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A LETTER TO THE READER
Chriation Resder,

I =mowitia mnan the case, when s parson takes =
new work in hend, he cests his eye over the title page,
ard if he find no word on it that ipdicates erae aentiments;
and the name or deoomination of the suthor ba agreeable, he
may think of having patiencs to cead it; but, being something
in B harry, passes slightly over the preface, supposing it 1o ba
of little consequence. But what sensations may hava struck
our mind, on reading the tittls of this bock, end finding it to
the intention of the author to prove the doctrine of weiver
aal holiners and inera, through the mediation a.nd_pnwar
of atoning grace, I catnot say; sver, [ would Invite you
to read, with candor and attention, not only this letter, bt
the whole of the work, and make wp your judgement
afterwards.

Maaoy circumsteices might ba mentioned, which, in thair
asacciation, bave induced me to write and publish the follow-
ing tresting; but I cen pay, with peapriety, that the ceniral
object was that, in which I always find most happinesa,
¥iz. to do what I find mest nevessary, in ordor fo resder
myself most ueefisl to mankind.

have, from mijﬂ“ljn;‘mth’ beop much In the habit of
uiring into the things of religion, and religous sentiments;
have, for a2 pumber of yesrs, seen or thought I saw,
great incopsislencles, in what has, for a long time, passed for

orthodoxy in djnu?.

The i?'m, that stn in inflnite, and that it dessrves an in-
finite punisbment; that the law mgmad In infinjte, and
foflicts an infinlte panalty; axd that st Jehovah took
on himeelf 8 natural buiy of flegh end blood, azd actually
gufferad death o & craes, to !.u‘b.uf}l' hils infinite juuﬂm, and
therehy save hin creatures from endless misery, are ideas
which appear to me to be unfounded in the nature of reasen,
and unzapported by divine revelation. Such potions have,
in my opinion, werved to derken the human understandin
and obecure the goapel of eterpal life; aod bave recdered,
what I esteem es divine revelation, a subject of discredit to
thousands, who, I believe, would never heve condemped the
scriptares, had it not been for those groas absurdities being
eontendad for, and the seriptures forced to bend to such sig-
nifications. Christisn anthors and preschers have Inbored
much to dissuads these whom they havecsosed todisbelive the

Christian religion, from their infidelty. But, in this case, the
aeif has Jost its suvor, become good for nothing, aod is trodden

0
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under foot of men, who are fos sennibie to believe ths un |
ressonable dogmas lioposed on the world, either throogh er '
ror, or design, and sanctionad by tradition ; and fso nalieniive

to mearch the seriptures faitbiully and insparsially, wherelny

they migkt have learned that those errors were neither in

thetn, nor supported hg' them. One particular object, there-

fore in this work, is, if possible, to free the scripture doctrine

of atonament from those incumbranoces which have done it

so much injury; and open a door at least, for the subject

to bs lovestigaied on reasonable grounds, and by fair argu-

ment,

I we admit that our Creator made us reasonable beings,
.we ought, of course, to believe, that all the truth which is
nocensary for our boiief', in ot voly reasonable, but reducilde
to gur undersiendingy.

It order to 2ome at thie subject of stonement, so a8 to heve
light mﬁnu:ﬁy shining along the path which I iutend to
veenpy, 1 fonnd it necessary to show my reasons for not ed-
woitting the doctrine, on the od on which & la usually
argued;: to do which, I foond [ muet, of necessicy, show, that /
the common notion of the isfinily of #in 1s anfoundsd in truth;
and of coursa, avery pence deducible from such an er-
ror,; equally unfounded and unsupperted. It mey seem not
n Hitla strab ge, 1o aome of n};i readars, that 1 dispute the #n-
_Enity of the law aguinet which sin is committed; as all unho-

tead npat be, aither in undon or disunion, witﬁ the sternal
law of holiness and divioe purity. Butif the reader will take
& litile paios ta observe particulody, it will appear plain, that /
no being can stané amenable to a law sbove his capacity,
And sg the cresture i finile, in his earthiy charaeter, in which
character cnly, be is, or can be a sinnec, it is not reasonuble
e ug; that he stands 1menabic to an iofinite law, Or if the
jaw be infizite, the eceountability, in 3 moral sense, can eX-
teod no farther then his know! of this Jaw axtends. Buot,
as the render will find, in thin work so much of the divioe
law of perfection, ea the cremture ohtaing s knowledge of,
{which, is eomparison to the whole, is no mere then a shad-
0% to & substance) 2 ihe law which he violates by his sin. .
And though we may speak of the sin of igonorance, i can
amount to no more ian the production of a virtuous inten-
tion thwarted by ignorance, or the same principle by which
the beaxts of the field, the towla of ths air, and the fsh of the
sea, gratify their various inclinations snd sppedtes. And [ F-
do not think my resder will wish t¢ bave me prove that ench
lil.'lIii rot infinite. 3 aini of slo. Tth 5

