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For the N. C. Christian Advocate.
« Calvinism vs, Arminianism,”
Revised.—=No, IL

Rev. R. T. Heruix : = In my first No.
I promised to furnish in this, the aunthority
for the allegation against P. T. P's. asser-
tion, that ** Arminians " have *‘virulently
attacked Calvinism,” not only from the
tinze of the Synod of Dort,” for a long time
thereafter, but that this course has been
pursucd ever since. I remarked that so
far as Methodism is concerned, this alle-
gation dgeinet Arminianism, is not true.—
My authority I now giic, in regard to
M. Westey and those in eouncil with
mm; but that (he attack came from the
Calvinists directly.

The occasion of this attack wasthe appear-
ance of the following ‘¢ Conversations be-
tween the Rev. Mr. Wesler and others. ”
These conversations were brought up by
Mr. Wesley, for re-investigation in Au-
gust Tth, 1770, and are in the words fol-
lowing :

“«We said in 1744, ‘* We have leaned
too much toward Calvinism.’ Wherein ?

1. With regard to man’s frithiuness.

Our Lord himself taught us to use the ex- |

pression. And we ought never to be asham-
ed of it. We ought steadily to assert, on
his suthority, that if a man iz not ‘faithfal
in the unrighteous mammon,” God will
not ‘give him the true riches."

*2. With regard to working for lije. |

This also our Lord has expressly com- |

manded us. ‘Labour, ercazesthe,’ literally,

‘work for the meat thut endureth to ever- |

And in fact, every believer,
till he comes to glory, works jor, as well

lasting life.

as from life.

“* 3. We have received it as a maxim,
that ‘a man is to do pothing #n crder fo
justification. Nothing ean be more false.
Whoever desires to find favor with God,
ghonld ‘cease from evil, and learn to do
well." Whoever repents, should do ‘works
meet for repentance.’

in order o find favor, what does he do |

them for " —Fletcher’s Checks, vol. 1, p.
8. [ have this extract as embracing the
views of “*Mep. WesLey aNp orHERs, "

hed in 17AM oy ? bl oA,

toin 1770,
casion for the following attack upon Wes-
ley and his views, by Walter Shirley and
others, August 6th, 1770, as the follow-
ing letter fully demonstrates :

** Sir ;—Whereas Mr. Wesley's Confer-
ence is to be held at Bristol, on Tuesday,
the 6th of August next, it is proposed by
Lady Huntingdon, and many other chris-

Gl adacred

tiun friends, (real Protestants,) to have a |

meeting at DBristol, at the same time, of

such principal persons, both clergy and |

laity, who disapprove of the under written
Minutes: and 28 the same are thought in-
jurious to the very fundamental princples
of Christianity, it is farther proposed that
they go in a body to the said Conference,
and insist upon a formal recantation of the
eaid Minutes ; and in case of a refusal that
they sign aud publish their protest against
them. Your presence, sir, on this occa-
sion, is particularly requested. But if it
ghould not suit your convenience to be
there, it is desired that you will transmit
your sentiments on the subject to such per-
gons as you think proper to produce them.

It is submitted to you whether it would not |
be right, in the oposition to be made to |
such # dreadfai heresy, to recommend it to |

as many of your christian friends,as well of

the dissenters of as the established church, |

as you can prevail on, to be there, the
cause being of so public 2 nature.
*“I am, sir, your obedient servant.
“WALTER SHIRLEY.”
This is an extract from Mr. Fletcher's
Checks, vol. 1, p. 7. Here, it is demon-
strated, that, while **Mr. Wesley and oth-
erg,” in a confidential conference, held

“* conversations '’ on do-tr/nes without any |

kind of an attack upon others; they were as-
sailed as teachersofa *dreadful heresy.” This

attack was not to be in the form of a friend- |

ly conversation with Mr Wesley &c., but

a formal demand of Mr. Wesley and oth- |

ers to “‘refract”’ their views. Where, in
all history, is there sach an instance of
thameless effrontery to be found; and where
is the parallel of such au outrage on inno-
cent men and pure doctrines ¥

