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E"ver since Jonathan idwards re:rused to let ·the Armlnlans pass by without; 

subjecting the~ to hla searohi:ng loglo, questions whloh before had ,een 

pondered and prQbably solved ln the solitude ot ooatleas studies, ware now 

bel?JtJ thrown lnto tho rlrg and dlsousae·d by almost everyone. After,all~ ffiare 

ls nothi~ more exhilerati11g than an open tormn discussion or agitate~tlons 

and besides, thls uaually leads to a deflntte result;. So that la the 

situation hare. Before Hopkins publlehed hls system ln 17931 he pasaed tbru 

a series of controversies, which began already ln 1759. We ommot 4laoua 

them ln detlll, but we do want a few of the maln facts. 

The issue was that of the coml11o or sln lnto the world. Bell~ bad 

dlscus~ed Lt in his Permiasltn of Sln, and now Hopkins took it up by 
-,.,. • .&;, 

publlshing his views in a tract, 1n which he showad that sin was an advantage 
4 

to the Un iverse. Shooki:ng? Indeed it wasl But it was onl..v a restatemen~ or 
.:..ts" 

the same views Bellq, had e:xyresaed but a short time before. This led into 

hls long cha:pter on the Decrees of God, which will be reviewad ln a tew -

moments. 

Hopkins soon got lnto another al'BQlll8nt with Dr. Jonathan ldayhew, f~or _ 

of the West ChU1"Ch ln Boston, on the quastion of Begeneratlon. !J!ha latter 

was a substantial Pelaglanlat and he til'IDJt attacked the p:revalent dootrlm 

of Inability, which even now already was be111g supplanted by lts 0p!)oslte. 

Jolnl:ag with him ln thls setto was the Rev. Jedediah llllla of Ripton, Oonn., 

who aired hla IJelaglan views ln A.p Ipqulry Copqemtpg the State gt tha 

Um:pgaparata unA,r tha Gospel. In the same ya81" (1'1&71 the Bev. Ito••• 
Bem:nlnway ot �W�e�l�i % �,� l!a••• Jolnad the debate wlth �h�l % � Sann Be:rmgpa op tba 

Obllgatlop --- of tba Uw:agaparata tp labpur tor tha lieat; :O,lgh IPAPDth -· 

!l!he �e�s % �e�n�t�t�a�l� po1nt ot dif'i8erenoe betwen. these •n and Bopklna ,..s 

not the bare dootrlnas of lnablll ty and .AbllUy. !o �B�o�p�l�d�n % � tbe c1Dol:rlna Of 

InabUUy waa oe1"1ia1n.ly a patalJ'•l»g one am a •re~ of' Ll•••• Bu, tbe 



point \Ta& thls1• Hopkins' opponents 118re substantial l>elaglanlsts and as •uah 

l l 
A~ 

ns sted that man's tree wlll extended also to spl~ltual matters, and that he 

co~ld or hls own free wlll accept the g race ot God and salvation. In whlch 

wav dld Hopklna disagree? Some ten !)ages of the ft.rat volume ot hls •"•11em 
~ ....;t->' devoted to the subject ot Bege:aeratlon, and the points whlch he brings out 

sometrhat as f'ollowsa Regeneration la an lnatantaneoua aot I in: whlch man~• 

no part whatever. 'l!he only true cause 111. God, who works, not on the 

Undsrstapdipg of ~. slnae that has not ·been corrupted by sln, but on the 

.lllll or the heart, whlch la ln all respects totally corrupt. 'l!he author 

takes great pains to clte man:, Scripture passages provl11g thl• last polnt. 

In thla respect man has no ablllty whatever. 'l!he act ot resepratl.on la an. 

lmnedlate act of t he Holy Ghost. For e~le, ln Paul's dlaouaalon wlth 

Lydia, lt was not thr~ Paull that rege:aeratlon was brought about, slnae she 

kne-r, not what be was talki:cg about. But the Hol y Bplrlt ti.rat enllghtened 

her heart, and then abe could understand the apostle. 'l!hla operation ot tha 

Roly Spirit was altogether imperceptible. It was only the ettagt; (her 

'lmderatandlng of the words of Paul) t~t aha could e:z:perlenae. 

