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i'iz., the doctrine of' Particular Redcmption. In rnain(aining tlîis doctrine.
the Calvinist starnds alune, Ile says, that God, in sending his son design-
cd the salvation of those and those alono, whle shll be uitimateIy saved ;
lie aflirms inoroover that; Jesus Christ, in dying tipon the cross, desigxied
the salvation of tlium only and nette other. The Arminian, on the other
bîand, maintains tlrnt God, in sending hie son, and Christ in dying. designcd
the salvation of the wvhole human family. Now, if this be so, it oppears
iliat, the sinful conclurion %would inevitably folloiv, tiînt the designs of God
the Father and of Jesus Christ his son, ore frusteated; that theso divine
persoils aro diqappointed, and consequentIy, they muet bc unlieppy. It
appears a çc1f-evident truth, flint neither the Deity, nor any other intelli-
gent being, can design to do that which lie linows at the seme lime
xT.jll ever bo donc. God iiîciv 1tim ail etcrniiry, ivjîli a certain and infal-
lible knowiedgc', that ail manklind %vuu1id neyer bc saved, and flherefore, it
wvas ;-the nature of'things,- impossible, that hie shouid design and intend
the saivation of ail rnankind. Let aîiy mnan try tu design tu do, %vhat hie
bolioves ho %vill nover do, and ho %vill find it impossible.

jBesides this argument takien froni the rcason and nature of *things,
proe'ofs of the doctrine of particular redemptior!, lit once clear and nu-
mlerous, xnay be derived from. the sacred volumre. 1 shall quito only one
lext, ivhich, taougli a superficial thinker niight suppose te bc against us,
neverthelees is qute sufficiont of itseif, to cstablisti the doctrine. The
Apostlc argues that, if Ctid hae given the grenter gift lie xviJl aise give the
les; if hoelias given Christ lie vvill gie all thingz. The Arminian de-
nies the conclusivenoss of this reasoning; he aflirms, that Uod rnay give
the groater and not give the iess ; that hie may give Christ, and not give,
ell, things ; that lie may give Christ, aad flot give Heavon. He iiffirms
titat God bas given Christ for ail mankind, but denies that hoe il give
Ieau'en te ai ïnankind. Thus it appears that the Arminian doctrine of
universal redemption contradiets the reasoning of an Apostie. If there-
fo re.' the Apostle's doctrine bo true, tho Arminian's doctrine must ho fais e.
The Arminian may ask. did net God give his son for us ali ? yes, cer-
tairily, for ail those mentioned in the antecedent contcxt, for ai those whom
hoe foreknew, predestinated, called, justified and glorifled. These are thoe
ail for wvhom lie gave his Son, and these are the ail te ivhom lie wvil give
ail things. 1-le gives nat ail things te any but thieso; and therefore, itwias
for these enly thiat hoe gave his well beloved Son. Lot none thon, deny the
doctrine of particuier redenmption.-a doctrine which Seripture proves and
reno demonstrates,-let none cavil at it as if it pu.î a barnier iQth îe way
of their salvation. Lot none say, that if Goii did net givo his son fer me,
and if Christ did net die fer me, 1 cannot ho saved. Were a Topo tlîrown
te yoa wvlen drowning you ivould net tilns cavil, yeu would net thus say.
if this ropo were net desigrned for me I cannoe ho saved, LoN ou o

eeize the rope imniodiateiy and struggie for your life. Show the same
-wisaoni vith regard te your seul. Christ is offered te yoit free]y,


