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PART III._THE CONSEQUENCES OF
ATONEMENT TO MANKIND

CHAPTER I.

THNIR UilIVEN.SALITY.

In this last inquiry, I must b€ e little more
lengthy than in cilhei of the former, but I hope
not-to'be too tedious. What I shall contend for,
a8 the consequence of atonement, is the universal
holiness and- happiness of rnankind, in the final
issue of thc Redeemer's ptoccss.

Before I Droceed to notice the direct proofs of
the doctrine'of the final holiness and hapbiness of
all men, I shall notice some opposing doitiines and
arguments, and endeavor to obviate thcm bf t"tip-
ture and rsason.

The first that I noticc is found in a proposition
frequently :ht".d by moderl . divines, .thus, _" &{

in the great and infinite plan of moral
11L #tr' governm€nt, consulSs .the 

'g"..test pgtli-
taJ-gsGitrd ble good to the whole system; and in

#ilO 
tba ordgi for the gpgtest posiible happiness

to be producecl, lt was nece$ary tnet
some of God's rati6nal crcahrres should be etirnally
miserable. Agreeable to which all men cannot be
saved," This- is the only ground on which an ob-
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THEIR UNIVERSALITY

iection can be stated against universal holiness and
lappiness, while we adinit the existence of an Infi-
nite Suprerne.

I cannot go into an examination of any authori-
ties on whic'h the above statement is snipos"d to
stand ; for I knoiv of none. All I cari do is to
examine the statement itself. It is'argued, agree-
ablv to thie proposition, that the infinite and incon-
ceivable miserids of the wicked, in the world to
come, will enhance the happiness of thc glorified in
heaven.

Against these statements I argue, i{ in order for
the greatest possible happiness to existr_ttre greatest
pos$ble mtsery rnust atso exist, I wish
io t.rr"tr" the lubject. Then the grop.o- If&-*f*-
sition would sand thus, in order for the idircd era

fl:lii:'-:Tf ff"J'JJT fH S "S: 
lt'sr-"

in his unlversal plan, has produced as much good as
was possible, he has also produced as mucli evil as
possible, which renders the staternent, that he con-
iulted the great$t possiblc evil, as iust as that he
consulted tf,e greadst possible go9.i. Of course,
tfiere is no more propriety in calling him good,
than there is in cailinl him bad !

If it be said I carry-this evil, or misery, too far,
evcn beyond my opponent's meaning, I will e.n-
deavor to show him, according to his
own satcment, ;ilt'l- ao;;t. 

- 
H; #i"frI

says: every degrle of misery in hell will lh?*.*
produce many degrees of happiness in
heaven ; if so, if the wretched be not made as mis.
erable as possible, t$ Alessed cannot be made as
h"ppy as possiblc ; if they are not made ar happy
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es possible, they must atperience somc w.nt I and,
of course, some misery themeelves, On the other
lr1ndr, if thc wretched be not as miserable as possi-
ble, they rnugt Iy" in possession some remaining
convenience. Then, neither the greatest possibl-
happiness, nor the greatest possiblc misery $ pro-
duced.

Almighty God, bcing put to the necessity of
making soms of his rational offspring eternally mis-

erable in order to make the rcst forever
H;b,Ilt- happq, may b., T:p*e1ted by." parelt
lutretfr. wno nas ten cnilCren, but Only provF

siong enough to prescrre the livis 6f fivc
until he could get more. In this awftl dilemma
he sits down to Eonsull- tttg greatest possible good ;
says to himsel{, if I dividJmy provisions e{ua[y
among my children, all must surely stanre to d-eath;
but by neglecting five, I can save the lives of the
other five, which-he finally conclude to do, But I
ask tfie rational, I petition the reasonable, I request
the impartial, to guess the fcelings of a fathei on
such ari occasion !- Before him arI ten children, dl
in the ip"gr of himself; he sees his own eyes roll
iq 1!rei1 -heads, hcars his own voice on their tbngues,
while his own blood frolics through their veins;
how could he malce the division ? -how could h;
decide on one for a victim ? Would hc not rather
gr". his own fesh to be their mcat, and his own
blood to be their drink, .and fervendy prey for
plenty ? But is the Almighty poor I Hai hi not
enouEh and to spane ? When the prodieal came
home-, did the faiher turn away his blrothe'r so that
hc might have a plenty for him ? Is therc not ful-
ness enough in God to satis$ the wsnts of dl his
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