are dircltly repugnant to
their own favourite hypothefis ?-

I cannot help declaring that, there appears to
me more cor fiftency in the detitical ravings of

the Apoltatc Paine, than in fuch exprefliony,
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from a deci:red friend to, and defender of the:
authenticity of the facred fcriptures; an avowed:
advocate of r2¢zaled religion. Such reatment:
of them muft, to.every unprejudiced mind ap-
pear like cutting a friead’s throat with the one
band ; and carefling him with the other.

This, indeed,appears to furnith us with good:
around for- believiig that the -Detor believes-
m fo much of the icriptures as are not in op-
pofition .to his ratioral fyiem of Theology—
But with regard to thofe that are; * No fire/s is
20 ve laid v:pon them.”

But, though Do&tor Pricitley may be diipofed:
to [2y litile ftrels cn thofc panicular texts, that
exprifsiy affert the eternny of future punifh-.
ment; yet I cannot help bemg of the opinion-
that, the 2uthérs of them were a little betten
acquainted with the fubjelt than heis, until he:
can afford us more convincing- evidence of his
capacity of looking irto futurity than he hadli:
vet done. Indeed, I cannot fee how the Doc-
tor himfelf, with confifteney, can be of a dif-.
ferent opinion.

Hehas, indeed, in afeeling manner, exprel-
fed the diftreffes of relative affe€tion, on the-
fuppofiticn of a parent or child being configned -
to eternal muery. - But 1s-not this. what {fuch .
m: {t fometimes fubmit 1o in the execution of -
impartial juftice, even inthis world2 In the
jult 1nfli¢tion of penalty do net the laws of men,
tear aiunder, and that forcver, in as far as the
happinefs cf this life is concerned, the tenders

eft bonds of parental and filial affectinn 2
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~If in-this life, then, this be agreeable to
-what God approves, and even commands,
what authority have we for fuppofing that.the
impartial adminiftration of juftice by God in
a future world 1s to be fruitrated by the fympa-
sthies of relative affetion, or that thofe affe@ions
.willin that ftate ‘operate as they do in the pre-
fent life?

Would it not have been as conliftent with
the DoQor’s feelings as a parent ; and with his
jprofeflions as-a Chriftian to have weighed well,
.the confequences of .a dotirine ; oras Tthould
-rather fay, an opinion that, evidently, tends
to liberate licentioufly difpofed youth from the
awful threatening of God’s law; that almo$
to annihilation, leflens the dread - of future pe-
faity; and raifes the hopes of the moft vicious
.and abandoned to thofe rewards which God
‘bath promifed only to the virtucus and Godly?

Such anopinion is indeed.peculiarly foothing
‘to the ears of fuch as cannor be broucht ftri&-
ly to conform-to the dictates of piety and reli-
gion. Itattradls to lis fuppoit every votary of
vice; every victim of folly and diffipation—
-every bardened fipner, too long habirnated in
iniquity to repent, and too proud everto ac-
knowledge, in this life, any change of man-
Jers ; any renovation of heart or conduét. Bat
1 it the more true on this account; or is thas
not rather a moft convincine arguinent of its
delufive falfchood and alarming confequence ?

As a philofopher; and as a phitinthropift I
revere Do&tor Prictley, and the produitions of
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his pen—1 have alfo the charity to'affign his
religious publications to his zeal in promoting
the inftru&ion and improvement of the human
fpecies. With his religious Creed, however,
IP could, by no means acquiefce. Since I have
been firft able to form any judgement of
religious opinions, which has been for more
than twenty years, I have had vatious oppor-
tunities in different parts of the Chrittian
world of obferving the effets of particular fyf-
tems of religious faith, Thave known many
who became converts to the religicus opinions
avowed by Do&er Prieftley; which he long
fince publithed in Europe; and has lately re-
publithed, and endeavoured to propagate in
this country, and without prejudice, I thirk,
I can declare, that in as far as my obfervatidh
has exiended, irftead of fuch converts having
thercly become more prattically picus, more
devout and religious; on the contrary they
became Jdceptical not cnly in principle, but
pratice—and lefls zeslcus in the difcharge nf
every facred crairance inculczted in the Goi-
rel.  Morc than in cae izftance Love T oblerw
ed the humtble penitont, who rencunced ail con-
fidence in his cwn rizhicoufnefs ; and trufted
to that atonemess which the Doltor prencunces
abfurd, laughed 1, not for his principle but his
jicty by the cnlizhtened cenvert to Unitanan-
1im, who, at the fume time, founded his wc-
ceptance with God or the fincerity or perfee-
ticn of his own cleaiiice t¢ the divine law.
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From the apprehenfion that thefe few ftric<
tures, may already appear too prolix, when
confidered as merely introdultory to the
following difcourfe, I conclude them by ob-
ferving that however high fome may have rea-
fon to rate their powers of reafon and under-
ftanding, yet furely to know God and Jefus
Chrift whom he hath fent, eflentially, far tran.
fcends the utmoft limits of thofe powers. On
this fubje&, then, leaft of all does it become
even the moft exalied underftanding to be
wilc above what is written. All other revealed
‘dodtrines may be made to come within'the reach
of ourrational facultics ; but this, in our pre-
feut ftate, we can never fully comprehend. It
is not then proper to place it on a level with
any other religious truth which God hath re-
vealed for our inftrution. |

