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for iPaul only, as it, would be to infer from passages that, teach that

hoe gave hiiinself for the chui'ch, that hoe gave himseffrtecue
only. In the liglit of the universal atonent wo soc the beauty
of tho invitations cf the gospel, addressod to ail men; «wc sec too
by that luininous trutli how the Saviour's behiest oaa bc obeyed,
IlProacli the gospel to evory croaturo." 'flic doctrine of univer.
sal atonement also inakes clear the justice of the condemnation of
sianers because of unbclicg, for if Josus did not die for any num-
ber of persons, they oaa ho as littie guilty of unhelief as Ilthe
devii and his anes" This doctrine too is gloriously consistent
with the relation whichi Jesus sustains to the race as Ila partaker
of flesh and blood," and as Il nade under the law," whichi requires
love to, God and to ail mon.

Objections of a grave and serious character arc hiowever broughlt

agaia st tho doctrine of universal atonenient. It is said that it
le ads to universalisin, or the doctrine that ail mon will bc saved. If
the abettors of unlimiited atonement state that they repudiate uni-
versa'tismn as niuch as any, and believe in tlie conditionality of sal-
vation ; that tliosc who reecive the atoaing Saviour wiil be saved,
while those who rejeet himi will bc lest ;-it is thon objected, that
for those wlio are net savod by bis death, hoe inust have died in vain;
and tliat for the sins of suchi God exacts a double penalty, first,
from Christ, who, it is alcodied for thieni, and seooadly, frona
themsolves in liell. Now te thiese and such objections to the dc-.
trine of universal atonemient, wc nmigI~t roply that tbey miust be
invalid and inconsequent, because the doctrine against wbicli they
are brought doos net rest on inforences fromi passages of Soripture,
which niight ho illeggitimately drawa, but is oxpressly declared
therein.

These objections obviously arise eut of an erroneous view of the
atonement. The idea that the atenemeat, is a commercial tran-
saction, the endurance of so miuch suffering for thie sins of s0
many sinners, must hoc ia the mind of the person that miakes thein.
Let it ho showa that the work of Christ is not a quid pro quo
transactio:ý, lot the truth as te, the nature of the atonenient be ex-
hibited, allid tiieso objections will vanish into thia air. They ap-
pear te have force oaly when a false and degrading view of the
nature of that woadrons transaction is catertaiaed in the mind.
If, thon, we suoceed in slîowing tlîat the propitiation ef Christ is
net analogous to the payment of a debt, we shall by consequence
remove aIl such objections te its unliinited exteat.
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