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X 

ldarda begins his treatise with a definition ot aaue. C.U. 1a U7 

ant.ecedent which so af'fecta man that it beccaN aaUN. .An nmt 1n the 

�~� ot mind without a cause 1a 1nconcei'ftble to Ualrda. Foat.er 
26a 

point.a to an ambiguity in thia detinitian. llotiwa ue 'aaua•' ... 

tendn1ng the will. Is the motive an oocuian upan 1lh1ab the etfioiant 

will. acta, or an ef.fioient cause operating upon the will.? Bdlliuda' defl.­

nition gives no answer. In one term he 1ncl.nd• ettio18nt and ooouimal. 
26b 

oauaa. &hrards followed Calvin 1n din.ding the ll1ncl into faaaltiN• 

'11Dderat.and1ng, and will.. Here again a csritio1D 1a 1n order. •l'dlluda 

oonlounded the emotions, the action of whiab 1a mo•aar.r, with the will.• 

the action of which is free., and attributed t.o the latter. u a mttar 
26o 

ot Hlt~ence, a11 the necessity of the f01"1181".• Par1iher confuaim 

ruulted from the use of n1nclination", whioh ._. ued to denot.e·an emo­

tion, then 1n the same sentence to denote a voli+Jor 

abiguoua middle. Fisher adda thia NIIUiU 

1ha principal inoonaiateney of Bddwarda 1n h1a d.iaau11iOD11 of the 
subject, ••• is the failure persiatenq to identify or peraiatentQ" 
t.o cliat1nguiah voluntary and 1nToluntaey 1nclinat1ana. Inol1nat1an 
and choice are trea ted as in.dis tinguishabl• and yet the one 1a 
apaken of aa the antecedent and oauae of the other. '1be abig11-
it., of •mclination' and its 11ynonyma bu bMrl a truittu:L aouroe 
of confusion. 26d 

hall these fundamental oonsidera tiona 1lhrarda dn9lopa b1a tbear,r 

et the will. Bnry aot of the will 1a an aot ot ahoioe• ilm>l.ring al.­

tern&tiwa. It the will. 1a plaoed between two th1n811• be1aNn wtdah a 

ahoiN 1a to be made, the quNtian dn81.apaa llbat detal'ldnea t.be will. 

t.o ahoON t.be ane rather than the other? 'lbe J.ndn1•ne aid that the 
26e 

will cletara1ned. 1 t.aelt. Bdwuda -.ya the will. 1a datand.Ded b., 111e 

aoUw 1lh1ah it aat11•J17 .tollowa. 'lb8retere a paaiU.w powr 1a aaer1.bed 

te •tiwa. 'lb8y' are -.ua•• pae .... ing dfioimt aauat.lm. Upm a 

para. s-e. 
PP• 8&-88. 



perfect knowl edge of their na rure and potency, the tu tu.re action of a 

being influenced by them could be detennined. '.lhe prevailing motive 

both determines that t.ne a c tion of the will shall take place and al.so 

how it shall take place . I t does this because it possesses a certain 

attractive pcmer, or because i t is an apparent good. Since the prevailing 

motive acts as a caus e., i t i s evident that the greatest apparent good 

in any group of conflic ting appa.ren t goods will detennine the 1fill. Hence 

the maxim: the ,sill is as the greatest apparent good. It follOIIB that 

the choices of. the will are as necessary as the even ts of the physical 

world. They are ca.used by mot ives in the same sense as these are caused 

by the forces of objects and events in nature. Still this does not in­

fringe upon the libcrtiJ of man, because it leaves him so f'ar entirely 

able to do what he wills. 'ihis is the mean:mg of liberty. 'lb suppose 

that freedom means that a man can will as he wills, as the Al,n1n1ana 

claimed, is t o involve oneself in contradiction. Virtue or vice con-

sists in the nature of the choice made in any case irrespective of' its 

origin. Cormnands and threats are motives which may be employed,; but 

whatever the motives, as a man chooses, so 1s he. 
26f' 

Foster has trio further criticisms :m this oonneotion: 

'lhe application of the law of causality to the opera t1ons of the 
mind 1s in contravent ion of' the simplest facts of consciowmeae. 
• •. 'lhe fallacy of' the infinite aeries may be forced upon every 
argument touching the domain where God and man unite and the 
spheres of the f'ini te and infinite intersect. If Ed1larda ovei­
thnnr freedom by his argument, he al.so virtually overthrew the 
existence of God; for 1f' God is required as· a cause of the world, 
then a cause is required for God, and a cause for this cause. and 
so on ad infinimm. 

