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BOOK NOT ICES.

Tule A toi.-elizentin Cizris-. B)y Jo 0 N
IMILEY, D.D., Professor of Sys-
ten-atie Theology in Drew T heo-
logical Serninary, M~adison, N. J.
PP. 35j. Newv York: Phiffips &
H-unt; and Methodist Bool,
Rooms, Toronto and Halifax.
This is a refreshing book. As we

pace, ivith it-s gifted author, the sum-
mits of high theology, ive breathe
invigorating mnountain air, and ive
return from the excursion stronger
in thought and braver in action.

It is an unqualified pleasure t0
those who, ivitii the present writer,
have liztened in the class-roomn t
D)r. Miley's mas terly system, nowv
.o ha'ie 01'e saine bel»ore them in
expanded and piblished form. And
those to whom the author is a
stranger aced offly read the work
to be convinceca of its -,a.st import-
ance as a contribution to theology.
\Ve flnd in à flot a twcre complex
of learued allusions, but a crystal
strenila of defini lion, argumient,
statement, and illustration.. And
ive d.e ronvinced that it %v*ll tak-
its placc. at once as the standard
Methodist work on the subject of
which it ireas-a work, in fact,
wt.h which no Mieîhodist minister
can properly dispense.

D)r. Mliley ùtlly recognizes that the
fact of an atonement is of more
importance thaýn the theory. and
-ives us an able chapter on the
ReaZz/y of -1tonem;ent. He calls
attention, hoeer, totat irreres-
sible tendency of the mmnd which
seeks the rationale of every fact ,and the articulation of facts into a
svstem.

Ile therefore proceeds, in Chap-
ter 11 -, to discuss the X"cecssi/,jor
Alonemeniz. The necessity must
affect the theorv. WVhat nceded to
be donc, mnust largely déterrminé
our vicw of what was done. The
necessity IDr. Mifley finds funda-
mentally in the interests of moral
governinent. Chapters followv on
various inir scheînes, which, deny-

ing reai necessity, are flot properlv
schemcs of atoneinent at ail. The
,I/oi-al Thco>y is next disposed of,
and the author comnes to what he
considers the only î".'o scientific
theories, viz., ti Szzhe /i» (or
Calvinistic) Theory, auîd the Gov-
crzm',,jal. The former he sub -jects
10 an extremd,-y acute analysis, and
rejects as inconsistent in ils cie-
rnents and false in its implications.
The Govern mental Thcory he ac-
cepts, not indccd as stated and
expounded by others, but according
to his own definition. In brief, biis
vie.v is this :The ground of pun-
ishmnn is indecd the demerit of
sin, but its end is the support of
government. Penalty may be re-
mnitted in vîewv of a remedial inca-
sure wvhichi equally Weil supports
g-ovcrninent. The vicarious suifer-
ings of Christ are such a nieasure,
for they manifest those very attri-
butes of God and elements of gov-
erfiment wvhici± the exaction of
penalty wvould have manifestcd, and
equally influence men, and so sup-
port the divine administration.
IlThe vicarious suffcrings of Christ
are an ator.ement for sin as a con-
ditional substitute for penalty, fui-
filling, on the forýgi---ness of sin, the
obligation of justice and the office
of penalty in moral govcrnmenît."
The exposition of this vicw is of
intense intcrest to ail ivho hold the
two great scriptural facts of the
univcrsality of atonement on the
one side and the conditionality of
salvation on the other. If this
theory be truc. as ive believe il is, a
dlean sweep is made both of Cal-
Vinisnm and of Universalism, and
M1eîhodist theology stands on an
unshakablc basis.

Chapters followv on the Sz:fficicncy
of the- A /onci;zct, O!Lcdfiois fo the
Atoncincnt, andi the 12 (7cz f thir
Atoncinu-,t, the course of noble ai--
gument bursîing the barriers of ail
false théories, and s'veeping down
majestically 10 the blcssed conclu-


