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burden, nay, demands for its due elucidation the very strongest doctrine of
penal substitution.

In this.article we have space only to notice a few of the assumptions wvhich
pervade this book, and viniate its conclusions.

1. That there is no such attribute in God as justice, in the ordinai y semFe
of the term. It is expressly deied that there is any such attribute ini God as
requires " an exact doin upor wrong what it deserves." Bushnell speaks
no doubt much of the divine justice, but vith him justice and mercy are only
different moies in wbich love is expressed. When it dispenses benefits to the
wretcbed, we call it mercy, when it inflicts pain with a view to our good, we
call it justice. It is this denial of justice in GOud, which leads Dr. Bushne!l
everywhere to ignore the element oiguilt in sin. " Guilt is the relation of
sin to justice. If there is no justice there is no guilt." [Elodge.]

With this dental, the whole theory of this volume must stand or fall. It
vanishes the moment the reality of the divine justice and human guilt are ad-
mitted. For it makes no provision to expiate gu t and satisfy justice. It
scouts expiation as a purely pagan idea. Ail it professes to do, is to renovate
the heart. But every aw-akened conscience testifies that no removal of ore-
sent impuri-y, can take away the guilt of past sins. Our own moral unatre,
no less than the divine justice, demands something more thanfthe niere reno-
vation of our hearts. The remorse which preys upon the guilty, the dread of
the divine wrath which enters into all true conviction of sin, the feeling that
God is just il, condemning the sinner, which is an element in ail genuine re-
pentance, .nd the uniform teaching of Scripture, which declares that God
" eau by no me tus clear the guilty," unite to prove the baseless character of
the assunpiion which pervades this book. It is sad to iid a professed teacher
of Christiauity, leading men to build their hopes for eternity on such a sandy
foundatiu. " The correlata of guilt," says Prof. Shedd, " is atonement, and
the atténpt to satisfy the specifie wants of the sinful soul which spring out of
remorse of coiscience, which is the felt and living relation of sin to law and
justice, by a mere provision for spiritual sanctification, however needed and
recessary this may be, in its own place, must be liae the attempt to satisfy
thirst with food."

The provision made, in this theory, for spiritual sanctification is equally
unsatislactory.

2. It is assumed that moral power is suflicient to renew the human heart.
In eo far as the renovation of the soul is concerned, Dr. Bushnell does not
appear to have "heard whether there be any Holy Ghost." He speake
ot' the Holy Spirit, but never to asoigi him any direct work in renewing
tue heart. If the work is to be dove at all, it niust be by the moral
uower which proceeds from the vicaiiouà sacrifice of Christ. The suffi-
ciency of moral power to renew the soul hes been rejected, with one con-
sent, by the -whole Christian Church, ever since Pelagius first taugbt n.
That- nan is in a position to be ranewed by moral power can oiiij e
maintained in conuexion with entirely iadequate conceptions of human
depravity. as taught in Seripture, and reveaied in experience.

That the moral power of the life and death of Jesus is very great -we
cheerfully couci:e. Ait that moral power can do, it will do. Bushneil
expatiates upon it, as if it had never been fully known until discovered
by hinseif. But it was known, taug.t and believed long before he wats
boxrn. Adi< it bas neen more powerfully taught by those who reject bre
theory, than by those who embrace it. Accordit.g to Dr. Bushneli's view,
there is nothing wonderful in the wyork of Christ. His Vicarious Sacrifice
is "grounded on principles or universai obligation." Christ has "nu sup-
erlative merit." H' only did what he was iound to do, and what ail boy