1he services of F.dwards by his theory of the will were manifold. 

By ascribing to motive!I causative pa119r, he want.a to make man reapcn­

sible. Edwards propounded a distinction between natural and m.on1 

26f. Foster, op. oit • ., p. 75 



xii 

ability and inability. Natural ability and inability arise from natural 

or physicaJ. cuases . In like manner, moral ability and inability arise 

f'rorn motives. '.!his dist.:inction \,as of use 1n distinguishing between 

what we might call the "can' t 11 or lactk of power, and the ncan• t" which 

1s really ''Tion' t" . 'lhe Calvinism of the early days, as we have seen, 

had no place f or any ability t.o good, and this had bad a paralysil'lg in­

fluence. Ed,1ards introduced an ability. Fisher stat.es F.dwarda' poai tion 

as follows: 

'Ille y.inian objection that, according to Calvinism, a sinful man 
cannot love God, cannot repent, is met by a denial. He 21!1 if he 

will. If it be asked, ~ he uill, the question is pronotmced to 
be absurd. He is possessed of conscience and will.; he has a 
natural a bility t o do all duty, notwithstanding the certainty that 
without the operations o.f erace, he will no't-that is, notwith­
standing his moral ability. 'lhe first is the grotmd of responsi­
bUi ty; the second, 0£ dependence. Both are absolute. 26g 

In his theory EdTiards believed that he had ndemanst.rated the absolute 
. 2& 

control of God nhile leaving freedom and responsibli ty to ~· n 

In regard to the origin of evil, Edwards had sane definite concl~iona. 
261. 

'lhe Anrdn.ians had said that necessity made the Almighty the author of sin. 

ait to Edwards the fall was like every other event in the world preceding 

from the will-a volit ion caused by motives. In the last anal.y81s these 

motives were presented by God, and 1n this sense God willed the tall. 

&:twards does not like the phrase: God willed the tall. Rather he teachea 

that God ordered the system in which sin would :intallibly came to ~· 

He draws the line of agency, and so ot the authorship of sin., at the aotian- · 

t.bat is, at the sin, making this man•s. 'lhwl God is the author ~ the SJ'llt.ea. 

man of the sin. 

26g. Fisher, op. cit., P• 401. 
26h. Walker, op. cit., p. 283. 
261. Foat.er, op. cit., PP• 6~66. 



Before lea.v:i.n g Edv1ards' theor-.1 of the will, we should like to 

clarify its concept.a nnd the dif£erenoe betffeen it and Arminianism 
26j 

by two diagrams . God, acc_ord:lng to Edwards, ordered the system in 

which man ,vas able t o IIUlke his choices. Arminisnism ignored this first 

part, tho system, and gave t o man the absolute power of choice. 1he 

diagrams follcm: 

Calvinism 

l!AN1S OOD 
CHOICE 

. ~ F?,!rllly ~ --
Anger .(&of; ~--__,cµ.,on....,.,,.,.,nimnity 

/ I 17oz'k 
LJlve 

I . Leisure 

~es for 
family . 

I I 
i I 
: I I I . I 

I 
l 
I 

l 
l 
I 

i 

I 

.Arminjanjsm 

to love-, 

tof'igh~ 

tohono/ 

'me difference between Calvinism and Arminianism 1s clear .from the 

ab099 diagrams. Note the extent of will 1n both systems. In Am1o1ao'Jn 

the choice o1' will is absolute; God is absent. ·1n Edwardean Calv1o1n 

the choice 1s Umited to the system in ·which God has placed mans Family, 

Ccmmmity, etc. In this aystem man has a choice. 

In leaving F.dwards • theory of the will, let us again note the :respm-

1ibility and activity which is given to man. &lwarda waa steering a care­

ful course betlreen the absolutA!t freedom of the Arminiana, and the 1nabil1V 

u 1 t bad been preached in New J!hgl.and. 

26j. Jlayer, F. E., Class Notes an nvoc1em 'D:,mda 1n 'Jbeologyl', P• 2. 



We now take up Edwards I on original sin, n the second great subject 
26k 

on which Fmvards entered the lists against the Amini.ans." n 'lhe 

Scr1p1:nraJ. Doctrine of ' Original Sin Proposed to Free and Candid Exmzdna.­

tion" by John '.lb.ylor of Norwich, England, appeared in 1740. In th1a 

work 'Jaylor rejected. the doctrine of the imputation of sin, and taught 

that the whole work of Chris t was comprised 1n His obedienoe. 'lhe d~ 

!rlne of satisfac t ion to justice in every form was entirely left out. 
. 

