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REVIEWS AND NOTICES 0F BOO0KS.

Tuc ExTrENTr O>V TITfl ATOIrNSMENTt IN< ITS fl1LATION TO GOfI AND TUr. th*IIVXSR. D3y tho
flev. TitOMAS; W. Jwacyrz, D. D., Itito Prosidont of Coivard Colloge, London.
Tlîird Edition, earcfully roviscd by tio Author. Boston: Gould & Lincoln. 1859.
'Pp. 376.

Titis is the republication of an Eniglilh workc of abilitr and repuite, witli tho
hîst revision of the author speciîilly obtained for this edition by the Ainerican
î.ublislwrs. It is flot a work that wo ficel sit liberty te recomnîond for genernl
circulation, but it niay ho rend with advaatagc by Divines- and Students of
Divinity, nis a lucid anîd conmpichensiv'e discuîssion of the doctrine of the Atone-
mont on tuie pîluciples of New ScIool Theology. Tie views proI)oundc(l are
simiilartio tliose of Dr. Be:an and Dr. Wardlaw, who have fullowcd Amyrault,
Daillé, nd ]3îxter.

Though the bookc professes to diseurs only the extent of the Atenomont, it
incelude.s of necessity a statenient, of the nature and lesign of tho Atonemient
a!so. WTitIî gremît pertinncmty Dr. Jenk-vn attswkis and bolabors the theory of a
Icomnmercial or Iiiîniied atninu."1e exclaimis with warm:h-" This is tho

Printviplc that uinerves our nîjuiisterial addresses, that jaundices our view of
Chîristian doctrines, that cramips and ern'hes inissionary efforts, that drivcs its
tousauds to ipostacy, and his its millions into a faise nd f. c .t al security."

Thiese arc hecavy denuniiin,.n iad us to askc-Wlio are they thant luold
this "lcommercial " theury 1 Vie are unwilling te attri'iute to Dr. Jenkyn the
controversial triek of carieaturingr lime views lie wslies te condemn; but if hoe
nmenus by the l'commercial tlwory o' the Atonemnent" the notion that Christ
endured exacily so nmucli sfférinu for s0 much reward, se that if more were to
lae s.1ved, H li ummt b'ave liad more pain, and if fuwer, less pain-we eau oniy
say, that however this notion may be dutected in the writings of two or thrco
incarnious and injudicious Divine, it is not hicld by Calviniistie Theologians
gene'ally, and would fai iiii utber oblivion, if it were net continually set tip as
a target to bu shiot at by sucu controversialists as Dr Jenkyn. The attempt te
invocie Dr. Oweni in this theory, made at page 169, is an utter failure.

The theory of the Atonement piopounded in this volume is that of a gevern.
niental demonstration, te nmaintain the liouer of God's publie justice, and deter
nuen trom geing on in sin. Ia this view, thera is ne sqtisfaction rendered te
the demands or the, Divine iatv-or real substitution and suretyship of Christ
for sinners-and no resuit qecured by Lihe atonemeut other than a grand impression
on "lthe unliverse," and "an hoaorable ground for showing ciemeuey te trans-
gresszrs." We hope that ail our readers are well omougli grounded in the faith
te perceive, without, auy wvords of ours, the grievous. defeets of such a represen-
taLion cf the imnport and effeet of Clirist's sacrifice ou the eross.

If we regard the Atonement only iu the liglit of the New Schoel Theniogy,
we care hitle for any controversy touching its extent. We eoncur in the
staitenient, that its character as a Il demonstration " is universal, but ail its force
as a <lemonstration arises eut cf its strictly vicariotis and sacrificial nature, the
very aspect cf it wvhich the New School Divines try te obscure. A great many
piausable things may be said and are said, by Dr. Jenkyn, in favor of a universal
atoneiment; but iL wtill ocur te t.houglitful readers, that the universaiity of
extent is maiutained by a most cosily and fearful argument-by uader.stating
the nature, and deniying the saving efficacy cf the great propitiation. The extent
of the atouement is a favorite topie cf written contreversy and popular declama-
tion among Arminians and New Sehoolites geueraily; but the contreversy turas
in reality net on the extent, but on the very nature cf the Great Sacrifice. Se
far a3 it %vas a demonstration, cf Divine perfections, ne one denies that it iras


