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A VISION OF THE FUTURE.

g S i AL

REYV. E. H. PLUMPTRE.

MO not feel ealled on to review a book with which
my own name has, through the kind feeling of the
author, been very closely connected, mor to restate the
views which I have expressed in the volume itself as to
the great question of which he treata. I purpose accord-
ingly confining myself in-the present paper to some
of the collateral issues which are involved in it, and shall
be content if, by such side-lights as I am able to throw
on them, I ean help those who are, each of them, seekers
after truth and eager to “vindicate the wawys of CGod to
man,” if not to formula concordie,—I do not profess to
believe in the possibility of a * short and easy ” Theo-
diikesa—yet at least to a tolerant understanding.

I. Tt will be felt, I imagine, that the most telling argu-
ment on the side of the popular belief that there is mo
room for an extension after death of the long-suffering of
God, which we acknowledge as leading men, during this
life, to repentance through the discipline of suffering,—
that then all punishment, however oquitable, must be
simply retributive and not reformatory,—is found in the
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thought that in so doing yon weaken the assurance of the
penitent and the righteous that their trials are over when
they sleep the sleep of death. As Keble has put it, in
words which embody a widely spread conviction,
 Bat with the dinners fear their hope departs,
Faat linked as Thy great Name to Thes, O Lord."”
{Christian Feor; Second Sunday in Leni.)

As bhearing on this question, I purpose laying before the
readers of this paper some private letters which passed
between mysclf and a Roman Catholic priest, to whom I
was led to send the sermon on the * Spirits in Prison,”
whieh I preached at St. Paul's, and published in 1871
It will be admitted, I think, that the objection is stated
‘by him with a force and subtlety to which my own atyle
of thought and writing ean make but distant approaches,
and that, if my answers carry conviction with them to
any thoughtful mind, as I venture fo hope they may do,
it is rather through their intrinsic foree than throngh any
gkill in the advocate.

Omitting portions of the letter which ave strietly per-
sonal, my friend begins thus :—

L

My pear Srg,—You will wish mae, I think, to say how your
sermon haa struck me, and therefors, at the risk of being officious,
I will venturs to do so. It ssems to me thst you do not deny eter-
nal punishment ; but you aim at withdmwing from so awful & doom
vast multitades who have populsrly been considered to fall under it,
and to substitute for it in their case s purgatorial punishment, ox-
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tending (s in the case of the antediluvians) throngh long ages ; at
the same time avoiding the word * purgatory’ on account of its ssso-
ciations,

¥ There is nothing, I think, in this view, incompatible with the
faith of Catholics.

“ What we cannot accept (any more than the mass of Protestanta
and of divines of the ancient church) is one of your incidentsl state-
ments, that man’s probation for his eternal destiny, sa well as his
purification, continues after thia life,

“* Nor does thia doctrine seem necsssary for youor main point; for
Catholies are able to hold purgatory witheut sceapting it, merely by
holding that thers are innumerabls degrecs of grace and sanotity
among the saved ; and that those who go to porgatory, however
mapy, die one and all with the presence of God’s grace and the ear-
nest of eternal life, however invisihls to man, already in their hearts,
—an sssumption not greater than yours, for it is gquite oa great an
asanmption to believe, a8 you do, in the Future happiness of those who
die and make no sign, as to believe, s I may do, in the presant faifh
ot rependance of those who die and maka no sign.

“ And further atill, T alimost think thst you yourself hold sz well
a2 we this connection of prace with glory ; for you say the * Bpirits
in Prison" “had not hardensd themealves in the one irremediable
antagonism to good which hes naver forgivenssa’ (p. 20) ; "had not
hardened themselves againat his righteonsness and love, and there-
fore were not shut out utbarly from hope* (p. T).

¢ Kxenss the freedom of thess remarks, and believe me to be,

“ Yours very truly,
“ July 26, 187L" o

I have not kept a copy of the whole of my answer to
this letter, but I dwelt in it, as I have done in my letter
to Dr. Farrar, on the fact that Icrainrgenumberﬂf
human souls, whom the great mass of Christians recognize
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as heirs of immortality, there has been absolutely no pos-
sibility of any action that could test or develop char-
acter :—

“* As yot 1 am compelled to believe that where there haa been no
sdequate probation, or none at all, there must be some extension of
the poesibility of development or change beyond the limits of this
presemt lifa. Take the cass of anbaptized childran, Bhall we ¢loss
the gates of Paradise against them, and satisfy ourselves with the
leviarima dammatio, which gained for Augustine the repute of the
durite pater infontum ?  And if we are forced in such a case to admit
the law of progress, is it not legitimate to infer that it extends be-
j‘mﬂlﬂlﬂmt&ﬂnmwhua:htainmnrlmnmlngmui“

“Aug. 1, 1871.

