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Rev. Tiuoxas W. Jeykyy, D.D., Iate President of Coward College, London.
Tlnird7Edition, carcfully fovised by the Author. JDoston : Gould & Lincoln. 1869,
Pp. 376.

Tuts is the republication of an English work of ability and repute, with the
lust revision of the author specinlly obtained for this edition by the American
publishers. It is not a work that wo feel at liberty to recommend for genoral
cireulation, but it may be read with advantage by Divines and Students of
Divinity, as a Jucid and compreheusive discussion of the doctrine of the Atone-
ment on the pinciples of New School Theology. The views propounded aro
similarto those of Dr. Betaan and Dr. Wardlaw, who have fullowed Amyrault,
Daillg, and Baxter.

Though the book professes to discuss only the extent of the Atonement, it
includes of necessity a_statement of the nature and design of tho Atonement
aiso.  With great pertinacity Dr. Jenkvn attacks and belabors tho theory of a
* commercial or limited atonement.”  Te exclaims with warmth— This is tho
principle that uunerves our ministerial addresses, that jaundices our view of
Christian doctrines, that cramps and crushes missionazy cfforts, that drives its
t'.ousnuds to apostacy, and lulls its millions into a false and fatal security.”
These are heavy denunciations, and lead us to ask—Who are they that hold
this “commercial " theory?  We are unwilling to attri’mte to Dr. Jenkyn the
controversial trick of caricaturing the views he wshes to condemn; but if he
means by the “commercial theory ol the Atonement™ the notion that Christ
endured exactly so much suffering for so much reward, so that if more were to
Lo saved, He must have had more pain, and if fewer, less pain—we can only
say, that however this notion may be detected in the writings of two or threo
incautious and injudicious Divines, it is not held by Calvinistic Theologians
gencrally, and would fall into utter oblivion, if it were not continually set up s
a target to be shot at by such controversialists as Dr Jeukyn. The attempt to
involve Dr. Owen in this theory, made at page 169, is an utter failure.

The theory of the Atonement propounded in this volune is that of a govern-
mental demonstration, to maintain the honor of God’s public justice, and deter
men from going on in sin. In this view, there is no satisfaction rendered to
the demands of the Divine law—or real substitution and surctyship of Christ
for sinners—and no result sccured by the atonement other than a grand impression
on “the universe,” and “an honorable ground for showing clemency to trans-
gressers.”  'We hope that all our readers are well enough grounded in the faith
to perceive, without any words of ours, the grievous defects of such a represen-
tation of the import and eftect of Christ’s sacrifice on the cross.

If we regard the Atonement only in the light of the New School Theology,
we care little for any controversy touching its extent. Wae concur in the
statement, that its character as a “ demonstration ™ is universal, but all its force
as a demonstration arises out of its strictly vicarious and sacrificial nature, the
very aspect of it which the New School Divines try to obscure. A great many
plausable things may be said and are said, by Dr. Jenkyn, in favor of a universal
atoneiment ; but it will oceur to thoughtful readers, that the universality of
extent is maintained by a most costly and fearful argument—Dby under-stating
the nature, and denying the saving efficacy of the great propitiation. The extent
of the atonement is a favorite topic of written controversy and popular declama-
tion among Arminians and New Schoolites generally ; but the controversy turns
in reality not on the extent, but on the very nature of the Great Sacrifice. So
far a3 it was & demonstration of Divine perfections, no one denies that it was