Edwards replied to this work :in his n 'Ihe Great Chriatian Doctrine of 

Original Sin Defended,1' which appeared in 1758, just after h1a death. 

V',e introduce this treatise of Edwards with a quotation frail Foste rs 

'lhe theory of the current Calvinism required the supposition that 
there r ested upon the descendants of Adam a double guilt.-tbat of 
Adam's firs t sin, imputed to them, and that of a corrupted nature 
which was truly and properly sin. 'Ihe order of the thought 18: 
first, Adam Vias made a federal head; second, his sin 1mputedJ 
third, corruption of naillre visited upon mankind; f1.n•Uy, actual 
sin in consequence . 'Ibis is the s~alled 1 1Dlllediate imputation'. 
Upon this theory there are two kinds of sin, volUDtary and involun­
tary. 261 

&iwarda had already taught that sin was voluntary. He now met.ends h1a 

position to the point ilhere all sin is voluntary. Sin is imputed not 
26m 

b.r an arbitrary decree , as Cal.vin taught, bnt u man's TOluntar,y ~ 

tiaipation 1n Adam's sin. It is imputed because it 1s the sin ~ dl 

11e11, tar they have conmd tted 1 t in Adam. • 'Ihue he extends hia doctrine, 

excludes every sin but voluntary sin, and so gi'9911 fully to New lbgland 

theology ite first great dist1ngu1shing doctrine, t.hat all 111n CCll'l81ata 

1n choice. 'lhua he comp1ets at th1a point the work begun 1n the treatlN 
26n 

Cll the 1f111 •• 

26. k. F:iaher, op. cit., p. 402. 
261. Foat.er., op. cit., P• 86. 
28a. Calv.in, Iruptitntea, Book II., Ch. 1, par. 71 8 t.be cauae ~ ~ 

tagian u, that 1 t was ordained b., Clod th& t the g:U'ta Be had ocmtnTed cm 
Ada ahaald b.r him be preserved or loet. • 

26n. Foat.er, op. cit., P• 87. 



• 

lb maintain this connection of the race with Adam, Edwarda proposes 

a theory sanewhat new. He rejects the idea that orig:lnal sin conaiste 

in a positive taint. He simply says that the Holy Spirit JIIU8t and did 

w1 thdraw fran man after his sin. 'llle result: man set himelf up aa h18 

awn standard and fell into further sin. Hereupon, either in consequence 

ot the established course o.f nature, or of a special divine const11ntion, 

the descendants of Adam were born, as he was, after hi.a sin, dest11nte o.t 

holiness., ao negatively evil or depraved, out of comn:nm1on with God, and 

certain to pursue the course of their fleshly affections; that 181 to 

fall 1n to sin. All are looked upon aa sinning in and with their camnoo 

root. God righteously withholds special influences and special cammmi­

cations .from all for this sin. As a result of this act of God's, men 

consent to Adam's sin as soon as they begin to act. Imputation .tolloa 

this consent. Edr1ards' order 1a as foUows: 1. 'lhe "constitution". 2. 

Birth of men without the spirit. 5. Positive evil disposition or sin, 

wbiah is consent to Adam's in. 4. Charge of guilt. Haw did Bdwarda 

juatity this "constitution" to himsel.f? Foster gives a fine aU111111117: 

Some things entirely distinct and very diverse are yet unit.eel by 
by the cons ti m tion of the creator so that they are in a sense one, 
as for instance the oak., a hundred years old, and the acorn. 1mm 
the identity of created intelligence depends upon the conat11ntian 
of God. Continuance of the same consciowmeas., or memory, 18 ee­
eential to continued personal identity; and yet this continued JIIIIIOry 
is the constitution of God and not the work o.t man himself'. Indeed, 
the continued existence of every created entity, whether person or 
thing., is nothing bnt the continued creation o.t God. It 1a alt.ogetber 
equivalent to an immediate production out o.t nothing at f/Very JIG nt. 
'Die continued identity ot anything 18 therefore onq the CODBiatencry 
with which God produces now what he procluoed a 11.Clll8Dt sinoeJ or it 

is the divine const11nt1on. By the same ccmatitution, Adam and the 
raae lll8Y' be the same person, and so the loss ~ Adam be the laaa ~ 
his posterity. 260 

26p 
ldwarda' contributions may be summarized in three propoai tiaaa: 

1. In the extension o.t the proposition that sin is Tolunt.ar:, aotiaa to 

26o. Foat.er, op. cit., p. ea. 
26p. Ibid., P• 89. 



the Principle that all s in :::.S voluntary action. 2. In the remcm&l from 

theology of t.'le idea that; man's corrupJ.;ion consists in a positive taint 

impart.ed to his nature . ( 'Il1e whole matter 1s explained when it 1a taught 

that the Holy Spiri. t i.a withdrawn from sinning Adam, and coITUption traced 

to this root.) B. In an idea introduced, the maintenance of the doctrine 

of the acUla.li ty o:f depra·vl ty in ma., by the aupposi tion or an establi8hed 

order 'of nature., or divine cons t it;ution. 

