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1IIONESTY VERSUS LEMITED ATONEMENT.

A strong> clear, and effective considleration in favour of universal
provision for the saivation of inankind is found in the fact, that tise
offers and invitations of tise gospel are piainly of a universal character;
and these we are bound to believe as Of entireiy HONEST intention. This
plain, unanstver<,ble argument may weii bear to be of'ten repeated, and
deserves to be kept in view, being weil calculated perfectiy teo bviate
ail doubt in tise enquiring inid. The idea o? a limited atonement
rnustdistinctiy involve a charge of insincerity against divine deciarations,
as gospel candour secures to ail to whorn its offers and invitations are
addressed-that tise reality is quite consistent wvith tise reprcsenttions-

inas tise gospel we find, is essentialiy kind,
And invites ail sincere;

Life is olflered to ali, wlo will corne at tise cail,
lnman-kind may draw near.

Does the Spirit unite, witi tise bride to invite
Tise poor reprobate race ?

'Tis ail folly and worse, if tisere bc only curse,
.And no hope in tiseir case.

There is lsowever glorions relief from any such danger or apprehension.
Suprerne sincerity stamps universaiity on tise provisions for thse salvation
of mankind ;and thus is tise strict IIONESTY Of tise gospel fuliy vindi-
cated.

While such fandaniental fiscts substantiate distinctly thse ail-importan t
doctrine, there mxay be incidentai bearings, aiso, wisich strike some
xninds from, special points, caiculated to lead to exaniination o? the
great principies invoived and confirm tise conviction. Under this isead
may be introduced yet another view of the iioNrsTY o? the doctrine o?
universal gospel grace, proper to be vindicated as involved in the great
commission, Ilpreaci tise gospel to every creature."1

There are gospel comum»Ns as weil as offers, invitations, &c., and
-vengeance is threatened upon those wiso obey not. (2 Thes. i. 8.) Obe-
dience te the gospel includes repentance and faith. (Acts xx. 21.)
Appropriation of gospel provision. (Rev. xxii. 17. Lake xiv. 17.) Do
these commands and invitations, then, direct any inan to appropriate
the property strictly made over te his neighibour on thse ground o? the
doctrine cf atonement for only a part, and as said te be ratificd in Uic
eternal covenant? Sureiy if those for whons saivation is xsotprovide(j