Concerning it, juftly may it be faid that
¢ Here we live by faith and not by fight.”
¢ That, here wz fe¢ but in part; but when that
¢ which is perfe& is come, that which we faw
¢ but in part thall bz done away.” And,finally,
that our progreffivc improvement in this divine
knowledge may conltitute a principal portion
of our ‘emjoyment in the world of fpirits.
When we fhall ¢ See'no more darkly as in
aplafs; but as # were face to face”’—And
when all our knowledge and eaquiries after
truth, however diGtated by imperte&ion, pre-
judice, or partiality here, fhall then agpear in
their true lizht before kim who # is (he w3y,
the trath ond the Life.”



DISCOURSL

ON THE
DURATIOGN
OF THE
FUTURLE PUNISHMENT
cr TUR

WICKED.

8 gnd thefe frall go away into cverlsfiing pu.
nifbment; but the righteous into Life ciernal.”’
Math. XXV, & 40th.

TYROM this declaration cf our blefled Sa-
viour, it is the defign of the following
Difcourfe o thew that, the eternal punifbment
of fin is founded on fcriptural authority ; and
alfo confifter.t with the divine perfeétions.

It muft be allowed that on all fubjetts which
treat of the divine perfeltions, efpecially in re-
conciling to them fad&s or events, of which
men, in this imperfc&, fhortfighted ftate of
humanity, can form no certain, no juft notions
except fuch as are warranted by divine revela-
tion, all our reafoning muft participate of a
degree of imperfetion proporticned to the difs
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tance whici: the objet cf our inveftigation lies
Leyond cur reach.

All the perfections or attributes of God are.
infinite ; ard 1t ought to be no ground of dif-
fatisfation to us, that it hath not feemed good
unto his divize wifdom ta make known unto.
ug, how his condut to men, either in this or
a future worid, is in every refpeCt coniitent
with his 1nfinite nature and oerfections.
hdecd this 1s a kno“ledge to which we are,
1n our prefent flate, incapable of attaining. It

weeld, therefore appear 1o be cur duty not to
enauire fartiier into his wavs and conduct than
we are warranted by his revealed will; orag
mcft by that analogy which may exift between
i3 goverrment of the natural; and that. of

ti.e ipiritual world.  Any farther inv efiigation
iccm,s above our fnhere: and can only cnd_m
mcere hypothels, and con}c&ure.
|, The Divine Being, tor ought- we. know,
raay have many motives for his manncr ot gea
verniing and dipofing of the inhabitants of this
world, which he hath net thought proper or’
necefiary to commmunicate to us.  As lirtle
know we how far other orders of being, thoagh
m werlds remote {rom ours, may be concerncd
in what relates cither to our tmmnrﬂ OT ¢lere
nal concition; and confcguently whcthcr what

ve confider as molt jull or pyraed to usas a part,
mighiz be beft fuited to the whole aof God s ra-
nonal offapring.

1hbele tew Introdultory remarks may more
epccially be applied to thofe, who, in dire&k




[ 5 71

oppofition to the words of the text, and many
concarring declarations of the facred recogds,
have prefumcd to deny the eternity of the fu-
tare punithment of the wicked. Such affert
that, it is inconfiltent with the infinite jultice
and goodnefs of the Deity, that a temporal
ftate of fin thould be punithed by 2n eternal
penalty.  But, the pious exclamation of ithe
patient Job, ¢ Shall man be more jult tham .
God ; fhall 2 man be more purc than his ma-
Ker !” May be well applied to fuch miftaken
advocates of the divine perfe&mm. |
'This may appear, not only, from God being
the moral governor of the world; and the
nature of that punithment he has thought pro
per to denounce again{t the obftinate and im.
penitent tranfgreflors. of his laws; but alfo
even from the execution of juftice among men,
agreeable to bis exprefs commands.:
. In this werld we confider it as perfeCtly juft
that the murderer fhould be fubjected not only
, to mortal pain; but allo to-an eternal foriei-
ture of all the comforts and bleflings of this
life. Now, tais certainly, is<an everlalting
pur:uhment, ataally inflicted, in as far as res
jates to this world. . Shall, then, an eternal
puni’hment in a future world; by a juftly in-
. cenfed God, for the breach of his moflt holy
laws, be confidered as 1uconfifltent with divine
_;uﬂuc and goodnefs ?. ¢ Shail maen be more
juit than God 2’ Is it rational to argue that
&od, the funreine Lord and goyernor of the
wond, foutl oo ki laws violated; his au.

»
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thority trcatad not only with meeled, but
congempt, withcut inflicting a panithiment, net
proportionably greater, nis {overeign rajelly
confidered, than what is acknowledged due to
the crinunal condemned at the bar of his fula
low-creatures ?