Nor, is it true, with regard to contra-

vereies of a more receat date. The Meth- |

odist wing of Arminians, are as free from
this imputation, as ean well be tmagined.
The proofs are abundant. A few will here
be adduced, and must sujjice for the pres-
enf. The Rev. N. L. Rice, D. D., of the
Presbyterian Church, published a serics of
articles in a paper of which he, I thiuk,
was Editor, in which he assailed, with an
unsparing hand, Methodist doetrines and
usages. To counteract the evil influence
of that publication, the Rev. R. 8. Foster,
A. M., & member of the Ohio Annual
Conference, replied in_ the columus of the
Western Christian Advocate; and after-
wards, published his review of Dr. Rice’s
publication, in a book. In the first chap-
ter, be gives the following as some of the

And if this is not |

This view of 1744 gave oc- |

He ob-

{ reasons inducing hiw to write.
gerves
| _4The church,of which heis and humble
an obscure minister, had been long and
| grieviously assailed by one of the principal
- organs of a sister denomiuation—her doc-
trines and usages held up to publie odium,
as perverted by the pen of misrepresenta~
tion—her influence for piety questioned,
' and whatever was peculiar to her organiza-
| tion ridiculed and calumniated. And this
| ungenerous course was commenced and
| pursued by an accredited champion, ata
time when peace and christian union had
| long existed—against remonstrances on our
| part, and published deprecation of the con-
| BCQIEEHCGS which wawe seetaln 0 CUSlUC, —
| We enaured for a time. But this only
| reemed to whet the envenomed appetite
| of an adversary who seemed intent to de-
| vour us. The greater our reluctance, the
| greater his ferocity. It now seemed, that
to remain longer silent wounld not only be a
reproach to ourselves—a matter, which
alone considered, gave us little concern—
| but must, also, weaken the foree, if not

| peril the iuteresjq.ﬂh itself.” —Ob-
jeetions to Calvinism, by Rev. R. 8. Fos-
ter, A. M, pp. 13,14,

Attacks of a similar nature were made
| upon Methodism and its doctrines, in the
| Christian Spectator, to which the Rev.
Wilbur Fisk,D. D | so ably replied, which
reply may be scen in the reprint in book
| form of his letters, in Calvinistic Contro-
| versy, of 273 pages.
More recently, the **Princeton Review"
- has made severe attacks npon ** Arminian-
ism.” This Review endorses a book writ-
| ten by Mr. Cooke, against Methodism,and
| of eourse, becomes responsible for the slan-
i derous assertions of that author. Now, to
. show the * virulenee’ of the attacks of Cal-
| vinism upon Arminianism, efas Metho-
: dism ; I will present a #vw out of the many
| slanders upon the Methodist Church, per-
| petrated by Mr. Cooke, and endorsed,
‘ by the ‘“ Princeton Review.”
[ * According, then, to -this veracious
| “centurion,” (and I add Princefon Re-
| view,) about ‘nine-tentks' of Methodist
| conversions ‘are found to be spurioue after
{ a longer or shorter trial.’ (Vol. 1.
| 266.) The Methodist ‘system brings the
matter of conversion to God into ¢ ntempt,’
{ and offers ‘to every one invited to conver-
| sion a chance of ten to one that he will be
| cheated into a disastrous delusion.” (vol. T.
‘ p- 269) It is *a contest to spread over the
| greatest unmber of people the pestilence of
a spurious conversion, which conduets its
victims to irreligion and infidelity.” (vol.
I p. 122)) It glories in proselytism as
its main accomplishment.” (vol. . p. 283.)
Though ‘the largest religious denomina-
tion in the United Stutes.” the Methodist
| Chureh is working more evil than good.
(vol. I. p. 330 ) Tts ‘so-called revival op-
erations’ are ‘comic actings.” (vol. L p.
319.) and its camp-mectings exhibit ‘ho-
cus-pocus comedies” (vol. I. p. 330.) It
lis a ‘common enemy of Christianity, a
great corrupting cause.” (vol. IL. p. 57)
It is a ‘corrupt and corrupting corpora-
| tion, and the best intere-ts of religion re-
| quire that it should cease,'[vol. II. p. 61.]
. Its ‘bishops claim to rule by the grace of
God as really as do the despotic monarchs
| of Europe.” [vol II. p. 53. ‘Every moth-
| er’s son of the conference is ecclesiastically

their bond slave ;" each bishop is an *abso-
lute despot in the affairs of the church;
[vol. IL. p. 75,] and if 'he have any spe-
{ e1al ends to carry in the conference, his
will is irresistible.’ [vol. IL p 79.] Pro-
| moions are reached in the Methodist
| Chareh, ‘by all the arts best known to