A fiDal. work of Edwards, ~hich deserves particular attention, 1a 

"'lhe Dissertat ion Concerning the Nature of True Virme, n published in 

1765 though writ ten ten years earlier. Foster considers this work, 
26q 

"&:hrards• principal contribution to religious thought. 0 Edwards in thia 

treatue does not con tent himself, as philosophers before him had done. 

with the inquiry: YJha.t is the abstract quality of virtue? He s e ts forth• 

on the contrar-.1, the nature of virtue in the conoret.e, or the principleo~ 

goodness. Th.in he finds to be benevolence, or love to intelligent being. 

It 1s love to the entire society of intelligent beings according to their 

rank, the amount of being which belongs to them. 'lhus it 1s a proportionate 

love; supreme and absolute as regards God• limited as regards interior 

beings. "Under this conception, ethichs and religion are inseparab~ con-
26r 

neot.ed." 'Irue love to man :ls love to him as being• m- as having being 

in himself. It is indissolubly connected• if it be real and genuine• with 

a proportionately greater love t01tard God. 1h1s benevolenoe. embracing 

in itself all goodness. is the fountain and essence ot speoifio vi.rtuN. It 

1a described as a "propensity to bein~ which prompts one to eeek the ..i-
26s 

fare of the objects loved." It is not synonymow, with delight in the 

26q. Foat.er, op. cit., P• 91. 
26r. Fisher• op. cit., P• 404. 
268. Ibid. 



happiness of others, but 1s the spring of that delight. •An nsent1al 

element in F.dwards' v,hole theory 1s a double excellence of univena.l lana 

f:irat, a rightness recognized by all men, whether they be good or badJ and 

a peculiar, transcendant love, revelled. only to the good, or cm the cood1-
26t 

ti.on of the exercise of love as a practical principle." 

'lhe disinterested love which 1s identical with virtue is the antipode 

ot self-love. If self'-love signifies nothing but a man's loving what 1s 

pleasing to him, this is only to say that he loves what he lcmta. With 

F.chrards, loving an object is synonymous with being pl.eased. with it. Bat 

the proper meaning of self'-love is reg$1"d to self in distinctim frca 

others, or regard to some private interest. Self-love inclUllea all ~ 

tiaular affections which do not involve a regard to universal being and a 

willingness that the subordinate interest should give way whenever it CCD­

petea with the interests and riflbte of the whole. 

Previous moralists had been too exclusively occupied in oanaidering 

t.be theme of virtue with simple reference to the relations ~ man t.oard 

man. •&1wards woul.d show, on the contrary., that true virtue mat 1nc;iude 

a virtuous attitude toward God himself., which is' however' the euence ~ 

religion, and woul.d thus advance to the lofty poei tion that there aan be 

no true virtue 1n the narrower sphere of wba t 1s ordinarily called mara11 "t7, 
26u 

which is not, at the same time, religious.• Fiaber believes that •t.11e 

aoientific construction of the theory of virtue, upec1ally in the place 
28v 

11biah 18Ve to God finds in it, is original. with l!'.chlarda. • 

1he principles which Edwards laid dam had a wide intluenoeJ •t:1naJJ7 
28w 

oreatecl an independent school of ethics.• 'lhe unicm ~ religion and 

26t. Fiaher, op. cit., p. 404. 
28n. Foster, op. cit., P• 98. 
28Y. Fiaher, op. cit., p. 41J7. 
28". Foster, op. cit • ., p. 101. 



m.11 

morality, the place which love to God finds in the ayate.-thelle greatly 

1nfluenoed succeeding men. F'1rthermore, ttie teaohing that arq aot 1a 

Virtuous,if it is prompted by the motive of love, made poerible an ap­

peal to repentance. 'lhe philosopher Fichte baa spoken of the work wtd.cb 

J!'dwards accomplished in the sphere of virme :Sn glmring tenna 1 

So has this solitary thinker of North Amerioa risen to the deepest 
and loftiest ground which can underlie the principle of morala1 
universal benevolence uhich is in us, as it were potent1aJJy latent, 
and in morality t o emerge into tu1l consciousness and activity, 1a 
only the effect of the bond of love, which encloses ua al1 1n 0oct.•281t 

26%. Fichte, System der Ethik, quoted in Fisher, op. cit., P• 411'1. 