Jut to this 1t may be rephed that the mur.
derer, forever cut ol afetlow being from  thils
life and 1its comiorts, and that it was only con-
fritent with the ftrictelt juitice that the like evil
fhould be retaliated on him——-\Whereas, the
tranfgrefiion of the finner could in no refpect
injure the Deity ; 2nd confequentiy fhould not
incur a fimsilar punithment in a future exiitence,
This rex'y, however, can have little waight,
fince we can form no adequate 1deain what
light God may corfider the impeniient tranf«
greflion ot his laws ; and that an oxence a-
gainit ; or an injury done to, them, mavic the
fame as done to, or agaiaft, him{=lt.

It would only tend to the falfe conclufien.
that a breach ot one of the ccinmands of the
fecond table of his law, was greater or inore
heinous than a breach of thie firlt—ocr, In
other words, our bodily trefspafs againft man,
2s deferving a mere fevere znd lafting punifh-.
ment, thar our fpiritual tranfgreffion againft
the liviag Go.

in cppofition to the eternal duratien of fu.
ture punithment, it is arzued by fome writers,
and efpecially by Dotor Pricliley, ina Dilk
ccurfc publithed by hirm, fince hisarrival i,
this country, that *All the crimes of finite




5 3]

creatures beinz of courfe finite cannotin cqui-
ty deferve 1nfnite puntthment.”  Thus men
take it upon tuem 1n exprefs contradiltion to
the words cf the text; to that revalation i
in which, at the faine timz2, they profels to be-
licve, t> pronounce in what manner an incoms
prehsnible, infnite Gold fhould difpefe of the
impeniteat tranfyreflors of his laws,

But how doss it appear thatman is indeed a

fruite being with regard to a ftate of fin and
tranfgreffion ? In this {enle, I prelume, he is
not. But that in his fpiritual exiftence, his
fin and rebellion againft God f{till continue ;
and, confequently, incur a continugnce of the
fame punithment.  Otherwi‘e, fhould not fuch
writers inform us, when it is that, in this re-
fpect, e becomes a finite creaturc ; when it
is that his change, his reformation commences
fo as to lay any weil founded claim to a change
of conduct in the Deity towards him ? With.
out this the opinion of his not having incuerred
an iniinite, or eternal penalty on account of
his beiny only a finite criminal is certainly
foundcd on a falfe hypotheiis.

The eternal punifhment of fin, of unrepent.
ed of vice and guilt mult appear confittent with
the divine parfections, whether we confider
fuch a ftate as obnoxiousto them individually;
c: to the whole divine nature. He is an infia
nite God; and his infinite julticc and power
raake a ftate of fin, a {tate of open rebellion
azainit thole perfeCions ; againlt his authori.
ty and government, It fets 1tlelf in dirct op-
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rofition to all that is called God ; and confti-
tutes that which is perfectly irrecencileable to
his divine na-ure and perfc&ions. No human,
ro finite expiation can atone for the guilt of
{n; for the ofended majefty ; the infelted
juflice and :ighteouninefs of Leaven. Agreeable
to the fcriptures, cnd onr faith, in the garden
¢f Geibfemrane; snd en mount Calvary were
exhibited immortal teftimonics of the facrifice
tha: was oficred for even thofe, who, freed from'.
the curfe pronounced againit the tranfgrefors
of God’s holy laws, f} !l enter into everlafting:
life. 1f, then, infinirc iuftice required no lefs
a price than, the fuflerings and deatn, the 1n.
eltimable blood of his own {on who drank to-
the dregs the cup of bitternefs for our fakes,
with what face, on what ground of hope fhail
the finally impenitent look for redemption, af--
ter having refufzd fo many g aracious calis and-
invitations to pzitake of the perdoning mercy
of God?

To render man entirely inexcufeable 5 to do’
away every ground of complant ag sintt the
lufh:: of God, he enjoys th:e licht of naturey
the light of reafon ; and above all of dmne
l\e\clauon ; and that during an exiitence
which divine wildom hath theught fufficient
for his preparsticn for the wer'd of ipirits.
Thofe incltimable privileges, t. . her withthe
prefent conftitution of the world 5 but efpect-
ally the ftate cf human nature render it mere
than probable that this flate as changeable 13
preparatory o another which fhall be unchange-
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uble.—For, ¢¢Itis appointed unto ali men
once to dic, and after that the judgment.”” The
juflice of God s, therefore, thusvindicated in
having given man due warning of what his.
everlalling condition muft be.  The prize of
falvation is fet bzfore him ;. and. muft be won.
in this life, or lcft forever., Thus the natural .
conftitution of the world, and the cenftituticn
of manas a mortal, and alfo as a moral and.
acceuntable agent, become, 1n fome degree,
advocates for the eternity of furure punifhment
being confiftent with the divine perfetions.

