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Ongmal Oontnbutrons.

£ 'Tt;e Vloarxous AtOnement

. In reply to our friend, Me. Caaw-
ford, in his comments on my article
on arious A °

need only say that he is the one
(and not 1,) who “ fails fo compre-
hend what is meant and commonly
taught ” by this doctrine. Like
those who murdered the Lord of

glory, I am sure it is advocated
. 1 . b

: gh‘es,

-
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'llal mony wit,ll od, t]ltili Odll fdl‘
or “heals them” Now if
he had asked “ how ean men turn
to God and T [or Qod in Cludst]
should heal them 7 or in other
words, “ how can men be reconeiled,

answer, “I thank God, through our
Lord Jesus Christ” Don't our
friend know that the word “ atone-
ment ” in the Old Testament is the
same word that is translated “ re-
conciliation ” in the New Testa-

upun lmusulf & Aﬂd tlioﬁgh it is
God’s natural Taw that * the sottl

finighed " as Jss 1:19 sy or if i
be “a sin unto death” as bhﬁ

! -sayq) yet God and remmn both say,

death,” “if the wicked will turn
from all his sins and do that which
is lawful and riglif, he shall surely
live, he shall not die.” Ezk. 18:21.

| Is not this reasonable and just ?

("an my friend tell me of any

that sinneth, 4 aﬂiﬂ.ll did” (if it “be |

“Yo Are N_'@t U”nde_r Law,

NUMBER IV,

Having shown that the children
of God ate¢ not under & law of
“carnal commandments,” or of
statutes, I now proeeed to explain

h‘t"huu‘;‘h ;i__'.nuuuu‘( >
“comprehend it” they
thus “charge God foolishly ”
an act so unnatural,
able and so wicked.
I was well aware that it was

| LW e [lnt'J
would not
with
SO unreason-

perfect nonsense to talk about
“punishing sin in the abstract;”

but will our friend please tell me
how much more nonsensical, not to
say Wicked and ljlzwpht:nluuﬁ is itl
to charge God with the infinite in-
Justice of substituting a harmless

ment, and ovnly medns roeoncilias
tion or at one uu-nt as in Rom. &

11, and in 2 Cor. 5: 19, 20.
I would ask nm tuuul, if there

is any way of being “redeemed
from the curse of our sins ™ (or the
penalty or results of our sins) ex-
cept to “ break off onr sins,” “ turn
to God " and for God!to heal us?
What would he think of the in-
tellicence of a “ doctor ” who, after
telling him that his sickness had

been eaused by a “violation of

ighorait hidmdn governnietly;, eivil-
ized or savage, that would ever ac-
cepb for punishment, a havmless and
innocent person, as a “ substitute ”
for a guilty one 7 Did he ever hear
of a legislativé body corrupt and
gross enough to enact such a law 7
or a court wicked and venal enough
to enforce it? or an eflicer hard
hearted and unjust enough to- exe-
cite{such a law 7 1 know he has
not. But it remains for the * cruel
friends” of . our kind Father, to

and innocent person for punish-
went, and. letting the guilty
free 7 If this is not |aU1n~.h1u-r sin |
in the abstract, what isit 7 [ deny
that Christ ever the
purpose of punislinent, or that any

=r..|

saffered for

benetits of such ]rlllll‘\lllllﬁlf mtlll
he transfgred to the guilty, if he |
had.

He says, “man
party.” That
“ Not only this but man
[nor law either] is in a state

is the guilty
He adds,
(not sin)

uf
This is also true.

is true.

condemnation "
God and man are the

uu]}' parties
concerned in this matter, before
Christ  came. To talk about

1=

“ punishing sin in the abstraet,”
almost as nonsensical as to talk

about “ or

healing a broken law,”
the
guilty for punishment.

H«.\)l]l'il adds, “The

now arises, how ean man he

substituting innocent for
ll‘ll'-‘itillll
Il?ll'-
llullt'il, or redeemed from the curse
of ' this This
very nmn]ni_\'_ It is this loose

l'i_-_:'lltl'ulh law 7"

incoherent use of words that pro
duces such confusion and darkness.
He to that
statutory law provide

“ pardon,”

ought know civil or
may
but it can never forvive

or remit sin; and that God never
pardons, but that he alone ean for-
So under
of
often

mn

give, or remit sins.

civil dispensation commanded
by Moses, find the
word pardon, the New
Testament this word is not found.
To parrlnn to remit the
]lulmll‘,}' of \'in]il.tl'fl law. Tlli‘-« God
But to forgive
that when
union

law we

while
HICHIS

or to!

never does.
remit sins, is this,

drawn back into

are

the | the

i(;n-l never infliets arbitrary pun- |
Lishment ;
_t}n-.
I’ penalty of sin?

15 |

“lof a man who fell in the tire,
and |

{ to another?

. :1]1.\' of blindness ?