Now we corr.a to a gross error of Hopltlna, tho lt 1'11Dwa hla conelatemy 

wlth the theology of Calvln. He squ-

11'.l!here are lncieed promises made to the church that God wlll pour 
out hla S.plrlt, and regenerate almiers1 but no lndlvldual, UDCOnve-rtej,, 
alnner can clalm thla promlae, as lt la not made to hlm ln partlcular.1'bJ 

In the prevlows sect lon the polnt was 11811 made that thl■ grace of God ,... 

altogether undeserved. But that lt la at the same tlme unpromlaed la 

decidedly unscrlptural, tho lt ls conalatent wlth the Oalvlnlatlc notion of 

the doctrine cf Electlon. 

Now then Hopltlna show that thla act of ~generat lon la not at all 
-.. 

lnoonalatent with Ll'bertJ'■ !l!he grace of God la not lrrtalatlble. Ba.ti attiez• man 

has 'been. regenerated, he APPDg• himself', a prooeaa whloh Bopldu eT14edlJ' 



26. 

coDi'uaes wlt~~tlflcatlon, tor.he says lt continues thru 11~e until c!eath. 

Here are hls words on the nature of freedom ln thls connect lone--

" Antecedent to regeneration, man acts freely. \Vlth great strength 91_ 
1ncl1nat1on and oholoe hls he art opp.oses the law of' God, and re.1eots fJte 
gospel, aeeklng himself' wh.0117. And when the lnstan.taneoua, 1mnedlate 
energy of the Holy Spirit rell8WB his heart, ha turns abou~, and loves 
and chooses what he hated before; and e:urclses as real freedom ln hla 
choice and pursuit of' that whlch he oppo~es and re.1ected." (aJ. 

On the quesuoz+,t Ortglnal Sln, Hopkins ls samewhat ln agreeme:at wlth 

Edwards. He believes that all sln. ls v.oluntary,, and that the posterity of' 

Adam becomes gullty of' hls sin by consentl'l!g to hls ·aln and by a unlon ~f' . -heart to hlm as a transgressor. 4!hus he really ~elleves that there ls no sln 

but actual sin. He stoutly malntalns that we do not .receive the sin of' Adam 

merely as a punishment, while we ourselves are innocent. ~here la a 

mysterious connection betwaen Adam and bls posterity by which every man 

consents to hls sln. He thus assign twtireasons w~ aan be held accountable: 

Flrst, the fact that our sln i s also Adam's doesn't make it less 9urs1 am 

second, the natural moral ·depr~vlty ls ,our own.. 

What about the dlvlne dec:ree ln tbe production ot slnf'ul oholces? 

Hopkins replies by sa:,lz,g .in e general way that God's decrees a.re tl:ud, but; 

·Rlth the provls!on that man's freedom ls securad~ Bla decrees are dependent; 

on the agency of man. The time of' man's death, row ezample, ls not f'l:ud so 

absolutely that be wlll llve until then retarclle■s of the llf'e he leada. But; 

the question at ls.sue ls this, Bow could God foreordain evll'? '!hla ls a 
~ ...,tft\o 

decided mystery, wblcb no man can answer. But Bor.,Jtlns dran the same comu.ualon 

a■ ~ld Bellaq,, tor he maintain■ that evil must be neceasary tor the gnatest 

general good. God always. does what 1s beat. Therefore, by peni.lHlng ■ln, 

he mu■.t have f'elt that ID8llkln4 :woulc} 4erlve some good wblch tbey would not; 

have itarlved othenlae. Thla l•• of' oo~■e, a :rational att;empt; to e~la·ln 

one of' the greatest myater1es ln fiheology. We ommot atif:ellll)t to ent:e:r suah 

prof'om:i.d realms and ezpeot: at arrlve' at a 4etlnltle oanalulcm.. Yet Bapll:lna 

( o·I Ibld. P• 460. 



26. .LIUUI 
• 

doeen' t seem to thlnk l.t le blasphemous to say tha! Cod toreordalned alD, ln 

that sense that lt was done that good mlght result. !!!he notlon ot blasphemy, 

he says, ls onlJ c false assooletlon of ldeas. There are, tor example, m9D1' 

thlngs that decldedly shocked the senslbllltes of our toretathers but which 

do not phase us ln the least. !!!he Jew~ would under no olrsmnstances~ ~. 

the !l!etragranmaton, substltutl!J6 ~_pa.J whenever lt occurred. But chuglJJg 

t lmes brl:cg abo12t changl:ng vlewpolnts. !!!he same ls true ln the case ltlttore-u. 