those who are mere wrigglers into place;
| [vol. 11. p. &% indeed, ‘the desirable
E places are made the stuke of a game, in

which the most expert players zre sure to
| win, and some of the players improve such
{ opportunities as offer, to play for money.’
[vol IL. p. 91. ‘Finesse and deceit are
| prominent characteristic of Methodist minis-
| tersy’ [vol. IL. p. 100;] the body is school-
| ed in all the arts of deception, and made

| fertile in tricks and inventions; it is soin-
| ured to these as to lose all senze of wrong
| in them ; (vol. I1. p.113;) nay, Metho-
i dism itself ‘is only aunother name for du-
| plicity and deceit.” [vol. IL. p. 120.] Tt
. ‘lives and thrives by a falsehood.” wol. 1I.
| p- 144.] It turns out infidels by millions.’
| [vel. 11. p. 146.] Or, to sum up all in
| one sentence, as this [these] ¢ accuser of
tho brethren’ does upon his title page,
‘Methodism is not a branch of the Church
of Christ.’"—**Quarterly Review” of the
‘ Methodist E. Church, vol. viii. fourth se-
| ries, pp. 258, 259,
. Now, Mr. Editor, this is evidence very
plain, of the wanton attacks of **Calvinism
upon Arminianism,” alins Methodism.—
These are but a few of the authorities I
have to substantiate my allegation against
P. T. P’s. assertion, that Calvinism has
always been ‘‘virulently attacked” by
Arminianism. Sometimes, it may be true,
| that writers of the Arminian faith, may
| have even attacked Calvinism, when there
was no particular oc:asion offered by Pres-

| byterians : bat then, it should be remem-

|

{ bered that others, who are not Presbyte-
! rian, are nevertheless Calvinistic ; and to
| meet their aseaults, Arminians have been
| compelled to attack Calvinism, entirely
| irrespective of Presbyterianism.
In my next, ] will notice something
| more, in P. T. P’s, first No. After that,
I shall progress more rapidly, perhaps.—
It is true, | mean to make thorough work
of it : and when I bave reviewed all his ar-
ticles, I may carry the war into Africa.
Yours affectionately,
: PETER DOUB.
Greensboro,” N. C. April 21, 1859.

& s

i For the N. C. Christian Advoecate-
| mrnc ULy of Giving away a Sta=

i ted Proportiom of our Income)’
’[ No. 1.

| For the above eaption together with many
; of the thoughts and illustrations in the ar-
| ticles which I propese writing under it, I
i here acknowledge myself indebted to that

| eloquent and forcible address, delivered by |

| Rev. Wm. Arthur, in Belfast, and pub-
| lished by our Agents, at Nashville, in
| 1856. At first, | thought of condensing
| the address itself, and publishing it in a
| few short articles, but I soon discovered
| that it would be diffieult to condense it in
. much less space than it was delivered. T
have concluded, therefore, td write a few
short articles on the subject, following his
| general plan, but embracing only some of
| the leading and more important thoughts.
In the present article, I wish to call the
attention of the reader to the
, NATURE OF THIS DUTY.
i 1. By the duty of giving away a stated
| proportion of our income, I do not mean
| that every person is to give away the same
| proportion.  Ability to give may be medi-
| fied by the circumstances of locality and
| family. Of two brothers with equal in-
| come, one may reside in the city where
| rents, and the necessaries of life are high,
{and the other may live in the country
| where all these things are comparatively
| low. Now, in this case, we find the cir-
| cumstance of the location controling abili-
ty; the one being able to give away a lar-
ger proportion than the other.

Of two brothers, one may he a baghelor, !

s0u the other may have a wife and seven
children. Here the circumstances of fam-
ly controls ability ; for though their locali-
ty and income may be the same, no one
will say that the man with the family should
give away as large a proportion as the
| other. For him to give a tenth would be
| an effort—one that his wife and children

away one half with ease.

2. Nordo I mean that all persons are to
give the same proportion, however the
gross amount of their inome may vary.—
Take the case of the man who enters life
{ on a small capital. At fifty he is rich and
increased in goods, and spends twice as
much on his house and family as he did
before. Now to say that he should give
no larger proportion when hjs income is
ten thousand a year than he did when it
was only one, is certainly wrong. Not on-
ly the amount, but the proportion should
increase in direct ratio with our increase of
ability. Would it not be as easy to give
a third when the income is ten thousand as
it is to give a tenth when the income is
one?

