
Were the Su,»erings of 01&'iist Per&at? 1

theàe momentous events (sufferings of Ohrist).as mere spectac-
ular displays, much lesis as fictions, but as glorious facts on
which depend our own welfare and that ýof the world," (p. 363l
it is difficuit, to see, on his theory, what more these Ilevents "
wcre than a spectacular atonement, seeking to uphold the justice
ýof theý Divine government by a display, or dramatie declaration,
in virtue of which punishment rnay be remitted. If a
ýsovereigi, judge, instead of punishingt his crîminal subjects,
publicly exhibited his menta.l distress and horror at their crimes,
inflicting torture other than the appointed penalty on himself,
would that have any tendency to vindicate the law, or to prove
the justice of bis govern ment, o ' afford- any ground on which to
forgive their cvii deeds? How much less would a similar
method avail in the Divine government. A human govcrnment
rnay, from weakncss, or from expedic--,cy, faul to execute a
merited punishment; but in cither case, ii is a defect and de-
feasance of justice, and shows the govec.anent is imperfect,
.either in the niaking or in the administration of its laws. No
ýsuch imperfection can belong to Divine grovernment.

Assuming their success as a display, what was there in the
-events " but a revelation, or confirmation of~ tr'uth, whic1h was

eommunicable by other means? How could that atone for sin?
But would those "events," on the non-penal t heory, really avail
to show the justice of the moral Ruler, or of Ris groverninent ?
The appointed penalty, in the case of believers, is not enforced;
but some other sufferings, having no penal character, are en-
dured; and this is the proof of the certainty of 'law and the
firmness of justice in government!1 One flnds it casier to think
-such a course of procedure more suited to demonstrate the
laxity of government and the de6iciency of justice. The
4events " arc said to furnish Ilimpressive views of the cvii of

sin, or of the majesty of the law " (p. 359). Is it not rather a
view of failure in these respects? E.owever that may be I im-
pressive views" »0f anything can have no fltncss or efficacy to
satisfy the necessities of justice. Wc are told the non-penal
-sufferingy of Christ Ilstamps sin as an abominable thing," and
49exhibits the inviolabilîty of the Divine law." Would it not do
the very opposite ? Those are effeets of Christ's penal suffcring
in our stead.
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