Vihlle lt seems shockl?Jg to say that God toreordalned sln, nevertheleas lt la 

~ot so lf we take lnto consldaratlon that fact that God ln b.ls l:nflnlte 

w14dom m12st have foreseen that some good woald result. 

!l!o prove that t;od foreordains events ln general, Hopltlns drawa on all 

aectlons of Sorlpture showlll8 that everythlJJg "8 do ls ln harmon, wlth the 

dlvlne decrees. The sinful deed of the brethren of Jo■eph ls aeUlJJg hlm to 

Egypt 1s re. resented as bel?Jg ordered by God, no dOubt wlth the lntentlon ot 

shapl:ng the future history of hla pelple. !!!he Prophet .Amos say■ a •Shall ft:re 

be evll ln the olty and the Lord. bath not do:ae lt?• !rrae I ln tbla ■eot lon, 

HOpklns seya, natural evll ls meant, but thla la a conoomltant ot moral evll. 

We mlaht ask thla queatlona Dld God also decree moral evll? !!!he author 

doesn't attem!)t to answer. B12t he does say that thls evll was created tor 
~ 

scSne good. If thls reall2' ls true, doean' t the argument presented ln. t be Boole 

ot Romana hold good, to wltj1 let ua aln so that good might result? !rhle 

argument, Hopklna says, la utterly unreasonable. He saya1-

•!1!hat whloh la ln Uaelt, ln. lts own nature, evll, may by God be 
made t l:le.ocoaslon of the greatest good; and this la ao far tram alterlng 
the nature of evll, or malclJJg lt le■s an evll, ln. ltselt consldend, 
that lt thls sho12ld be the oaae, and lti were poaalble 1 the end to be 
answered by lt would be detaated, and there would be no avU, to be tihe 
oooaslon of greatest good. It la lndeed a good thlzg, that evll, both 
moral and natural, should take plaoe1 and the good ot whloh thl■ la the 
oooaalon s•l10W8 up the eTll, and the whole talcan together l■ tbe mo■, 
complete, perteotly beautlt'ul, and good system. But tt--1.s alters 110, the 
nature ot eTll, mul 1ti I.a atlll an avll, as oontrarJ to all good, am\ u 
dtaagreeable and hateful, ln. ltaelt oonsl4end, and as UDConnaoted w1'h 
the whole, as lt lt wn no, made the oooaalon ot goods but of' aTU.(cll 

(cl) Ibid. Vol. I, P• 158■ 

• I 
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w"'e are wllll~ to grant that 1f man ware driven to sin by nscessU1, 

then he coul d not be bald responsible tor his actlons1 but as w have alreaa, 

seen, Ho!)kins supplants the doctrins ot lnablllty by that or ablllty, showing 

that ln order to carry 011t bis decrees, God uses the freedom which manJ;;;=:: .. ,. 

The struggle to arrive at a more perfect freedom of the t1lU. oontbmes. 

Here we have the flrst complete system which forms such a vlta.l part: 

of Ne71 Englend Theology. One of the chief disti11gulsbl11g features, probably, 

ls the re~ognltion of the authorlty of Scriptures whiclp"educed the lnfl11enae 

of later rat lonallstlc theologlans to a mlnlmum. The system has incorporated 
. ,,t.-u 

the g reat ldeas of Edwards whloh alreac11' detel'IDlne I.ta character. On the whole, 

lt ls a comprehensive and thoro work, which can be Uas■ad wlth the great 
. D,~'1, 

systems ot the chrlstlan world. Desplte the fact that lts subJect 1■ ·» atlo 

~heology, it ls nevertbeleBS very readable and lnterestlng. The fact that 

these books are be l~ read for the purpose of not 11:18 the stages of 

developnent ln a connected s1stem, no doubt, adds to the interest. And as 

for representing a certalqstage ln this ~velopnent 88 well 8B acoure.tely 

su.'!Dnl?lg up previous vi.en, the system wall meets the re,..ulrementa • .1.·a ~•te:r 

saya1 "IJe who wlll thorol1 Imow tbe Hew };ngland Theology m11at read deeply 

ln the system of Samuel Hopkins.·" (a I. 