Bat it may be asked ; am I opposed to
all increase of capital? I answer, no'—
There are many passages in the Bible
which promise large increase as a reward
of providence for humble and godly indus-
try. So far from the accumulation of cap-
itol, as a reward of honest labor, contra-
vening the ends of benevolence, it directly
and most efficiently serves them. Two
brothers enter life with a capitol of $50,-
000, each. One of them distributes his
money among five thousand persons, giv-
ing to each ten dollars. The other invests
his in a cotton factory. At the expiration
of five years we find that no permanent
good has been done by the money distribu-
ted, while the invested capitol has been all
the time feeding a number of families and
may continue doing so for years to come.
Beside, the man making the investment has

bly thousands, out of his own profits. But

; a8 it probably will not be necessary to

| make much effort to prove the propricty
| of allowing our goods to incresse, I will
| call attention to several matters directly
| connected with it.

r We should not resolve to be rich. We
| should not make up our minda to die with
|

{ a certain amount, *‘ For they that will be |
i rich fall into a temptation and a snare.” |

' Nor should we make haste to be rich, for
! ““ He that maketh haste to be rich shall
not be innocent.”” We should not adopt
selfishness as a means to wealth, for this
would directly contravene the ends of be-
nevolence by shutting the heart to every
gush of generosity, and the hand to cvery
deed of goodness.” We must not trust in
riches. It is frequently said that men ido-
lize various objects of affection, but it is
trulysaid that men make a God of their
money : thev worship it; they frasf in it;
it is their providence ; their faith centersin

it: it is their hope for tha future ; for their
| children ; and for positica and honor.
| Idomnotsay it is necessary to draw a
| line, and say we will not be worth over a
| certain sum; but oh, what a blessing it
| had been to thousands if they had adopted
| such a resolution. Many for years em-
| ployed their growing wealth to do good,
| but at length they outgrew their religious
| strength, and like a youth failing under
i his own stature, their virtacs died of de-
cline. Job I admit was one of the richest
men of the east, butybefore we exult in the
belief that we may innocently aceurirmlate
to an indefinite extent, %= #y.ild ~arefully
mark bow he employed his wealth. Says
bhe: ¢ When the ear hear! me then it
blessed me ; and when the eye saw me it
gave witness to me ; becaus: I delivered
the poor that cried, and the fatherless and
him that had none to help him. The bless-
ing of him that was ready te perish came
upon me ; and I caused the widow’s heart
to sing for joy. 1 was™eyes to the blind
and feet was I to the lame. I was a fath-
er to the poor; and the cause which I knew
not I searched out.”—Job 22, 11 &ec.

Go thou and do likewise. Thus bounti-
| fully distribute to man, liherally offer to
God, and the writer of this will cheerfully
leave it to God to fix youriucrease. *But
{ one word as you prqgeed upward, one earn-
est word: walk warily on those heights!
Heads often turn, up there; and fearful
gulfs yawn under you if yon full.’

While however I do not sontend that to
let riches increase is forbidden ; or that it
is unlawful to let them iner<nse toan inde-
finite amount, I docontend iu the language
of Mr. Arthur:

* That not to give away any proportion
of our income is unlawful.

* That to leave what we shall give to be
governed by impulse or chance without
any principle to guide us, is unlawful ;

“ That to fix a pricciple for our gnidance,
by our own disposition. or prevaleat usage,
without seeking light in the word of God,
is unlawful :

* That when we scarch the Scriptures for
a principle, the very lowest proportion of

{ our income for which we cay find any show

of justification. is ¢ ;':n'i‘ -' "*; whale,
That theretore 1w 5 our duty to give
away statedly, for the service and honor of
our God, at the very least, opz tonth of all
he commits to our stewardship.
RIDGEWAY.
B P
For the N. C. Christian Advocate.
The O'Kellvites.

would feel ; while the other might give |
| marks, in a late number of your paper,