1. Jonathan ~the Atc:mement 1 

Our major concern in this thesis is the doctr.1ne of the atonement 

in Rew England theology. However, what has gone before 1a eeential. to 

a proper unders tanding, not only of Edwards' views with re~ to the 

atonement, but also of the men whom he influenced. We shall take up now 

the study of the doctrine of the atonement according to Edwarda. For a 

proper comprehension of the doctrine, we shall consider it both frail the 

developnent as suggested by Fisher, and also from the excellent and thorough 

cona1deration of the doctrine by Franks. We begin with Fisher's diaouasimu 

A paper by Fd wa r ds on II The Satisfaction ot Christ" 1a one ot the 

most profound of his many discussions. He begins with the statements 

llhere there is sin., something of the nature of cooipensation 1a required• 

either punishment or a repentance, hnmiHation, and so?Tow which are p~ 

portionate to the guilt incurred. It is not possible for men to make a 

repentance answerable to the guilt of sin, due to the infinitude of guilt. 

Edwards then continues his discussion, and Fisher organj zes the diuerta ti.an 
26y 

into four parts: 

1. Chris t is .first presented as an Intercessor. As a prerequisite to 

this office, He must enter fully into the mind ot the offended party, u 

well aa the distress of the party offended. 'lh1s absolute aympatby• ~ 

titication of H:lmse1.f in feeling, with both parties• is neceaaar;y to qualify 

Bia to intercede. His intercessions, without it, would not be intelligent 

on Bia own part, or acceptable and prevailing. 

2. 'lhe aympa thy of Christ with God and w1 th man, the offended one and 

the offender, was perfected by mew of His d•th. 'lbereby it at+aSned it.a 

oonaw ti.an. 'lhen He understood fully wba t gull t 1.DYolwa I Be apprecda t.ecl 

287. Fiaher, op. cit., PP• 409. 410. 
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both the holy re sen 1:men t 0£ God, and the cr1mj naJ, ty and hopeleaa Iii. tua ticln 

of man. 

3. nie substitution of Christ was primarily in H1.8 own heart. "It 

1t88 love, which ccxnes under another• a burder, makes another'• autfering 
26s 

lot ita own, lays aside self, as it were, and becomes another.• 1h18 

inward subs ti bl tion led to, and was completed in the final act ot eel.t­

aacri.tice. 

4. By His voluntary submission to death, Christ aigniti.ed Bia abeolut.e 

approval of the righteousness of the law on both it.a penal. and ite preoeptift 

aide. He gave the strongest possible proof ot His eenae of the justice of 

the div.1.ne administration in the allotment of death to the ainner. •Being 

uaang men, and one of them, He honored and sanctioned the law both b,-

keeping 1 t, by overcoming temptation, and also by sharing, without a ~ 
l.6aa 

mur, 1n the righteous penalty which He had not personally incmrrecl.• 

1hlle Anselm and Karg had ignored active obedience entirely, &lwarda and 

h1a followers emphasized active obedience to the exclusion of the paaaiw 

obedience. 

1hia presentation appealed to certain men, because it .... •an attempt 

t.o find the moral and spir1tua1 element.a of the Aten.ant, and ttma unfold 
26bb 

ite rationale." Edwards is interested not in the quantit:y of the S.nour•a 

auttering al.one, but in the sources and meen,ug of it. "1lhile hold1ug that 

Cbriat autf'ered the penalty of sin, Edwards not onq care~ emludea 

the id.ea that He was in consciousness, or in taot, an objeot ot wra1hJ bat 

be dwell.a alao upon those apiri tual perceptiom and aperienON whiob gaw 
26cc 

11gnificanoe to the~ which He endured.• 

26a. ll'iaher, op. cit., pp. 409. 410. 
ze.a. Ibid. 
26bb. Ib1d. 
28oo. Ibid. 



s 
Franks'discussion is more comprehensive than that ot Fiaber. 