We have now approached the perlod of the war ot ReTolut lon, and, wblle 

lt ls true that the war itself had little effect on tba progress ot 

theological thought ln ?Tew E~land, nevertheless , .1uat at tba close ot 

.America's i"lght for lndependenae, there occurred ln New Ellgland a movement 

whlch will demand our conslderatlon, alnae lt ettectecl V&l'J' decldedl:, the 

trend of thought ln thls sect lon ot the oountl'J'• It waa the attack ot 

Unlversallsm whlch forced New England·tbaologlana to enter :upon a thoro 

dlscusslon of' all eschatolog loal questlona, and whlch at the same tlme ~~1. 
to the foreground the aovermnental theOl'J' ot atonement, Whloh had already 

been advocated b:, Bellamy. 

Unlversallsm ls the doctrine that all soul■ wlll f'lnall:, be ■a'V8c1 and 

that good wll¥lnall:, triumph unlversall:, and permamentl:,. 'nils clootrlne bad 

br-en advocated ln lts eztremest fo:rm b:, a certeln James Rel]J' ot isondon. From 

t h ls man lt adopted the name Rellyanlsm, and lt was brought to Amerlca 'b:, the 

Rev. John l!ur ray
1 

who came to thls countr,,1 ln 1770. It seem■ a■ tho IJ.urray 
d~ 

dld not preach thls doctrine ln such extreme f'ozm ln this coantry, f'or ha does 

not believe that all men wlll tlnall:, be ■aTecl. Here are hls views a■ 

sumnarlzed by Hosea Ballou ln tbe Unlver■all■t Quarterly of' January 184.8. 

"J. few are elected to obtaln the lr:n01fledge of' truth ln thla Ute, 
and these go lnto Paradlae lmnedlatel:, at death. But the reat; •ao 
ln an'bellet • depart lnto 4arkne■■, where the:, wlll rema•ln uncler ta r le 
apprehension of God's wrath until the:, are enllghte:nad. ~hel:r s r " • 
are n,elther penal nor disclpllnary, but slmply the effect of' mbellet. 
Some wlll believe and \tlll be dellvered from their 4arlmeas to th■ 
lntezmedlate state. J.t the general .111dgmant, ■uch a■ ha'V8 not; been ,, 
prevloual:, brought; lnto the tra.tah wlll come fortih to the reau:rreoU011 of 
damnatlon; and thlnl !gna:ranoe of' God's purpose, · the:, wlll1 oall on t~ 
rool[J and mountalna tG tall- on them\ '!ban the .111dge wlll make tihe p~l 
aeparatlon, dl"Tldlng the 'sheep' or ml'V8r■al human nature, from the 
• goat;e • whlah are the fallen ,mgela, and send t.he lattier away lnto 
everlasting tlre.• · 

'!hl■ aOUDda , great. cleal llka tibe Cathollo dootirlne ot tihe Pmgat;ory. 

Whatever lt may be, u •• a doot:rlne tibat wa■ e'V8ntuall:, bo'IDLd _to zreoeln4i"m 

notiloe of' the publla. It d14 not at; flrat;, BD4 :for 1iba1i Na■on. tiha •••~• 
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dlvlnes dld not lmnedlately grapple wlt~ the ls■u. ~has tor a ahort t lme 

Murray was !)8rmlthd to work unmolested. In 1779 be organlsed the f'lnt 

Unlveraallat church ln Gloucester, !:as■ • ~ thl11g grew rapldly and alx~ 

later there were a auftlclent number of representative■ to ~uatlf)' tbe 

callln:; ot· a convention. The spark that ff.red the new Eztgland pa■ton into 

action was a paper entitled Salyatlon for .f,11 in,- laaued b,r Dr. Oharlea 

Chauncy, ln 1784. Thla brought forth a atrom of protest under the leadersblp 

of Jonathan Edwards Jr., who, ln the form ot DD@ Sanpopa on 4t9MNpt "I 

hurled an attack on the llurl"Jan doctrine of Unlveraallam. Let us revlew this 

work, which as stated above, developed at 111 more the govermnental tbeo17 of' 

atonement. 

