
R ISTORY 0P THE DOCTRINE OP ATONEMENT.

work of Christ, ini its relation to the forgiveness of sin;
and second, the importance assigned to this doctrine by the

Christian Church and by Chrjstian experience ini ail ages.
These two facts mnust be adequately accounted for by any
theory of the Atonement which is expected to maintain

its place as a permanent solution of titis question. That

Unitriantheology has not yet done justice to this doctrine

is flot brought as a reproach against it. It has had its own

work to do, and this has hitherto been one rather of des-

truction than of construction. But now, this work is wel

nigh done, and everywhere men are begining to build.

We may now hope to have a more positive system of the-

ology, and with the rest, more justice will be done to the

positive side of the doctrine *of Atonemnent.Menm,

we rnay help to prepare for. titis, by takimg a brief survey
of the past. history of tlue doctrine. Our survey must be

very cursory, for our limits compel us, however reluctantly,
to abstain from touching any but the most prominent

points.
In surveying the cou rse of this doctrine we are struck

by three periods distinctly marked, ivhich present them-
selves immediately to our observation. The flrst, which
may be cailed the Mythic period, extends from an early
point of Christian antiquity to thue eleventh century, dur-
ing a period of nearly a thousand years. During the
whole of tjiis time, the prevailing idea was of a controversy
between Christ and the devil for the souls of men, and
the work of Christ was niainly to redeem men from the

power of the devil, by paying the ransom due to him on-
account of their sins. The second is the Scholastic period,
extending from the eleventit century to the Reformation,
anud during this period the leading notion was le gai, and
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