Bro. IzFruix:—In some editorial re-

vou rather charged upon the O'Kellyite
scet the teaching of Unitarianism, which
called forth some remarks from the editor
of the ‘- Christian Sun” vindicating his
Chaurch from such an imputation, and with
his apology you seem te be pretty wel]
satisfied, from your remarks in connection
with it. Bat all this does not satisfy me
and if you will give me a little space in
your ** Advoeate™ [ think I can offer satis-
factory proof that that denomination is to
be held responsible for Unitarianism, It
isa welllknown fact that they have often
been charged with it, and very properly
too,when a number of their leadiag minis-
ters have preached and publisied such
doetrine from time to time. You stated
yourself, Bro. Heflin, that one of their
ministers preached the doctrine at Pope's
Chapel in Granville county, and another
declared to you such sentiments. As to
Eli Fay the editor of the ““Sun” says he
had a formal connection with them. Now
he was either a member of that Church or
he was not, but the plain facis inthe case
are these ; all these men were in commun-
ion with the Church, and were retained in
fellowship as Unitarians in dodirine, and
therefore the Church is held respoasible
for their teaching. The editor of the
** Sun" does not deny that this heresy ex-
ists among them at the North. Well, itis
a notorious fact that although the Southern
branch of the Church separated from the
North it was not on aceount Unitarianism,
but abolitionism. This will be seen by

been enabled to give hundreds and proba- |

reference to the minutes of their conven-
tion held in Alamance county in 1856,
| when and where the separation took place-
| I have very lately seen two publications
! which are cireulated by their preachers in
| this section of country, and neither of them

are orthordox. One of ther is Maple’s Ser-
’ mons, and in it the vicarions stonement of

Christ isdenied; the other is the life and
| writingsof J. N Walter, and he dcclares
'in that work Unitarian sentiments He
ohjects to the phrase Trinne God, and de-
| nies that Christ is an nncansed being. If
they are free from Unitarianism in North
Carolina why do they circulate such books
as these? But in addition to these facts I
have yet stranger proof. They are char-
acterised as Unitarians by the several a:-
thors of works containing religious sta-
tistics, &c, They'are put down assuch in
School Atlases, Religious charts &e. and
| also in the Standard works of the day. In

Paris’ History of the M. E. Church dated
1849, bhe says of them ** they have estab-
lished a paper called the Christian Sun

|

|
|
|
i

| in different parts of the United States,

| general body of Unitarians.
{ in the main the doetrine of the Trinity and
| that of a vicarious atonement.”
| not strange that in the face of such facts
| they will persist in denying that their
' Church is Unitarian ?
. all of them believe or teach the doetrine,
| but they have a system that admits it, and
| they must abide by the old adage *‘a man
' is to be judged by the company he keeps.”
. Perhaps it may be proper here to state why
| I designate them ** O'Kellyites” instead of

{ My apology is this ; christian is the com-
. mon name of the disciples of Christ every-
| where, and I do not recognize any small

| that in assuming the name, they profess to
i be unsectarian,
| in that very thing.
| the Corinthians clussed the one who said,
' “Iam of Christ’ with those who said, ‘I am
j of Paul and I of Apollos.™

| formed persons,
" Bible isthe true *‘ standard of faith and

But the difference lies here: while we as a

as taught in the Bible, they have no settled |

' Bible, and so Unitarianism or sny other
heresy may be very easily introduced un-
| der such a system and is only the legiti-

| may be deseribed to be what Mr. Gorrie

 finally T refer to *Buek's Theological

which is®evoted to the interests of the as-

tarianism is boldly advocated.” I will |
next quote from ** Belcher's Religious de- |
nominations,” quite a late work. He,|
says of them **in doctrine it is probable |
they are mot entirely uniform, geverally
speaking however they deny the doctrine of
the Trinity, and of the attonement and
calls them, Unitarian Baptists.” And
Dictionary” which is regarded as a Stan-
dard work. He says * Christian.” A
urine asswined by a religious spet formg

though not in great numbers, nor of a uni-
form faith, differing but little from the
They deny

Nowis it

No body says that

“* Christians,” as they call themselves.—

religious sect as being entitled to that
pame in distinction from therest. 1know

but there is sectarianism
Paul in his reproof to

They say
their ** only confession of faith iz the Bi-
ble,” &e. Now this is the greatest humbug
of all, and which misleads so many unin-
We all know that the

practice,” and one of the articles in our
crecd is to make the Bible “‘our rule,” &e.

church agree upon some system of doctrine

doetrina. znd wnat thay eall the Bible
turns out to be ther owm opinicn of the

mate fruit of this “no creed’ creed. I
will here say that | have met with a num-

| ber of excellent christian brethren among

that denomination. T speak rot against

' them as christians, but what I have writ-

| ten is in reference to their system.

Per-

| haps some may think this article is uncall-
| ed for, but T desire that the light may

| come if the ** Sun” will not give it.