We thought it profitable to include Franks' analysis of Edward81 

28dd 
doctrine of the atonement almost in it.a entiretya 

Jonathan Edwards, " the true founder of a distinctive American 
26ee 

theology, u develops the doctrine of the work ot Christ in h18 

discourse: "Concerning the Necessity and Reasonsbleneaa of the Chr18t1an 
26ff 

Doctrine of Sa t isf'act ion f or Sin. n Fdwarda argues as follOIIB: 

"Justice requires t hat sin be punished, because sin deaernta puniah­

ment" (p. 458). Greater s:lns deserve greater p'I.Uliahment., leaa aina 1N8 

PlUliahmen t. All a ins., however, require punishment according to their 

demerit. Sin, viewed as an of'fens_e against God, 18, however, of an in­

finite demerit . God must therefore punish it with infinite pun18bment_ 

•uniess there be s omething in some measure to balance thia desert" (p. '59). 

Buman repentance or sorrow for sin can., however, never revl!trse the mdating 

balance, since sin is infinite, and there can be no infinite sorrow tor . 

sin in finite creatures. To propose that God should pardon a:1!1 becauae of 

human repentance is no different f'rom asking that He should pardon it with 

no repentance at all. Repentance 1s· required when sin 18 pardoned, not 

u amends for sin, but in view of ccnpenaation already made. 

Sin str:lkes at God. It would., if it could, annihilate H1m. ~ 

tore it must be repaid by God wit.h enmity. God, u i,uer ot the univel'H, 

muat mintain order in His kingdan. 1h18 1a Bia juatiae. Clod'• hol1nen 

alao deenda the punishment of sin. God, being holy. 1a oppONd to ain, 

and anat be at emid \y' w1 t.h the llinner. God•• antipathy to a1n amt be 

Yilibly manifested. "If' there had been ODl7 a declaration ot God'• a~ 

renoe and ~pl..euure against sin, the creature might haw bel1ft9Cl 11'.» 

26dd. Pranka• Robert s • ., A N,t.orY o,t the Doqtr1pe 91 Ile Jor1t q( 
a.z.s.t 1n it. Ecolee:1.aaY,oa]. ~-t, Vol. ll• PP•~ VJ: 'lfSlDI 

1811. niiiki, 161.d., P• • • ' • 
28ft. &!wards, Remarica on Jmpor3,ot thfo, Qa:a:1iJ:Rnrl1M, Vol. VIII, PP• 

quoted in Franke Page ref. 1Jl paren ) • 



' blllt could not have seen it., unless He should also take vengeance tor 

it.• (p. 462) God's honor requires the punishment of sin. "It w con­

sider sin as level.led a gainst C-od., not only compensative jwatiae to the 

sinner., but justi ce t o Himsel.f, requires that God should pmish sin with 

infinite punishment . 11 ( p . 465) 11 'Ihe majesty of God must be vindicated 

by punishment" ( p . 465); "unless there could be such a thing as a repen­

tance, h'UJ!dliation., and sorrmv, proportionable to the greatness ot the 

majea~ despised" (ibid.). 

'lhe Dtvine law demands the punishment or sins without a sanction it 

would be no law, but onl y counsel. · Moreover., the punishment threatened 

by the law must be executed: othernise the Law ia implicitly abrogated. 

Cod there.tore cannot abrogate His law or d1.apenae with it. It would 

be a slur on the perfect.ion of the law to abrogate it. God's authority 

would be set aside, and Hi s truth violated by the abrogation ot the law. 

"'lhe B11tisf'act ion of Christ by His death ia certainly a Tery rational 

thing" (p. 471.). 'Ihe principle of mediation is a natural principle. since 

Christ 1a said to have borne our sin,s .for us. (Ia. ss, 4. ll. 12J Heb. 9• 

28; 1 Pet. 2., 24). 

S<llll!I def'ini ti.one require to be prem1 am "By nr\t, I mean anything 

'lbataoever in any person or belonging to him, which appearing 1n the ri.ew 

of another ia a recommendation or him to that other'• regard. •t.eea. or 

afteotiona (p. 472). In short, merit 1a whatever recomende• inespeo'tift 

of intrinsic worth. "By: patron, I mean a person ot superior digni 'Q" or 

1111'1.t, that st.ands for and espouses the interest~ another• interpoa• ~ 

1areeJi h1m and a third person or par'Q', in that aapaoit,y to lldntain, Nm, 

ar praaote the interest of that other b7 h1a intluenae with the t.b1rd pel'­

ICll, :lapronng his merit with him• or interest in h18 •t.eea and reau,I 

tar that 8'Xl. And by qliept, I mean that other penan whoN in_...t t.be 



s 

patron thus expresses, ond in this manner endeavors to maintain and 

Prtmote.n (p. 475). 

lheee thin es being premised, F.dwarde now argues u tollawa I It 1a 

not unreasonable., th.at respect should be shown to one person 1n view ot 

hie union with anot}1er, or, what is the smae thing, oo account ot the 

second person's merit. In such a case the merit of the second person 

1a imputed or transferred to the first; and these persona are ao tar 

substituted, the one .for t.he other. nua 1f.1ll properly take place, 1n 

proportion to thecloseness o.f the union between the two peraona. It 1dll. 

take place, above all, where the union 1a the oloaeat possible. 