‘or 1 - . . .
for | jumped Into the river, and a substi-

| tute

the (penalty of weakness and disease ?

e .
and f wickedness of the

God's vighteous law,” and that be-
fore he could “ heal him ", he
be

God’s righteous law,” “ by declar- '
Hing U that some mmwm;t pmm as |
| a substitute’ |

“to receive the penalty ” of your |
deeds
terests of good government ?’
the heathenish and unjust idea of
asking or allowing an innocent per-
as a “substitute ” in
penalty of another
friend not
punishments of

son to act
receiving the
man's sin! Does our
know, that the
men, and of all civil laws, are al-

ways arbitrary?  or

‘O 1 r t
according to |

| charge him with an act more harm-
must | ful and “ damaging to the caunse of

‘redeemed hum Lh!._cum _of | our Master MMWMMM.M

of humanity, than the hardest say-
inzs of Robert J. Ingersoll.  Biit as

must step for \\dlll I am sure that tlu-y lm\v both

“done it through ignorance ” I can

“in order to- conserve the in- | with Christ, and as sincerely also
Then 1 pray “ Father
' tlu_) know not what they

for
In
the Seriptural doetrine of the re-
coneiliation or at-one ment through
llmst, as taught in the Gospel, I
can clearly sce and explain the most

forgive them,

do.”

;l perfeet wisdom and unbounded love
UI {i(_"l.

But in the dogma of the
substitutional punishment of €hrist

the will or choice of the law maker - | for the sinner man, 1 can sée noth-

but that the
always the

punishments of God,
results of
That

natural
transgression ?

are
‘sin,  or
but that the In_'llult)' 18
and the result is the
Did he ever know

result,

and
the burn and pein was transferred
() l,'J“L‘ who destr l'\'l'tl

' his eyes, and another took the pen

Or of one

was drowned 7 Or one who

ruined his health with opinm

and a substitute took the

whisky,

men
\\’ii,-ll

“foolish

Why will
Godd f u!]ihlll.\"“

“ charge
_or such non-

sense

Does he not know that in God's
” every one
That “the

righteous government,
illélll be sar his own sin ?

| righteousness of the righteous shall

.mel that the
wicked shall be

I 'be upon himself ;

who |

ing but the odious and repulsive
features of infinite nonsense and in-
finite injustice.

I might have fully answered our
friend, with this closing statement
and inquiry.  If one of his servants

had stnmert agamst his taw and 1ot |

wishing to punish him our friend
should improvise a wman of straw
“as a substitute for punishment,”
and inflict upon that the penalty
due to the guilty servant, “ in order
to econserve the interests of his good
government,” don't you think that
he ought to be contined in a lunatie
asylam 7 But  if friend
“through his merey, and love,”

should crucify on the gibbet, his
obedient and loving son, as a sub-
stitute for tlu,-rmlt_) servant ; what
else would he be but a cmnlu,y,
wicked murderer?  Just like “ the
wicked hands” and “ murderers ”

of our dear Redecwmor.
And instead of being loved,

how much sorer punnhmcnt thmk

onr

f | carth.

L y
wian 78 undet, aid s governed by,
The former, Paul designates as “the

law of sin and- death,” while the

latter he ealls by antithesis, “the
law of the Spivit of Tife in Christ
Jesus ”
“keeping commandments " and “i
obwerving days snd times and Sa'
baths,” the other eer ta_iﬁly does not.

does.it consist and what is the real

I titi suite that the difference is just
as great as “ the ciretméision of tlw
cumecision of Christ.” Being govern-
ed by “the law of the Spirit of life
in Christ” Jests,” is evidently the
same as being “ under grdace,” and
the same as being “led by the

winded,” or to “have the spirit of
Christ”  For we are told that if
we “are under grace,” then “we
are the children of God” and are
“not under eondemnation;” that

God,” then ‘we are the sons of
God,” and “ to be spiritually mind-
ed, is life and peace;” and if we
have the spirit of Christ then we
are his. As statutory and com-
manded law is “ weak and begger-

4y " and “unable to make the comers

thereto perfect,” the enquiry arises,
is there any kind of *“law,” or rule

"of action that can make a man per-

fect ! Nothing but a perfect law
can make a perfect man _gnd a per-
fect law will certainly make a per-
fect man.

James speaks of “ the perfect law
of liberty,” and evidently refers to
“the law of the spirit of life in
Christ Jesus,” referred to by Paul
in Rom. 8: 2. But “liberty” is
only a state or conition of free-
dom, and is not a law, or rule of
action. Now there is but one per-
fect law, of moral and spiritual
action, in all the universe of God,
and that is the law of love. | This
law makes heaven, in the spiritual
world, and would begin heaven on
It is one of the infinite at-

tributes of God, for “God is love.

If the first consisted in J

The enquiry then arises, in what

nature of * the law of the Spirit.”

Spirit of God,” or “ to be spiritually -

“if we are led by the spirit of &
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