Ina

| number of places they have formed Socie-

ties in the same houses where are Metho-

| dist elasses, and sometimes our people join
| their church, believing them to be nearly
| the same as Methodists, which is not the

| case.

I submit what is here written to

; candid christian men,and my only apology
| for doing so, isa desire to maintain the truth
| and the purity of the christian doctrine.

R. R. MICHAUX.
Haw River, N. C., April 26, 1859.
{@ * Methodist Protestant’ will please

| copy.

e c——
SELECTIONS.

Falling Away.

Can a child of God s> full away as o

| perish eternally ?

We have been requested to offer a few

| thoughts on the above question, and scasce-
| 1y fuel at liberty to refuse, although disin-

| clined to controversy.
| see how far all agree.

In the outset let us
1st. That there

{ should be a careful watch over our whole
| conduct to preserve our Christian charac-

| in past controversies.
| that backsliding is admitted. We assume |

ter. 2d. There may be sad falling into
sin—grievous departures from right.—
These two points are enforced from every
evangelical pulpit; how logically, is anoth-
er matter. When, however, we come to
the question, Can any regenerate person
die in these backslidings, and dying. be
lost? there is a difference. We assume
just the possibility,and simply assuming it
might leave the question to take care for

| itself ; for if the backslider be still a free
agent, he can die, unless he bear a charm-

ed life ; if so, he dies in sin, and the end
we need not tell.

Let us examine the subject without go-
ing into other questions connected with it |

It has been stated |
|

| that it may become complete, entire, and |
{ result in a fofal departure from God ; and |

argue jointly.

| a history of apostasy.

| **death and all our woe.” From then un- |
| page, but that we have correctly stated it

that it may be final, and involve efernal |
damnation. These propositions we shall |

The history of manhood has been, alas, |
Adam walked in
the gardeu with his God ; with the echoes |
of the divine voice yet lingering amid its |
groves, he fell—so fell, as to bring in |

til now apostasy meets us at every turn.

| David descends from his high j.osition to |

the depths of adultery and murder. Solo-
mon gives up “ wisdom dwelling wilh|
prudence,” falls from Geod, and his sun !

descends behind a cloud very dark and

f':wciutin:n:n and in which the doctrine of Uni- | very terrible. Judas, fresh from the coun-

sels and tearful admonitions of Jesus, sells
his Lord for a slave's price, dies in despair,
and *the son of perdition” *‘is lost,”
though the Father had given him to the Son.
Was not such an apostasy fotal, and does
it not seem to have been finall

Passing to those seriptures which treat
the subject of set purpose and in detail,
we find the positions we have assumed
fully demonstrated. We select a few from

the many :
¢ ' When the righteous turneth from his

i . .
righteousness, and committeth iniquity, he

shall even die thereby.” FEzek. xxxiii. 18.
‘ But when the righteous turneth away
from his righteousness, and committeth

iniquity, and doeth according to all the
abominations that the wicked man doeth,
shall he liva? All his righteousness that
he hath done it shall not be mentioned ; in
his trespass that he hath trespassed, and
his gin that he hath sinned, in them shall
he die.

“ Yet ye say, The way of the Lord is
not equal. Hear now, O house of Israel ;
is not my way equal? are not your ways
unequal ?

*“ When a righteous man turneth away
from his righteousness, and committeth in-
iquity, and dieth in them ; for his iniquity
that he hath done shall hedie.” Ezek 24-26.

The case is fairly made out. The man
is r'ghteous—not self-righteous—has that

| righteonsness which saves; he turns from

it and dies! Dies *‘in his sin,” It will
not be claimed that the deatk of these pas-
sages is simply of the body, for that must
come alike to all. Yet, if it be 8o claimed,
the point is yielded, for if the body dies
while the soul is “*in his sin,"” all is lost !
There is no repentance in the grave.

It can not be claimed that this is an ap-
parent, not a real righteousness, or that a
hypothetical case 15 assumed. Neither
supposition can be maintained in view of
the connection of these passages. Noj
they are solemn asseverations. The righ-
teous man turns from his righteousness,
plunges into his iniquity, and so he dies!
There is the simple record.

St. Paul, in his counsels to Timothy,
says:

** Holding faith and & good conscience ;
which some having put away, concerning
faith have made shipwreck :

* Of whom is Hymeneus and Alexan-
der ; whom 1 have delivered unto Satan,
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1 Tim. 1. 19, 20.

