
A Theological Puzzle.
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If God made this earth, He also made all things on, under

a r d i n i t , a n d t h e l a w s t h a t g o v e r n a l l t h i n g s , t h e l a w s w e c a l l

ha ture , - - -He made a l l , good, bad, ind i f fe rent , s in , goodness, mean

ness , c r ime, v i r tue , a l l th ings and cond i t ions and se t the who le

th ing go ing in tha t way. I t w i l l no t do to say tha t He d id no t

in tend i t to work ou t jus t as i t i s work ing ou t ; H is mere in ten t ion

would make it do that, or He is not God.

Being God He at all times knew and now knows all things

tha t have been , a l l t ha t a re and a l l t ha t w i l l be . To deny th i s

is to make Him less than God.

I f He knows a l l th ings that w i l l be , a l l those th ings He

knows will be must be; they will come out just as He now knows

they will. He does not know that a thing may be going to happen
i f some th ing e l se does no t i n te r f e re . He knows tha t i t w i l l

happen, the th in^ tha t i s to happen; w i th H im i t i s abso lu te ly

fixed , and can ' t f a l l t o happen .

If He now knows a thing is to happen in the future, how

can i t fa i l to happen when the t ime comes? I f i t fa i ls , then God

knew al l the t ime that i t would fa i l and not happen.

If God knows now, as He must if He be God, and it is to be,

that on January 1st , next , I wi l l commit a cr ime, or rather do a

thing men cal l a crime, how am I to avoid doing that thing? He

knows whether I w i l l o r w i l l no t ; has known i t f rom the fi rs t o f

time; He sees that day now just as it wil l be when accomplished,

just as He does the past; it is al 1 the same to Him whether a

th ing is pas t , p resent o r to be in the fu ture however d is tan t .
Then if He knows that I will commit that crime, how am I



t o keep f r om do ing i t ? I s imp l y can no t . I j u s t have t o do i t .
- A s t h e a b i l i t y t o d o o r n o t t o d o a n a c t i s t h e m e a s u r e o f t h e

moral aspect of BayJconduct in the matter, what becomes of moral

responsib i l i ty? We in fa i rness should not be punished in any way

for doing a thing we can not help doing. This of course reduces

us to the standard of a machine, and that is revolt ing to men, to

the i r se l f -p r ide . We a l l want to fee l tha t we are hav ing a hand in

shap ing t h i s l i f e o f ou rs . Bu t do we? Tha t i s t he r ros t i nso l v -
a b l e o f t i l p r o b l e m s . I k n o w t h e p r e a c h e r s w i l l w t i v e a l l t h i s

aside and reply that I do not understand^ but that they do; and I

know they do not understand any more than I do and that I know

nothing about i t . Again they reply that my ideas make men miser

ab le and dest roys hope. Why "miserab le"? Because you are jo l ted

o u t o f a n i l l o g i c a l b e l i e f ? I f s o , . t h e n y o u a r e s i l l y . " H o p e " ?
° W h a t i s i t ? W h o n e e d s t h e " h o p e " g i v e n t h e m b y a m e r e t h e o r y ?

Only the tin id, the weak. The man, the strong man, does not need
such a hope; he goes his way strong in the idea that He who made

th is l i f e w i l l make the nex t and a l l subsequent ones , i f any, jus t

as He wants them to be and that all the hope ever in man's heart

can not change i t one iota. He does h is work in th is l i fe as he

sees i t r i gh t to do i t , know ing tha t he i s i n the hands tha t w i l l

do as they wish with him and sl l his.

The logic of a l l th is is that when men t ry to solve the

mystery they simply commit the most stupendous folly of which man
i s c a p a b l e . A l l l i f e , h e r e a n d h e r e a f t e r , i f a n y, i s a D e s t i n y.
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