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ho vleiwed the atonement ln two lights,-first, ns te the providing of it.
and seconid, as lu the applying of it by CGod. In rcference to the fiit
Viewv, lie believcd iliat the a1onternnt did not sectire salvation to any, but
rendered it equally possible to all but regardinc the second, lie believed
thaI it did secure salvation to thie elci. God propio,;dG tu piovide an
atonement for ail, but t0 npply it unfly tu som'p. lIn the course of discus-
sion. Mr. McDowalI of Allon, quoted a passage fromi a %vork of Alr. Rluth-
erfurd's, in wilîi he cxpressly asserted, that the atonement secured salva-
tion to none-that God miglit have pro% ided the atonement and stopped
there, without saving a 2ing-le soul. LNIr. Rutherford fârther exîdlained,
thal when ho said the atonement did net secure the salvation of any man,
lie meant, Iliat the atonement wvas flot the cause but the rneans of salve-
tion ; that it was the love of God. displayed in his eternal purpose, that
ýsecured the salvation of bis people ày rneans of thie atonewent. H-e stated
tha t there were two classes of Divine purposes, in relation le îlîis malter,
Vwhich roiglit be called prior and posterior ; ilînt the former lied respect le

the atonernent simply as a nieans of saving sinners generally ; and that the
latter c]ass applied to the atonement, when made to, the salvation of hi.
eleet people-that ail these purposes, however, exist together, and are ini-
separably connected with eaclî otiier.

Parties having been remnoved, thie Synod dismissed the protest anid
appeal, and sustained the sentence of the Presbytery, suspending M~r.
Rutherford.

MNr. Ruthierford protested agninst the sentence of the Synod, by whicli
he liad been suspended from the office of the holy rninistry on grounds the
Most unjust, for holding what lie conceived to be the truth of God ; and
hie should hold liiraseif at liberty to exercise the office of the Holy miaistry
notwvithstandingr t1e sentence of the Synod.

The, Moderator then, in coxîsequence of Mr. Rutherfox-d's protesî.
declared him, 10 be no longer a minister or member of the Secession
Churcli.

Thus ended one of the most objeclless heresies ivhich for a long lime
have troubled the Christian Churcli. If Mr. Rutherford îhîxîks that bce bas
found out the secret of reconciling the purposes of election ivith the free
eaul of the Gospel, he is much mistal-.ea; the difficulty is just where it
ivas, and as it was, for him. Bis theory explains no scripture, remnoves
no difficulty, clears up ne obscirity.-It is one instance more, of the folly
of erecting religrieus opinions upon a rnetaphysical basis.

.Ur. Gutliric's case.

The Rcv. Mr. Gullirie of Kendal, having protesîed against the deed of
Synod-regarding 'Mr. Rutherford, laid on the table the following reasons:-
-jet. Because the alleged errer, on the ground of which Mr. Rutherford
ivas suspended, is nc.t aît errer,; for if the atenemerit, as an afonement,
secures the salvation of one, it muet as an atonemcant for all, securo iie