But thofe arguments are, in a very high de-.

ee {ircngthened by the confiders dion, that
aJtho’ Rcv~lanon inftructs us that, the penalty
inflicted on un*epentcd of fin fhall be eternal ;
vet we have alfo the fame facred autl IO'ltY fur
cun—"m: that it hall be mrosuiiicacd to the
nature, fituation and condition of the wicked,
and thofe privileges or talents which, 1 this
life they may either have > abuled ; or not en-
]Q\ ed with the moft dlihn"mﬂled miarks of the
¢ivine favour and regard. “Fhis is evident from
Luke’s gofpel, tw elfth chapter, «7th and 4S8
verizs in the parable -of the fervants who were
to be beiten with {tripes proportioned to their
rcipective degrees of dehinquency.

But thovgh the juftice. of God be thus clear-
ly manifelt in proportioning the degree of the
penaliy to be inflictzd cn the i mpenitent muer
to the meafure of their guilt; yetitis alfo by
confidering the odions nature of vice or fia,
i the ﬁgut of an infinitcly pure and holy God,
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that we may fee his perfections fully vindicated
in its cternal puniftiment.

Sin, cven in its moft extenuated itate, as al-
ready obferved, violates God’s molt righteous
laws and authority : It denies or contemns his
government, and uwlurps fclf-government in
its ftead. Tt defpifes divine wifdom, as if it
had erred in making laws ; or knew not what
is fit and good fpr us better than we do our-
felves. 1t reje&s 2ll God’s offers of mercy and
gcodnefs ; and adopts that which 1s as contra.
1y to his nature as light is to darknefs ; health
unto ficknefs ; or life unto death. It gives the
lie to all the promifes and threatenings of the
gofpel ; it carries on perpetual war againit the
moral governor of the world; the king of
heaven ; and promotes, enlarges and eftab-
iifes ihe empire of Satan and dominicd CF
vice. In a word, to unite the catalogue of its
mcit condemning cnormities in one hideous
view. It ¢ Crucifies Chrit afrefh;”” tears open
the bleeding wounds of the Son of Ged; and
re-expofes him to &all the fhame of ¢ the
eccurfed tree.”

Can, then, that foul which is habituated in
fuch a flate of cnmity againft God and his Chrift,
after the period allotted to repentance is paft ;
and even after having received its final doom
and featence from its redeemer and judge, be
afterwards admitted to the bleffed felicity of
the righteous? Or, fazll it be confidered as un-
juft in God to refign it over a perpstual fubje&
of that kingdom of guilt and darkaefs whoie
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intereft, while in the body, 1t was its folz de-
light to encourage? Neither experience, rea-
fon, or revelation reply in the affirmative.

If in temporal affairs, in the civil gevern-
ment of human fociety, it be confidered jult
that, the trattor agam& his country, and its
moft invaluable intercits be punifhed with the
forfeiture of thot which no human power can
ever refltore; how much more confiitent 1s it
with divine juitice and goodnefs that the rebel
againft heaven ; againft ths written and re-
vaaled laws of his God frould undergo th
forfeitere, yvea even the ciernal forfeiture of
thole rewards which thro"uhoat his earthly ex-
iflence, without contrition cr repentance, he
prefumptuouily defpifed ?

This reafoning wouid have weight, even on
the fuppofition thai, in a future euﬁnce, there
were 2 probability of repentance or amend-
ment ; but its validity becoines undeniabis
when we confider that in the whoie volume
of divinz infpiration there 1s notthe fmalicit
ground on which we can reit fo prefumptuous
an cpinion. 1 eieirnel Iife be the glorious re-
ward promifed to the rizhteous ; “and every
means ufed to allire and perfuade men to s
acceptance ;  does it not {eem proper and rea-
forable that a condudt marked not only with
contempt of this greatreward; but aifo av-
cravated by cbftinate habits of vicious trani-
gref’mn, bc_ ccunterbalanced by the threatened
penalty of cternal death ?

It would, iudeed, appear both jult and ne-
ceffary that the roatening fould be cnforced

-a -.j AAAVus\‘ -~ - Ao
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v a penalty as grievous as the reward for com-
rlymO' with the terms of the promife eternal
life has been alluring.  This contrat appears
to be attended to evenin the phrafeology of
the words of the text ¢ thefe fhail co away in-
to everlafiing puniimment; but the righteous
mto life-eternal.”