n my argumisnt on the cavee, or origin of sin, I thought it

necessary to hint a [ittie on the general idea of the lugjih
endeavoring to show the want of propriaty in what is com
meoaly contended for; end [ have sought for the rise of unboly
temptations in the covstitutions of earthly and finite beings.
I have snduavored, also to trace the causes and consequences l
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of sin (s 5in) so ns to determine the finiie natare of all which

belongs to sin 88 couse and consequence. In any sense, in
which it can be paid that Gon is %g_mb%r_gg_ﬁ_ﬁu_
whalever, | ing. ¥ cannot be sn.  And w

any sense, in whick any action, or eveni, can be said to be

2 ey, Gup watisf be coneigered the

PR
lx_' In all the statements which 1 beve made of the doctrinal
idens of others, 1 have beean careful to siate oo more than
what 4 have read in wuthors, or beanl contended for im  *
praaching, or conversation; and if 1 havs, in any instance,
done thust deas any lmjustice, it was oot intended. The
reason why I have not quoted any aathor; or apoken of any
denomination, is, [ have poet felt it to Le my duty sor incline-
tion, to wWrils AZAINRT &NF Nams, of denomination, in tha
world; but my vhject has boen, what I pray it ever may be,
to contend against error, wherever [ find ir: and to receive
troth, and suppoet it, bet it come frore what quarter it mey
For the aake of eape, however, in writing, I reasoned with
iy dppeneat, oppaser, or slfedtor meaning oo one in G-
ar, but sny one who uees the arguments, and smates the ob-
jectinas, Wwhieh 1 bare eduléavored to angwer, It is very
robable, that some may think me too ironical, and, in maoy
ifstencens, toc sovers, on what [ call errgr,  Bot 1 find it very
difficuit to expuse error, ko 88 to be understood by all, without
carrying, in many iostancen, my erguments in such n form
as may ot be egrecable to these who belinve in what I wish
to correct, 1 -coofess I ghould have been glad 0 bave writ-
ten, on Bl my inquires, so as not-to have displeassd sny, but
te have pleasad :ll, could [ kave dome it, and acoomplished
main design; bot thia | was persurdad would be diffienlt
i have, thara'gora paid particolar attention o sothing bat wy
main object; depending om the goodness of my resder to
on what may be disagreeebla, in manner or form, s in -
adyerteneics.

‘What I bave written on the subject of the T'rémiy, in
mainly to show the render in what Light 1 view the Mediator,
that iy generalidens of atonentent may be the essier under-
stood,  And though I think my cbjections and Argumcnts,
against the cormmon idea of three distinot persona in the God-
head, who are equol in power and glory, to be unanswerable;
¥ot it was not my intenticn to attend to a full refutation o
:ii::gn ideas, as this was to havg lod tos far from our main/
object.

b ;Elpuuum of Tnivernalimn have gemerally written and

conten a:%lnm #t the docirine, onder ar eotire mistaken no-

tiom of it. T'hay have endeavored tn show the absurdity of
believing that men could be received into the kingdom of
glory and ; ir zina; which ne wnaversalisd
ed. In thiz work, | have endeavored to meke ma

fair a statement, of what [ call Universalism, as I was able;
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and it stands on such grownd, that the propriety of 't can no
more be disputed, than the propriedy of universal Aoliness and
reconssiiation to Perhaps the reader will sey, bhe has
raad a number of suthora on the doctrine of Universalism,
and finds considerable differance i their aystemms, That 1
acknowledge is true; but alt agree in the main point, viz.
that unfpersal Aoliness and s in the t odfect of the
goepel plan.  And an for the different ways in which individ-
pals may balieve this work will ba done, it proves nothing a-
gainat the main point; but proves, what I wish could be prov-
ed concerning other Christian deneminstions, that they
hawe sel gp ne stendard of their own, to ceuse all 1o bow to,
or b rejected as heretice. We feel our own imperfections;
ws wish for evary ooe to seak with =] his might after wis-
dom; aod let it be found where it mey, or by whom i may,
we humbly wish to bave it brought to light, that all may

eujoy it; bat do not feel authorized to mn an honeat in-
nuirer after truth, for what be bellayes different from & ma-
jority of ae.

A faw asntonees, which the rapder will And towerds tha
alose of this work, which have refersoee 1o 3 poninhment
after death, may canse him to desire more of my idess an
the mubject.