'lhe union is per f ect, when the !)a tron' s love pu ta him so f'ully 1n 

sympathy with the client, that he is willing even to be destroyed tor 

hi.9 sake. 'lhe patron' 13 intereession ldll especially avail, it he baa 

manifested his interest in hie client at his own expense. Bia hard-

ships are calculated to purchase good for his client. Such bene.ti t 1lil.l 

accrue to the client, if, above all, the patron pleads h18 cause, and a~ 

peals for him to one by whom the patron is highly regarded: thia lut 

person will naturally make t.."'ie condition that the client ahou1d gra-. 
tul.l;y recognize the great service of his patron. 

In the special case, where the patron's merit appeara 1n the capeme 

of h1a own ,rel.fare for the good of the client, auoh mq:,enee is 1n itaelt 

the price of the client• s welfare; but the metit of the patron 1a added 

to the price and gives 1 t moral value. 'lhe acceptance of the patron 1lill. 

abate all be natural, where the patron goes ao tar u to t.ake t.lw plaoe 

of the client, so far as may be consistent with keeping his merit 1n'ri.C>­

lable. If the client be an offender, the 1nt.erceaaion of t.be patron IIIUl't 

be nab aa to conserve, both his own merit and virtue, and h1a unian witb 

tbe olient. 
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demonstrating regard for his .friendand also for virtue and hol1n••• 

b dignity of the patron will na 1urally be considered. 'lhe degree of 

\Ilion with the client required will be in inverse proportion to th1a 

dignity of the patron. The amount of suffering required of the patron 

w1ll obey a similar rule. 'lhe client will be regarded u a mmnber of~ 

body, whom he loves as himself, yet not equally with hilllself. "A man l.ona 

h1a littJ.e finger as himself , yet not equally with the head; but yet with 

the same love he beard for himself, according to the .place, meaaure, and 

oapaoi ty of the little f inger." ( p. 4 79) 1he last requ.1.ai te 1a a perf'eot 

cohesion of the client with the patron, or in a ~ord, he m.uat have omplete 

faith in him. Then the intercession of the patron can have no improper 

consequences. These t hings apply to the case of mediation between God 

and man. 1he Media tor here must undertake the debt ot men, and bear i ta 

penalty. 

'lh1a Christ did. "Christ suffered tho wrath of God for men'• a:1D8 

1n such a way as He was capable of, being an infinitely· holy Pel"llon, who 

inn that God was not angry with Him personally, but intinitely lond 

Bia• (p. 481). He could not bear the wrath of God 1n the same 891111e u 

the wicked in hell, who realise God's hatred of tbaL •Chriet therefore 

oouJ4 bear the wrath of God in no other but thee• two -.ya, vis. 1D 

haTing a grea t and clear sign of the infinite wrath of Ood againat the 

aina of men, and the punishment they desel"'ftJd; and 1n enduring the etteota 

of t.bat wrath." (p. 481). 

Aa to the firat point, Chriet doubtless had a clear riew 1n Bia lut 

nttering, both of the hateful nature c4 the sin of an, and of t.be ~ 

tul puniabment of sin. For, on the one hand• the 11811.sniV of sin wu nnwr 

IO apparent u when men crucified the Son of God. Qi the othm" hand, the 

•iaht of_ the evil of sin, the enduring of temporal d•t.h with auoh exta WI 
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extreme pain, God hiding His face, the dying a death that wu by God'• 
appointment an accursed death, the having a sight of' the malice and tri­