No de&rineindivine revehtion feems more
clearly exprefied and exbibited than that of
rewards and - ~unithmerts, and the divine wii-
dom d: f;,la,cd in this dofirine for the good of
fociety, ncne furely, can prefume to deny.
Reafon, alone, appears fuficient to inform us
that, as God is the moral governor of the
world ; and that whatever is wot pure holy

and pene& belongs unto hin in svery 1'c1')tion,.
1t cmnot, by zay incans, be fuitabie to his dig-
nity, that fuch an evil as vice or unrepented rf
guilt {fhould pafls u'li}UmthL.-“rth‘ ebeliinn
againit God; fuch oLum'\{c and porfevering
eppo‘,hon to all that is goed, without fuch ex-
ecution of the divine Jngz ent as mizht beft
dcnmionitrate his mlhc»; and viadicate from
contempt Lis liws and authority,

Equally ro .a_zoual is 1t to conclede thot ma
fvftem fo '.‘f-r.':':-d o3 the divinie governesent muft
be, tiar, anv viclfion of 1t mou!d‘c‘.m\ sned
or pur:’ hed enly on fueh terms, as were Deld
caicuinted to attuln the (nds of the ftietien,
Now it is ceriuin that die ends of puniihment
under this divine fiitation mudt be the immor-
tial aduunifiratien of perfect juliice; the vine

N

dication, al%s, of the laws and truth of the
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fawgiver—to f{upport his dignity and honour;
and to prevenr, both now and hereafter, the
fanz otfcnders from that repetition of offence,
violatios and injury, which impunity might
encourace, In a word, in all refpelts, to
maintain, as inviola‘e as poflibie, the authori.
ty of the governor and the interefts of the fo.
ciety over which he prefides.

'Thofe ends duly weighed may lead 15 fome
idea of the neceflity of the eternal punifhment
of the wicked. Though all our reafoniny,
however, fhould fali thort of its objc&t 1a this
enquiry ; yet it is certain that revelation 18
clear and decifive on this fubjett. We mizht
even appzal, for a confirmation of its truth, to
the conititution of the human mind. Do not
the heart and confcience of man unifermly ac-
quicice in the anticipation of {uture rewards
and punifhments in confequenceof virtuons or
vicious condult? Thefe undenizbly exhilit in
every man’s breaft, atleaft in every chriftian’s,
the moit convin~ing internal evidence that
cverlaftiny punithment and  ciernal life are
broaght o lizht by the goipel.  Hew

ther-
wife could the foud, once 1‘.uminafei by this
fzving faith, approve oa a well-zrounded ho; pes
or condemn without cue cheering ray of d

vine confolation ? Were this otherwifs, cou!d'
.t be caleu’ated to make any imprdfiion of con-
triton or reorfzen the wicksd and abandone
ed, but tuy awiel dipols! O periever-nce in
ap lmpenitent (taie of vice and impleiy?
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Bat, along with thofe inward monitors, it
fia. allo plealed God to make known unto men
his laws, with exprefs promifes and threaten-
ings for obedience and difobedience. It is
hence that he appears in the chara&cr of man’s
moral governor; and man, confequertly, be-
comes bound to him bis fupreme lawgiver, as
a fit fubject for obtaining the rewards; -or in-
curHng the penaltics under this divine confti-
tution. But, the law, as anapoltle obferves,
has been ¢ a fchool-mafter to bring men unto
Chnit, who 1s theend of the law for righte-
culnels unto every one that helievcih.” ) ke
law was given by Moles; hut grace' and truth
came by Jefus Chrift.” Hence our blefled
Saviour in his doltrine, immediate'y previous
o the words on which 1 have founded thefe
argaments, hath declored that thafe who lo-
ved, received and rciied on him for falvation
fhould inherit ““efernal life ;° but on the con-
tiary, thofe who rejeled, cor denied him ary
entertainment ﬂxould go away into ““ ever/g/t-
ing prnifbment.”’

It may be here remarked that the words E-
ternal and Lverlafting, in the onginal. are ex-
picfled by the very fame term 5 which much
mere em}h:tmall) and pointedly than our
tranilaticn, indicates that, the duraticn of the
punithment fhull be perfe@'y cqualto that of
the reward.

1holc who, preflun:pt uouf‘y oppofe themfelves
tothis doine. wouid periuade us that hewany
paffages in fcripture, cxprddiive of the cteruity
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~ of future punifhment, are figurative; and only
hyperbolically exprels a limited duration. There
is, however, no good authority for this opini-
on. In thefacred fcriptures. as well as other
writings, terms exprefhive of obje€ts in nature
are frequently ufed in a figurative manner ; or
turned from their original or natural ufe and
meaning, more clearly, torcibly or lively to ex-
prefs foime quality of body or of mind; fome fpi-
ritual idea or abitra& truth. Butin the prefent
inftance, inftead of the terms eterna/ and ever-
lojling being figurative, metaphorical or even
hyperbolical, they are in fcripture illuftrated
emnphaticallg by fuch figures or metaphors as
might moft exprefiively fhew that they literaliy
and fimply impiled an eternity of duration.
Hence the penalty pronounced in the words of
the text 13 in {cripture figuratively exprefled
by ¢‘the worm that never dies ;”’-—¢¢ the fire that
never 13 quenched 3’ and “the /moke of tor-
ments alcending forsver and ever.”

