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relations to his creattlres. "Each of the theories implies a
‘!umtatlon of the Divineé attnbutes. In the first the Divine
-power-is: Jimited by the opposing power of evil, which isa
:duahstle view allied to Manicheism ; in the second the
Divine goodness is limited by the demands of the Divine
i Justlce, which .implies a conflict in the Divine Mind;
Jdn:the third, the Divine wisdom is limited by- dlﬁcultles
mherent in the government of free bemgs. . o
We have before remarked, that the dlrectmn taken
"‘:_by the theory of the atonement during each period seemed
determined in some degree by the prevailitg ideas. of the.
time, and the tendeney of the age. - The first theory: was
.{.warhke, the second legal, the third govenimental. It was
.natural during those terrible centuries in which the.church
.was: exposed to so many forms of outward evil, that the
‘theory of redemption should assnme the form of a conflict
~with outward. evil, and a victory aver the Prince of Dark-
.ness. It wasan age in which persecutions tormented the
- Christien .church, in which the Emperors of the-world
‘seemed to rival the Evil One in atrocjous wickedness ; in
.which the legions of the empire bound with their iron
"chain the whole earth jn military subjection. Then came
the dreadful inroads of the barbarians, the destructive
: fammes, and awful pestilences which werethought tohave
:consumed in a few years: ‘half of the. human race through-
~.out the elvmzed world. What wonder that redemption
-from outward evil and sin should seem to be the chief
.work of Christ, and the passages of Scripture which
indicate a conflict with evil be taken as the basns of the
theory.of redemption? - o TR
But when a thousand years had passed these tumults
had.gone by. - The barbarons nations having conquered