umph or devils, and the being forsaken of His friends,-all. cmbined to 

preset to Christ a striking view of the punishment of' sin. •Now the 

clear View of each of these things must of necessity be inexpressibly 

t.e?Tibl;y to the man Christ Jesus." ( P• 482) 1h1s clear view of' s:m, un­

t.lanced by the sense of God• s love ( since God forsook Christ), waa 

infinite pain to Him. 'lhis was His bearing of our sins, in diatinction 

frca His bearing the Divine wrath, which consisted :m His sense of' the 

dreadfulness of the punishment of sin. 'lhe latter, Christ bore through 

Bia pity fr,r, and sympathy with, the elect, firingthe idea of' their pun-

1ahmen t 1n His mind as if it were His own; and here, again, He 11811 un­

cmforted by any sense of Divine love. 'lhe same 1.deaa, however, which ao 

distressed the soul. of Christ, were the motive power of' Hla endurance or 

such suffering. 'lhe more He hated sin, and pi tied thfJ elect, the me>ra 

1181 He engaged to honour God, and to sqve the elect by His suffering. 

Christ was personally sanctified in His au!.f'er:mga, Bia enmity to 

sin being increased by His ezperience of' its bi ttemess, and t.he a1trciae 

of Bia obedience or holiness tending to increaale the root of' 1 t :m Bia 

nature. "'lhough the furnace purged away no d.roes, yet it :mcreued the 

preciouaneas of the gold; 1 t added to the f'ini te holineaa ot the hUllllll 

nature o.f' Christ" (p. 485). 'Dms He was sanctified, or ude perlect 1n 

Bia IUf.f'erings, and so wa a prepared ~r the high degree of glor,- and .107 

t.o llbiah He was to be e:x:a1 ted.. 

Cbrut alao endured. the effects of God's wrath. ·~ .... a ft17 

Y1aible hand of God :m letting men and devil8 looee upon ma at nob a 

rat.a, and in separating Him for His Olll'l di.ao1ple8 •••• Besida, it wu an 

lffMt o.f' God's wrath, that He forsock Chriat" (p. 485). '1be aaq a. 

ti.an of the aacriticial system of the Qld ._tamnt 18 that 1 t WU 
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ordained as a type of the sacrifice of Christ. For there could be no 

real atonement in the Old '.Iestament sacrifices, yet they were organised 

to be perfonnen with the greatest pomp, expense, and trouble; what oould 

be 1he reason for i t, but that they were typical of the true atananent? 

nte idea of satisfac t ion :involves only the equivalence of t.he pun­

iahment suffered, and the union between Christ and others which made it 

PoSsible for Him to be their r epresentative. By Christ's satiafaotion 

the law is .fulfilled independen t1y of His merit or excellency. • 'lhe 

blood of Christ washes away sin. So it is represented in the Scripture • 

.&t, although the blood of Christ ,vaahes away our guilt, it is the Spirit 

of Cbriat that 1'/ashes away the pollution and stain ot sin. However, the 

blood of Christ washes also from the filth of sin, as if purcbaaes aan~ 

tification; it makes way for it by s a tisfying, and purcbuing it by the 

merit of obedience i mplied in it."(p. 489). 

"Late philosophers seem ready enought to own the great importance 

of God' a maintaining s tca.dy and inviolate the l.&118 of the na tura1 world. 

It may be worthy to be considered, whether it is not of as great, or 

greater importance, that the law of God, that great rule of righteouaneu, 

between the supreme mora1 Govemonr and His subject.a, should be ~inta:Saed 

1nviolate• (p. 489). No argument against the necessity of strict aatia­

faotion can be drawn fran the fact that human rulers amaet:fmea dispenae 

111th their own laws, forbear to execute them, and pardon otf'enden withoat 

the IUf.fering of a substitute. Human juatioe 18 impertecta Di'f'ine 1a perfect. 

hanks declares that 0 Fdwarda discourse is no •re reproduct:lan ~ 
26gg 

the traditional Protestant theology." It aontaiml gendnal t.houghta, 
2Slh 

all of 'llhiah have reau1 ted n in important dtmtlopaent.a in modem tbeol.oa • • 

hlnlm list.a the folloring: 1. A perfect repentance on man'• part might 

26gg. Franka, op. cit., p. 188. 
28bh. Ibid. 
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haft sufficed to satisfy for sin: 0£ such a repentance sinful man waa, 

however, incapable. 2. Christ's sufferings 1n bearing the D:l'Vine wrath 

and the burden of human sin are to be understood paychologica1J7 tbrou.gb 

Bia sympathy with, and pity :for, men. It was not, however, 1mpoeaible 

for Him, as an in:fini tel.y holy person, to bear the veey paina of bell to 

be endured fy the damned. 5. Christ Himself' was perfected by Bia aut­

feringe, "the exercise o:f His obedience or holiness tending to increaae 
2611 

the root of it in llis nature. n 

2. Joseph Bellamy 

'1he second name on the list o.f those who have suggested the &lwardean 

theory of the atonement if Joseph Bell.an;y., the pupil and friend of the 

2611. Franks, op. cit.,p. 189. 