Thus proved from divine revelation, this
doltrine cannot, furely, be inconfiftent with
the divine perfeticns.  Neither is it more
inconfiftent with the mercy and goodnefs of
God than his jultice and power. ‘The gracious
manifeftatior. of his will, clearly, exkhibits in
what period ; as well as in what channel his
fovereign mercy fhal! ever flow. ¢ There is
no work, no device, no knowledge, no wil-
dom in the grave.”’ If, then, we be thus in-
ftrutted, and thus warned, by the divine word,
that bis goodnefs and mercy have in this hfe
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- been difplayed in all that can promote our eter-
nal intereft, is it not highly prefumptuous in
ws to extend them to that ftate out of which
there is no ground ct hope ever to be redcem-
ed ; where our oniy empicyment can be tirat
cf biafphemy and fin——tc which ne repentance
3s promifed ; butin which accumulating ini-
quity and guiit muit be juftly entitled to pun-
ifament ever renewed ; to the compound
penalty increafed, and ever increafing by the
continued fpmraal tranfgrefhon cf the laws of
Goed ? Mauit not themercy, of heaven, in con-
{.tence even with its molt b\.n"'gn influence, be
ever hut againft thofe wio, from choice ;
from perfevering impenitence, and, above all,
from the lail condemning fentence of their im.
;mrtlal judge have been afiigned 1o that ftate,
in wuich they ever molt delighted, ‘enmity to
(God 20d Lisreligion ?

Any ideas we  fhould prefume to form cof
the mercy of God; orof any of his other at-
tributes, not exprefsly declared in  divine re-
velation, can caly anic from thofe evident
marks or iraces of thcm which are difcernitle
in the works of creation and providerce ; or
from an aralogy formed tetween thefe, and
thofe fimilitudes of them which appear among
men. Woeuld it, then, be conflidered as un-
inerciful in an earthly judge or fupreme magii-

~ trate who theould pubh'"h pardea to the moit
atrocious, and guiity criminals, Immediately
on their contormmg to thofe laws, which they
kad wantonly violated, witlin a certuin limit.
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ed fpace, well fuited to their fituation and cir-
cumitances; but that, otherwile, his conrmﬁioq
fhould never afterwards be exteaded unama
them? And would not at allallow thatthe wila
ful obltinacy of fuch criminsls ia not o'llv re-
jeting; but even defpiiing fucha me rciful and:
gracious Invitation jultly “merited a forfeiture
of lifz; and an- eternal feparation, in this
world, from z!l they held moft dear? If we
thus, toen,. a»qmef:e in juftifying the mercy
of an earthly judge, and an mjured communia
tv, how mich more ought we (0 acknowledge
the mott grievous penalty due to fin, yea even
an everlafting punifhment,as confiltent with the
long {uffering patience and tender mercy of a
Juﬁ:y incenfed God? ¢ If the: righteous {carce-
ly be faved,” who fhall charge it to wan: of
mercy in the Dei ty, that the finally impenitent
are forever fhut oat from all claim to his cum-
pitlionate rezard ?

The innuite greatnels of the divine perteca
.ons contributes to the ftrength of the argu-
ment in favour of the eternity of farure puna
i‘hment. Even in this world, notwith{tandin»
the perfonal equality of men by niture, an ci-
fence done to anequal 1s not confidered as eii-
titled to the fame punithment as an oence o f
the very fame magnitude to a magitrate; th:
conftituted reprefentative of the authority and
dignity of the community, The oue is often
pafled unnoticed, while the other with juitice
and propriety would fubjet the offender to the
forfeiture of property; or cven of life,ace
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cordin; o the enormity of the trefpafs. Now
i we apply this to cficnces againft the infinite
najelty ‘of heaven, who can take upon him to
cemmenfurate the adequate peraity ?

When hke-who, ¢ bore our iniquities ;”
and was ¢ wounded for our tran{greflions,”
endured it, voluntarily, in cur behalf, it was
of a very thort duration in proportion to eterni-
tv, becaufe our help was laid on a divine fufter-
er; on  ““ One mighty-and able to fave to the
uttermoft;”” but, when the vindictive wrath cof
heaver fhali be kindled againft the ungodly ;
when “¢ God thall become a confuming fire to
the workers of iniquity,”” is it irsaticnal to
conclude- that the objects thereof could orly

aable to endure fuch a penalty by its length.
ened diminution being extended throughout
their eternal exiftence?

To deny this deltrine appears nct to vindi»
cate with the greatelt efficacy, as fome falfely
maintain, the redemption of Jefus. It is ob-
vious from his own divine expreflions, that all,
whofe *“Namcs are written 1n th2 beok of life,’?
fhall receive, cn the {ciemn day cf general re-
tributicn; that welcome deciaration “Come ye
klefled ¢f my father inkerit the kingdom &c.”
And that on the wicked fhall be pronounced
that awiully dreadful fentence, *‘Lepartya
curfed 1 know yeu not.’—An undeniable
proof that they muft be forever exciuded from
=l hope of pardon and reconciliation. Other.
wile, confifient with that unchangeable truth,
jultice and zeedneis which cenftitute the dis
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vine charaller, any exypedted mitization would
have been intimated in their fentenee.

