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MWe observe thon that tho suiferings and death of Jesus Christ
slîould not hc viewed as thc payinont of~ a dcbt, becauso Jesuis did
not suifer the identical punislnient that sinners desorve in
consequenee of thecir sins. Wheni a person's debts are paid, the
ere(litor receives thc ideatical suni wvhich. lus debtor w'as owing-
Mîin. But surely there is a xvidc difference betwea the suiferings
and death of Christ and the lýiiiisltmicit duc Io sin, thougli the
formner was intended to serve the saine ends iii the inoral govern-
nient of God as the latter, ini order to the safe and wise and riglit-
cous disponsing of pardon by the God of niercy. Ihere is 0one

clement iii the punishnient, which sinners deserve because of' sin,
whicli could not enter into the atoning suiferiags of the spotlcss
Redeenir,-tlhat of' remorse. No power in the universe could
cause a holy being likec Josus to endure reniorse. That drcadful
feeling cannot, ho experiencod by any one not personally guilty. It
was quite possible for Jesus, as standing in our roon], to do and to
suifer what would answcr tho ends of moral goveramnent as wll
as, or better than, the punishiment due to sinners, so that God on
wise conditions miglit, without injury to aay intorests in his moral
universe, forgive sia,-we say, tliis was quite possible without, his
enduringý thc identical suiferings that sinners deserve. But not
oaly were the suiferings of Jesus not the sanie in Icdnd as the
punislîment whiclî sinners merit, they wvore not the sanie inî dura-
tion. The Bible declares that sin inrits everlasting punishimcnt:
but the suifering-s of Jesus, thougli intense aad dreadful beyond
our conception, were endured for a lixnited poniod.

Further, the propitiation of Christ is not the paymcnt of a debt
because, tlîouglî Christ bas completed his undcrtaking, sinnors
living in unbclief~ are stili exposcd to cond6nination,-are stili un-
pardoned, and must fulfil the condition of bclicving in Christ ini
order to cnjoy the forgiving love of God. Whcn a person's debts
are paid, no matter by whom, tlîe ereditor bias no further dlaim on
him. But the more fact of' atonemont doos not froc any from the
penal consequonces of their sias. If Christ's atonement wcîc the
payment of a debt, thero could be no sucli thing as forgivenos,
for whon dcbts arc once paid it, is absurd to spcak of their boing
forgiven. There is no room and no scope for forgiveness in Euch
a case, and consequently no room arnd no scope for conditions on
which it may le cnjoycd. It would be wrong for a creditor to
detain his debtor a single moment after his debts were paid ; as a
matter of justice tlic dobtor is froc> and frcc at once, by the very