These men had once held faith-—pos-
sessed ** a good conscience” —and yet they
had put the latter away, and of the former
had ** made shipwreck.” The eargo of
precious value was lost. We meet Alex-
ander again (2 Tim. iv. 14,) still alienat-
ed from God—still backslidden, doing
‘“ much evil"—withstanding the apo-tle,
who could only refer his case to the stern
award of the Judge of all. And yet he
once had faith, and a ** goed conscience !”
Had them, lost them, and there is no inti-
mation that he ever again found them.

Now let the reader refer to Hebrews :

¢ For it is impossible for those who were
once enlightened, and have tasted of the
heavenly gift, and were made partakers of
the Holy Ghost.

*““And have tasted the good word of
God, and the powers of the world to came,

‘ If they shall fall away, to renew them
aguin unto repentance ; Beeing thc_v eruci-
fy to themselves the Son of God afresh,
and put him to an open shame.

““For the earth which drinketh in the
rain that cometh oft ujon it, and bringeth
fortqy herbs meet for them by whom it is
dressed, receiveth blessing from God :

‘ But that which beareth thorns and
briersis rejected, and is nigh unto cursing ;
whose end is to be burned.” Ieb. vi.
1-8.

We will not offer an opinion as to what
constituted the specific offense mentioned
in this terrible passage. What blessings
had been attained by the persons aescrib-
ed? 1. They had been ‘*enlightened.”
2. They bhad ‘‘tasted of the heavenly
gift” 3. They * were made partakers of
the Holy Ghost.”” 4. ** Tasted the good
word of God, and the powers of the world
to come.” We know not how the most
precious blessin of conversion and

iritual life cnn%:: more strongly stated ;

e enumeration is exhaustive. What
were the steps of their fall? 1. ¢ They
fall away.” Nothing is gained by ussu-
ming that the case is merely svpposed—
““ if they fall away”—for the apostle would

wot W

| not climax a solemn argument against
| apostasy by supposing an impossible case.

As well say that it is impossible for ** the
earth which drinketh in the rain” to * hear
thorns and briers.” Bat the best Greek
scholars, Calvinistic as well as Arminian,
yield the point claimed by Mr. Wesley,
that ** the apostle makes no suppositioa at
all. There is no i/ in the original.” 2
** They crucify to themselves the Bon of
God afresh.”” 3. *“ They put him to an
open shame ” 4 Tnstead of good fruit,
the soul abundantly watered ‘* besra thorns
and briers”—hatred, wrath, all ucholy
deeds.

Is not such apostacy fotal? It may be
gaid this passage does not refer to ordinary
backsliding ; granted, that it referred to
some specific sim. We care not to dispute
about that. 'We only claim that the pas-
sage shows a complete apostasy of souls
truly converted to God. Not only com-

| plete (or total) but firal.

See the moral state and destiny of these
apostates: 1. It i8 impossible to renew
them to repentance. 2. They are nigh
:;to curging. 3. The end is to be burn-

We feel that we have feebly brought
out the meaning of the above fearful pas-

we are convinced from the whole tenor of
the epistle. Turn to Hebrews x. 26-29 :
** For if we sin willfully after that we
have received the knowledge of the truth,
there remaineth no more sacrifice for sins.

[ But a certain fearful looking for of
| judgment and fiery indignation, which
| ahall devour the adversaries. )

‘““He that despised Moses' law died

| without mercy under two or three witnes-
Bes
** Of how much sorer punishment, sup-
ye, shall be be thought worthy, w
. hath trodden under foot the Son of God,
! and hath counted the blood of the covenant,
. wherewith he was sanctified, and unholy
thing, and hath done despite unto the
Spirit of graece 7
- Here is also the same definite deseript-
ions of the children of God, the same tere
rible assertions of s total alienation, the
same teaching of an irrevoeable disinheri-
, ting and condemnation.
Following this is fitting admonition .
i **Cast not away, therefore, your confi-
| dence”-——you now have it—hold it; you
may, you can ** cast if away.” * * * For
¢ have need of patience, that after ye
ave done the will of God ye mght re-
| ceive the promise.” * * ““Now the just
shall live by faith; but if any man draw
| back, my soul shall have no pleasure in
him. But we are not of them who praw
| BAck uxto eemprriox, vut of them that
beliere unto the saving of the soul.”