An earithly judce may prevaricate; or, fos
very good realons, may denounce a fentence
much more dreadful than its intended execu-
tion; but who fhall charge fuch conduét to
the fupreme judge of heaven and of earth,
with whom there canbe no ground for mentzl
refervation ; with whom there is ¢ No varia-
tion or fhadow of turning >

Any {uppofition contrary to this wouid tend
not only to deftroy the whole ccconomy of re,
demption; but allo that of Ged's moral §o-
vernment of the world. It would fuggeft the
idea of another future redemption, ftill more
eficacious than that which, 1n time, hath been
{fo gracioufly manifefted to our world. It
would, at leaft, inftead of applying the great.
eft benefit or clhcacy of Curift’s redemption
to the believing world, finally render it more
eflicacious and falutary to unbelicvers—an ab-
furdity which appears next to blaiphemy ; and
one would think, needs only to be mentioned
to overturn all that can ever be advanced in fa.
vour of fuch a prefumption. Our Savicur hath
faid, chat “¢ excepta man be born again he
cannot enter into the kingdom cf God;”’ but
where is the {cripiure that warrants us to look
Yor regeneration in the fociety of the Arch.
Rebel againft heaven, his angels and condemn.
ed ipmts ? Wherein the figurative and {ub.
fime language of Milton they muft forever

dwug in,

t-1
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¢« Reglorsof ferrow, delefel fhades, where peace
¢« And rett can never dwc!l, hope rever comes

<« Thatcomes to all ; but terture witkout end

«¢ Still urges; and a ficry deluge, fed

¢ With ever burn.x*a h.!pl.x i, uncenium’d.”?

In fucha ftate, even divefline it of all the
horror cf figurative defcription, there can, fure-
ly, be ncthing but guilt and puri’himent—and
tid Hell fhall Be changed to Heaven ; or the-
truth cf God to alie, {fo long muft the con.
demned endure the juft execution of divine
juftice for their guilt and . impenitence.

But fhouldthe prefumptuous oppcfers of this
dofirine, ftill urge that, after this world, the
ends for which puni{hment was inftitated muft
ceafe, confequently fo muft the penalty, {eeing
there will be none to be warned by it; ror
any farther fin tobe scfirained; nor any end
it canferve, unlefs it be acaftigatory purgatory
for thofe on whom it has been inflited. To
this it may be replied that fuch reafoning, howa.
ever fpecious, is founded merely on hypothe-
fis ; or rather on particl prefumption; and
that it fhould be confidered that the end of
pum":ment as already obferved, is not cnly
in order to execute righteous judgment cnthe
creature; but, alfo, to defend and vindicate
the honour of the Creator and Governor.

It hath pleafed God amply to vindicate his
own dmnc juftice, in having publifhed to thet
world, thar everlafting pumﬂxment was the
‘rages of fin. This we find done in the wordst

of the text, and by him, who according toi
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* the fcriptures, fhall judge the world. It is alo
- declared that *‘the wages of fin 1s death.,” It
- then neceffarily follows that the truth and juf-
. tice of God are pledged for the execution of
iton all the finally impenitcnt.
When this world is ended, we are taught to
- leok for *¢ a new Heaven and a new Earth,”
wherein dwelleth rightecufnefs—and, for ought
we know, the eternal punithment of impeni-
tent finners may be a mean of maintaining or
preferving that righteoufuefs, in like manner
as the punifhment of the devil and his angels
of darknefs is held out as a warhing to us in
this life—and, in {cripture exhibited as an €x-
ample for our terror and reftraint.
Be this as it may; it is certain that it is pre-
fumnptuous in us to fay, that we are fully ac-
- quainted with every ufe which the fupteme go-
vernor and judge of the univerfe may make of
the eternity of future punithment. When,
therefore, the conftitution of God’s moral go-
verment of the world—the conftitution of Lu-
man nature ; and the clear and exprefs decla-
rations cf facred infpiration all confpire to can-
vince us of that inevitable doom being prepa-
red for the ungodiy, it is felly, it is biafphermy
in us to deny that it fhall ever be executed, De-
caule we are fo blind; or fo partial to ouriclves,
as not to fee how itis confiftert with the divine
perfeftions ; or what rational end it may an-
{wer after the diffolution of our prefent iyl
tem.

The confiltency of fuch a penalty with the
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divine perfe&tions may appear not only from the:
infinitely pure and holy nature of thefe perfec-
tions ; and from the facred records of infpira-
tion; but is alfo, in fome degree, evident
cven from human reafon and experience..

A very fuperficial knowledge of the world is
fufficient to infcrm us that, nonc erjoy its pref-
perity with a higher relifh than thofe wha bhave
tafted of the bitter cup of adverfity. -Who
enjoy the bleflings of health equal to thefe
who have been reftored frcm a dangerous ill-
nels 7 Who fo {cnfible of the blefings of free-
dom as the liberated flave ; the refcued cap-
" ‘tive ;. or the unfcttered prifoner ? Who fo
" happy in the approving fmiles of a once juftly
offended parent, asthe repenting, returning
prodigal ?