The dectrine of puniahment after death, bas, by mecy sble
writern, been conlended for; some of whom have argned such
punishment to be endloss, end others limited. But it ara
to me that thay have taken wrong ground who have andeay-
ored to luﬂmrt the Injter, er well aa theae whe have labored
to prove the former. They bave both put great dependenca
on certain figarative and prrabolical expressions, or passagos
of seriptare, which they sxplaén, a0 an to canse them to-al-
lude to such an erent. It appears to me, that they heve not
sufficiently attended to the asture of sin, so as to learn its
punishment to be produced from u lew of necessity, apd not
a law of penally, Had thay sest this, thay would also have
seen, that a perpetuity of pucishment must be connected with
an equal continaance of sln, on the same ﬁ:uﬁp]a that an
effect is dependent oo its cagse. Who in the world woald
contend, that 8 man, whe had mnned one year, eould iats
his guiir, by nin:l.'ling five more, with greater turpitu af
heart? State the punishment, say a thousand years, for a
elnner who dies in pnbelisf, What js it forl %l} for his
incorrigildeness in thie world. Well, does be commit sin
durng thess thonsand years! Burely, oz he could not be
missrable. Then I ask, if it take a thousand years punish-
ment in another world, to reward the sioner for, say fifty
yoary of sin in this, how loog muet he be ished, after-
waris, for the sin he commits during the thousand years?
The punishment, or sufferings, which we endare, in conse-
Ell;wnw of sin, is not a dispensation of any pensl law, but of

e law of necersily, in which law, as long s a cause contin-
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used, it produces i effects. Therefore, to prove & man will
eufter condemnation for sit, at thiry, E‘nrtjr, or yoars of
age, it would be necessery Lo prove ihat be would be a sinner
et that time, or those times. So, in order to prove thata
man will be miserable, after this mertel life iz ended, it must
first be proved that he will ain In the next state of exlstence,

It ha= been argued, by many, that the doctrine of future
punishrant, or misary, is & Necessary doctrine to dissyade
men from committing sin, whick surely sorprises me. To
tell a person who iz in fove of Hin, that i he does not imma-
diatel mrraiu.w@ﬁmm_lms fime,
wotld be brue, ; But would e woid of forea to dissuade
i frorewitst K6 18 in fove with. I believe, that ss long &s
ill be migernble, e thut toe Jongzer or short-

r tﬁa!w
gw:l_iﬁ%m_'_'a_h_ﬁqvns they cedse Trom s, they begin to

5
EYperisnce diving en pyipent. —
; ¢ ‘BCTipture speaks of the times of the restitution of all
things, but does oot inform us their nomber, o their dura-
tion. It alzo speaks of the fullaery of Hmer;, but gives us no
date, ot durntion of tham, ’

I bave odt stated 20 many objections ageinst the ductrine
which | hava labored to prove, es many of my readers may
wish 1 had, oor 0 many &8 I should hare been gled to, way
it mot for swelliog the work to ‘more of au eXpepsive gize.
But I hare slated, snd sodeavored to enswer the moat fre-
queit objections, atd thosa go which my opposcrs puc the
wost dependence; amd I should have taken grent sztinfaction
in communicating many more argoments, both from reason
snd scripture, in fevor of universal holiness and bappiness,
thnn I hava, was it nut for the reagon assigned in the other
cang. However, if those objeetions which I have taken no-
tice of, sare soswarpd :ln the reader’z ulﬁﬂf&ﬁtiﬂn,l other
scriptures, generally uaed am or ent againat the selvaticn
of .P]?E mnf:rill nﬂfha bard to mndu?-fmnd, a8 not unfa-
voreble to the doctrine.  And as for the procfs which I bave
deduced from seripture and ceasan, [ iave them entirely
conclesive; but if' not, more of the zame kind would not be.

The reagon [ have not particularly ex nined those para-
blea of the New Testament whick [ have otcagion to 0o-
tice, in this work, is, my Notes, of which, mention iz made
on the title page of this book, are before the puldic, and con-
tain my idess on most of the parehles spoken by Christ,

A question may be ﬂ.ﬂkﬂipbj many, which has labored
much jo my mind, respecting the propriety of publishi
books on nﬁvinit}r, when we profesa to believe in the bo
called the Bible, that it containg afl which we mesn to com-
municate &8 truth, in matters of religion; on which ques-
tion I am determined for myself, that the gnstgzl of Jesus
Chriet would have been botter understoud, had the bible bean
the only book ever read on the subject. And though ! doubt
oot but many authors have dune grest justice to thoss sub

e