Confirmatory of the views given above is

| the teaching of St. Peter. He warns us
to “* give all diligence to make our calling
and election sure, for if ye do these things

. ye shall never fall.”? But mp{:me we do

| not give this diligence 7 He who does not

| “‘isblind, Abd can not see afar off, and

| hath forgotten that he was purged from
his old sin.”

Still more unmistakable his language in

| chap. ii. 20-22 of his second epistle :

| * For if after they have escaped the pol-
lutions of the world through the knowl-
edge of the Lord and Savior Jesus Christ,

| they are again entangled therein, and
overcome, the latter end is worse with
them than the beginning.

** For it had been better for them not to
have known the way ofrighteousness, than,

| after they have known it, to turn from the
holy commandment delivered unto them.

““ But it is happened unto them acecor-
dingly to the true proverb, The dog is
turned to his own vomit again ; and, The

. sow washed, to her wallowing in the mire.’
! We forbear giving gny analysis, as it
will be suggested by the most cursory
reading _ )

Here we rest our cause so far as posi-
tive testimony is concerned, and will close

. this article with a brief enumeration of
comsequences resulting, as we think neces-
sarily, from the opposite view. Remem-
ber, we do ot camge them as the faith
of those holding the doctrine of persever-

| ance in the Calvinian sense—by no means.
| We sinply present them as consequences
which we mu-t receive if we receive the

! dogma.

1. Sin becomes nn absolute preventive ;y‘

| death, anlassurance of ewrthly im nortal-
ity. *“ God doth continue to forgive the

| sins of those who are justified ; and although
they can never fall from the state of jus-
| tification, yet they may, ‘hly their sins, full
| under God’s fatherly displeasure, and not
have the light of his countenance restored
unto them until they humble themselves,
| confess their sins, beg pardon, and renew
their faith and repentance.” Conf. Faich,

' chap. xii. sec. 5 They may ** fall
into grievous sins, and for a time continue
therein ; whereby they incur God's displeas-

| ure, and grieve his Holy Spirit.” Ib.

| chap. xvii.

| Now mark, (1.) They may fall—may

| grieve the Holy Spirit—may forfeit the
| light of his countenance.

1' (2.) This state of things must endure

' until *‘ they humble themselves. confess
their sins, beg pardon, and remew their

| faith, and repentaznce.” o

| (3.) Itis impossible for them to die in

| this lost state.

.l Suppose we simply assert man's free

| agency, and state that he, having fallen
into sin, will not ** humble himself,"” will
| not ** beg pardon,” will nof ‘‘renew his
fuith and repentance’'—what then? [fhe
| dies in that eondition he dies under ** God's
| displeasure.” But this can rot be—he
mustnot so die; and yet that displeasure
can only be removed when he chooses to
sct—chooses to humble himself——choos-

es to ‘* beg for rtn.lon." He must live
until this takes place. His sin secures his
| existence so long as lis freedom to sin
continues; and sin, baving brought in
| temporal death, mow lays an injunction
| upon it, and the man can only dissolve
that injunction, and meet his * last enemy,’
by ‘humbling himself * and ** asking par-
| don.™ -
| 2. Theabove consequences can only be
| evaded by the destruction of man's free
| agency. He con continue in this state of
| sin described in the Confession as possible
to children of God, or he can nof. If he
can, then the consequence is legitimate—
| if he can mof, then is he not free but
‘ bound.
| 3. And if he can but so humble himself
as to again find the favor of God, then all
the warnings of the New Testament ssem
to be needless. He may ‘' draw back”
but can not *‘ draw back unto perditzon”
—may *‘cast away his confidence,” but can
| not log> i*"—may sin, but must be saved,
and death must be held in abeyance until
he is ready. His lamp can not go owt,
and against him the door can not be shut,
We repeat that we state these simply as
logical consequences. Calvinistio ministers
preach a faithful gospel to their people, so
fir as practical duties are concerned. They
urge holy living—urge it earnestly. They
| would not think of teaching any man that
he might safely negiect duty and live in
'sin.  Yet we believe that the tendency of
| the doctrine of certain salvation, to all who
have been converted, is to produce carnal
security, and lul the soul to slumber. We
| honestly think the creed involves an error
which rests upon the soul
** Like the bat of Indian brakes,
| Whose pinions fun the wound he makes ;

| And soothing thus the dreamer's pain,

‘ Ha drinks the life-blood from the vein.”
N. W. Ch. Advocate,