It cannoc be-denied, but on thefle or fimifar
events, fuchenjoy a degree of felicity much
more exquifite than that of thofe who have
been in pofleflion cf an uninterrupted fcene ot
health, freedom and profperity. Now, if by
analogy we may apply this to the do&rine of

future rewards and punifhments, does it not
- foilow that the happinefs of the wicked, en the
- {uppofition that they fhzll be, finally redeemed,
- muil be more exquifite than that ot the righte-

cus? Or, may we not be allowed to obferve
that, a fenfe of what they bad fuffered from she
judicial execution of heaven would render their
biifs, on being reftored, inexpreflibly more
ecftaric than that of thofe who never had, in
any degree, endured the vials of its vengeful
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imdignation ? If there be any thing in thefe
obiervations, does 1t not, then, follow that,
anny penalty inflited on the wicked, fhort of
an eternal durazion, would evemually place
them not only on anequal; but even a fupe-
nor footing with the IIO‘hICOUa anu conle-
quently, contradict whatcver revelation teaches
us'to be moft confiftent with divine juftice,
goodnefs and truth?

Inftead of vindicating thofe adorable perfec-
tions, the non-etermity of future punifthment
gives the lic 0 that fentence which, God hath
declared fhall at his drecad bar be pronounced
on the ungodly—taking the judgment -out of
bis hand to whom it is declared it fhaii be
committed, it erefts its tribunal cn the bafe-
lefs foundation of an unwarranted, groundlefs
and {elfith imagination; and almoft to annihil-
Lmon weakens the eflcét of that threatening,

vhich evenin all its moft awful terrors, and
boundkfs duration, hath been found intaffici-
ent to tctrain men from vice and i impicty. It
the unriihteous torfake not their unnghteouf-
neis; nor the wicked their evil way,” cven
wicr the impreflion of the threatening of
eternz! nufery, and feparation frem God, aw-
fully denounced by him who fhall be their iin-
perial judge, how much lefs might we look
jor reuntance or rdormauonm fuch, did Lut
ong :;) of the hope of a final redemyption ; and
riiloration to the jovs of the blcfied, Licak
ovel diie dreary and dark duratioa of a limited
abo.e with future torments ?
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Neone but thofe who wifh te perfevere in-a .
courfe of guilt and impenitence can have pre-
fumption to exclaim againft divine juftice im .
the execution of 1uch a penalty; and fhould
they be allowed to fpeak for themfelves, what

could they utter but blafphemy ? ‘lhey could
not fay that their maker and judge wanted au.
thority either te denounce, or execute fuch a
fentence.  They could not fay that it was
too crucl or unmerciful , fince they muft be
confcious of having abuf-d thofe means which
he gave them in order toavoid it; and that
they received a fuflicient period for wrnmg
andadmonition. Fqual reafon have they to
be convinced that the evidernt defign of this
penalty being made by God, muft ha\e flowed
irom the divine mercy and com‘\aﬂ' 10n, in or-
der to deter men’ from fins ‘to whlc;. they had
noe {tronger temptatlo'\ ; or better muotives,
than the falfe piealure and vanitics of a ﬂcg'mv
world ; and th propentiities of their own, ha-
birually, corrupted, and deceitful hearts.

But, the condu® of the impenitent is a
prect thar a - fully dreadful as this threatena
ing Is, it !"1@ not been fulficient, even where
it was profefled to be believed, to deter the un.-
goaly from vice and impiety.

God, outct his tender merey and compaf-
fion, hath expoftulated with the wicked and
faidl—who can dwell with everiafting burnings?
But the finner, by his pro&ice, faith, this ex-
poftulation 1 defgife. . W ben, therefore, the
exccution fhall be inflited, hew can tie im-
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penitent fuy it it inconfiltent with tne merciful
and juft | udcre. Such, furely, cannot exclaim
againit what has been ‘the confequence of their
own choice. Should they prefume to fay that,

God was not in good earneft ; or would not
execute what he had denounced, would be, on-
ly to blafpheme, and to fay, in other words,
they took God for a liar, a deceiver, an unjuft,
weak and impotent governor, whofe laws and
authority, like thofe of men, were fubjett to
error, injuftice, inconfiftency and revolution.
But, the oracles of heaven authorife us to de-
clare that, as far as the heavens are higher than
the earth ; as faras the creator is fuperior to
the creatture, {o far fhall all thefe, who reft on
the broken reed of their own prefumptuous
and deccitful imaginations, in oppofition to
the exprefs declarations of the moft high, be
finally dilappointed.

From all thefe confiderations, we fhould,
therefore, be led to acquiefce in the firm belief,
that this declaration of our blefled Saviour,
‘“ And th:fe fhall go away.into everlafting pa-
nifhment ; but the righteous into life ctemal ”
is to be underftood as it is exprefled; is in e-
very relpett worthy of the fupreme Lord and
governcr of the univerfe; and entirely conﬁxl-'
ent with his dxvmc perfetions, *

FINIS,






