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PREFACE,

Tae ArquueENT, which eonetitutes the firat part
of this Book, was read before the Congregationa]l Union
of the West Riding of Yorkshire in the spring of 1858,
It was of course mever desirmed to be exbrustive. Its
appearsiios, in its present fortn, i oobnezion with a
defenzive Appendix, is owing to the publieation of three
Disecowrses which were, dehi'ereﬁ in reply by the Rew.
T, Hincks, B.A, Umtarlar- Mimahr of Leeds, If the
intergets of Divine truth are advsnced by a controvergy
which the Author has not wgrtad, but dore not shun, he
will be satisfied

Havvax, Auyuas 1655,






The Atonenvent ;

ITE RELATION TO PARDON.

I a¥ not quite sure that I heve rightly understood the
precisa ides of those through whose kindness T find myself
in this posifion fo-day. The subjact on which I was requested
to prepars & paper for this, our annuel pathering, was con-
veyed to me in this broad and neked form —Saerifios,—ond
for & while T wea not mmaturally thrown into considerable
bewildarment. Waa I intended to bring before you an
dlaborato investigation inta the origin of Saarifics, with the
wiew of sdjusting the claims of rival theories which sssert it
respertively to be from heaven or of men, and to trace ite
various modiflcations among the differont nations and tribes
of the earth? Or wos T to enter intp & philoscphical
examination of the prineiple of Sacrifice, and sttempt a
decisive aljudication betwesn the opinigns, (if, indeed,
their nebulons consistence entitles them to so positive n
donomination) of what are etyled the ndvanced school, and
the more tangible opinions of thoss who still “stand in the
way and seek for the old paths ¥ Or waa I to present o
eritical history of the controversy wo far as the accessible
matérials for euch a history are sufficiently numercus and
exact to worrant the attempt? Or was I to confine myself
to the mimple ohject of defending. the real, placular, sub-
stitutionary character of the Savicur's death, from thoee
rocent attacks which, with much mysticiem, have sought
to accomplish the end which a more hopest and gheia-
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2 THE ATGNRMENT ;

epeaking Unitarlanism has sbortively contemplated for cen-
turien? Such was my perplexity, ond it was only after
prolonged and prayerfal consideration that T determined,—
without selecting any one of thess topics for exclusive and
gyatematic treatment, and thue being seduced into the com-
position of o lengthened treatize instead of o brief paper,—
to bring a8 far a8 posaible Into one view the miscellanevus
ergnments by which, in my judgment, the death of Christ
is avouchod to bonrepl and not e Sgurative, o divinely
intended and pot a caual, 4 vicarious aund atening, and
not merely nor chiefly an exomplary and an attosting death.

1 am not insensible to the dimdvantages connected with
such a deeigion. Tt saorifices to & conmidersble extent that
unity which iz no meun charm in any production. It bora
also thorough exhaustivenesa of treatment, and consequently
logves cnt of socount hoth soma objections to the truth and
the arguments by which they may be met. But no deci-
Eion conld, in the circumstonees, hove combined all advan-
tages without sny drawback; snd, unless I groatly misin-
terpret the epirit and convictions of my hrothren, they will
find in tho sepoct of the times amyple justifleation of the
form which this paper assumes.  Unity of one kind it will
posessa.  Tta ofject in one, and that i3 to indicste both by
eonsiderations familiar, and by coneiderstions less trite, but
of immense and, I believe, aunclusive value—the redomp-
tivenees of our Saviour's death. And if the object i= one,
B0 too 18 the spirif in which I write, for words can but feebly
embody my desire that we may all be mercifully pre-
perved from fnlee and shadowy apprehensions of this
fundamental doctrine. For apprehensions ench as these
cannot fail (such is the canstitution of the humen mind) to
thaw down the ginews of all carncstoess, to make the lan-



ITE RELATION TG PABDON. 3

gunge of Beripture, if we use it, a mers jugglery on our
lips, to dwarf into comperative unimportamoe every other
vital doctrine, and to alienate so fearfully from our work
the Spirit of God, that there will neither be heard in our
churches the cry of sinners for salvation, nor the song of
the sainta on their pilgrimage to heaven.

There is a wonderful confraternity in error, beenuss
there ia o wonderful unity in truth, snd hence it is that
when o man rcjeets s contrel and controlling verity he
cannot loog {exeept by a strange inconsistency) maintain
his faith in othet and velsted truthe. He has thrown one
truth awey, and ther thoss which lay next to it, which wers
fitted inte it, are eoen o have signifiennt sbapes which have
we meaning, unless they are eitached to the rejected truth,
end ns that im gome, thoy too must ge. But still the
proceas of abmegation is not ended, for other trutha remain
t0 be apcounted for, They indicate by their forms that they
are but parts of e great whols, bat ag the most important
part of that whole hes been flung awny, if is inconvenient
1o vetain them, and thus quickly or dowly, according to the
rapidity with which the man sees the logical conseguences of
bin position, he boeomes the vietim of universal sceptioism.
These remarks have peenliar force in their application to
trutha of @ epiritunl charaster, and which bear upon the
heart, for in tuch & casa they have to encounter a depraved
opposition which feels & speeial interest in elosing the door
oguinst every dontrine which tends to humbla the prida
and selfeufficioncy of man. The doctrine, then, to the
elucidation nnd enforcement of whieh the present paper is
devoted, is not of & sevondary and unimportant character.
Nor is it a motter so purely apeculitive that it exerts no
influence on our life aod desting,  And as Iittle s it &
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truth which has no traceable articulations with otler truthe
revealed in Seriptura. It i3 the most prominent doctrine
of the Bible. It is the centrul froth, the denial of which
throwa the whole fabrio of spiritmal truth into disinte-
gration and oollapee.* It suataina the functione of the heart
to every other verity in the Chrisilen schems, giving to it
life and power. It is the sun in the henvera of revolation,
around which other dootrines revolve, and from which they
derive their light. If God bz nod revesnled this fet—ihat
we are eaved throuph the subatitutionary work of Christ—
hie has revealed nothing, or the revelstion hea bosn clothed
in much deceptive langueme as to necemitats bewilderment
and migtake, and that wbich should have been a sleady
lamp to cur feet end light to cur path, coly lpads us, like
an dgnis faduus, Into quagraires of error and despair. The
graat Reformer styled the dastrine of Justification by faith
the articls of o standing or & falling Chureb. If one may
vary and exiend his figure, justification and sunetification
are the two gloricus pillars which stand at the eotrance of
Heaven, but the wioning death of Christ ig the fonndation
on which baoth, and both equally, rest.  Without this they
stand on air. ‘They are smpty theories, aboot which men
may speek, but which can never come into actusl existence
in a world of sin. The Divine philosophy of the Word of
God in thiy,—without redemption there iz no forgiveness,
without forgiveness there is no panctification of character
and life, for thare i& no root of gratitude from which it
cn grow,

The firet argnment we shall present with the view of
establishing what T do not shrink from characterising as
the orthodex notion of the Seriptare doctrine of sacrifice

* pew pote (A Appendlx,