#My peak Si1e,—Thank you for yonr very kind answer fo my
lstter. My apology for writing to you again liva in tha importance
of the guestion which is ppened in your ssrmon.

¥ Lot me ask, then, will it be passible io extend the period of pro-
bation of any man beyond this life without extending it to all ! sod
is not this » cruel prospect for all of those who are trying to live a
good life with the hope of having done with sin and spiritoal peril
once for all, an the gain of dying ¥ Also, is it not a supggestion arnel
to all of us who lose dear and virtuous friends, if we cennot reat in
the security that they are beyond harm and reverse !

“ And next, the barrier being once broken down between cur pre-
Bent state and owr future, are we not at onece foread on to the further
conolusion, to which the present day so much inclines already, that
our future state is only & continuation (that is, so long as the souy
endures), of the saame sort of world as that in which we are now, to
the disavowsl of that saries of catastrophes (resurrection, pemeral
judgment, heaven and hell) which in physieal matters is so contrary
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to the ideas of some of the most eminent physical philosophers of
tha day, who refer everything to the action of graduslly operating
lawa? But if supernatursl sgency has ne place in the future world,
who will believe that it exists, or has existed, in thin? And so
Christianity oenses to be a direct Divine revelation. =

“] know you will pardon my pertinacity for the motive which
caupes it

"Yuytrul;.rnm,
o " " "j
I
" Ang. B, 1871,
“My DEAR . . . ,—You urgs as againstthe hypothesis that

there may be, on the other gide of the grave, o trial time of some
kind for those who have had no adequate probation, or none at all
here, that if thers is a probation fer any it must extend to all, and
that this is  crnegl! to thoss who have rejoiced for others, and who
find hope fur themsslves in ths thought that death frees them from
all the conflict and the dangor which they have had to enconnter
during life. The logical foree of this objestion is, I apprehend, this,
that it is improbable, whatever seeming ,evidence or eounter-
probabilities thers may be on the other side, that a theory invelving
such ¢ eruelty * as its consequence can be a true ona,

I will be bold o ask (1) whether, on the sssumption that this
consequence ware mvolved in the view which I have maintained, the
balance of ®cruelty ' would be altogether on ita side. If it were
given to one of the bleat to eloct betwean having the possession of
eternal life in fee on the one hand, or sccepting it on the other, as
the saints of God accept His favour now, with the fesling that no-
thing but their own sin can separate them from it, but that thay
nead to watch and pray lest sin should separate thom, with the con-
dition attached to the latter alternative, that those who have failed
to attain holiness here should not be shut out from hope, and to the
former that the door should be closed on them for ever, which
choies would be most in the spirit of 5t Paul (Hem ix. 3),
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mosi after the mind of Christ (Gal. iii. 13) 1 Would not the deci-
siom, ¢ Lt mic be safe, safe for ever, and let them perish,’ssem to us
a8 & conocentrated egoism raised to ita highest power? Wouold not
the word ‘cruel” rise to our lips as applicable to the temper that
cotld make such a choice ! And if this be so,—if the natural in-
stineta which fill us with a glow of sadmiration ass we hear of some
heroie self-gacrifics, wrought by one whe loves his neighbour better
than himself scho that judgment,—then may we not ask whether
the charge of © cruelty * can legitimately lis agaimat a theory because
it involves sa & possible conserumence that which we admire rather
than what we loathe, is the law of God's dealing with the spirita
of the rightacus 1

2. But I question whother the inforencs ix a neccssary one. It
ussumen thet thers can be no probation but nnder conditions iden-
tical with those under which we now live, the presence of tempta-
tions from without and from within to which all men are equally
axpossd. But that assamption is surely arbitrary. In the range of
God’s kingdum there may well be conditions other than those which
wa now experience (guch, for example, as the manner in which pun-
ishment ia pecopted), which may yet test whether the will is loysl,
loving, obedisnt, or self-centred and rebellious. And if we were
to renson from the analogy of our own experience.and the law
of tendencies which iz already partislly developed, would it not
seem natural to infer that, a3 wa see here,in the ¥wan distinet from
the &epyela, an ever inereasing fixity of character, so that with many
& falling-away from grace i 8 moral impossibility, eo, when desth
brings them nsarer o the presence of God, that fixity may becoma
abaolutely irreversible, with no more fear of change than is felt by
the apirit around the throne 1 And if, after the law of our nature,
the habit reproduces itsslf in the energy, may we not, musk we nof,
think of that character which has been formed on earth by labounrs
of love aa well aa by prayer and praise, as neither sleeping nor oticse
while it waite for the Resurrection, but finding there alse, in that
other world, some scope for a like sction.