Aocordl11g to Eph. 1,11 (:ti wa are saved •aeoordl11g to the rlcbea o:t 

hls grace.• But thla redemption we have in Obrist "thru hla blood." b 

text thus tells us two tbl11ga1 l) We are saved aa an exerc'lae of' grace; and 

2 J We are saved by the blood of Ohrl■t. The problem confronti11g Edwarda ln 

the developnent of his theme ls thla I How can these two parts be harmonlsedT · 

As an answer, he proposes three qustf.011■• 

In the flrat place, he anawara ln t;he atflmatlve the qaeatlon 

whether we are forgiven thru the ato:aement ot Obrlat only. Holy Sorlpture la 

altogether clear ·on tbll point. Bealdea, how could an all-wlae and good 

Father consent to the death ot hls only eon, were thla not m,oeaaa17T 

The aeoond que■Uon, ~ la .an ato:aament naoeaaa17 :tor the pardOn 

ot the alnner, l■ an■118red somewhat aa tollona .lto1181118nti la fully •• 

necessary as pur!l■hment would 'be had there been no atonement. Well, then, 

wh;v la punishment neoe■aa17T l'or the a lmple reaaon, that ti.be authority ot 

the dlvl:ne law mut be malntal:ned. \"iere people pemUted to bnalc the law 

o:t God wlth lmanmUy, would no the authorl;lt;J' o:t God la deapl■e4 mul hla 

(:ti Te:ct tor tlrat ■al'IIIOD.• 



....... 
govermnent weakened! 

The thlrd quest lon ls tome!. ln hls second sermon. Here lt ls s Are •, 

notwlthstandlng the redemptlon of Ohrlst, forgiven freely by grace? Here 

Edwards experienoes hls greatest dlf f'lculty and resorts, tlrst, to an accurate 

det'lnltion of terms. He seeks to detlzie the te1'1D8 • Juatlae' and 'grace•. 

There are three dlff'erent uses of the term 'Jualilce' 1 

l J Conmutatlve Justice -- Proper respectl:ag of' another man's 
pl'OpertJ. 

2) Diatrlb11tlve Juatlae - In whlch good condaot la properi, rewarded, 
am. bad condaot la punlahed. 

3 J General Just lae ----- ihateftr la right, ta JW1t I whataver ta Wl'OJl8, 
la unJuat. 

llow Edwards explains the term'grace' by sbowlJJg that it la •lWA"•· opposed to 

Justice. Justice ends where grace begtna. Grace, uaed ln the f'lrst aeue 

abon, is to forgive a man hta debt; ln the second s.ense, to treat; a man 

-.t 
more favorably than he leaervea1 in the thtrd sense, the t:wo are AOppoaed, 

but general Justice lnoludes grace, as well a■ every other Ttrtua ln 

existence. 

Now t:hen, f'or the appU.oatlon. Ia t:he pardon of the alDDSr, thrll 

the atonement of Ohr.tat, an act of Jm1tlce of' o:f' graceT As f'or the :f'lrat, U 

la neither. Co11111utatlve Justice la not ooncermd, alnce wa nelther,f owad 

11od any money, nor dld Chrlat· pq UJ¥ tor WI• As f'or dlatrlbutlve Juatlce, 

our pardon la altogether and act of' grace. We are even now, as tar as oar 

personal oonduot ls concerned, wholly ·muleaervl:ag of' BJl1' reward ln heaven. 

S0 then by betr.ig pardOmd, wa are gettl:ag· more than we deserve - grace J1K 

amellapga. In the thil'd sense, alma an,'thlas la Jut t;hat la right, there­

fore, our pardon ln thls case ls an act of' Jutlae. 

Ed•rda' thtrd sermon ooauplea Uaelf' wlt:h a mmiber of' •n:tleotlDllll' 1 

a :f'n of the outstandtzrg of' whlch lt might be wall to not:e. 



The atonement of Oh,rtst does not oonalst ln hla aotlve obedl•~•• slnoe 

thla would not support the authority and dlgnlty ot the law of God • .Aesaln, 

lnrequlrl11g atonement, God does not act from ay aeltlah motlvea, ba.t pa.rely 

from a deslre to promote the public good. Jgaln, tbe satlstaatlon ot Chrl■t 

lB only a aatlai'actlon to the well-belllS ot the Unlverae. And, tlnall.J', Q.od 

was lmiler no obllaatlon to accept thla atonement, tho the greatest publlo 

good required hlm to do sl, and thus obligated hlm. 

These sermons do not appear to brlllg out the new theory ot the 

atonement to tut fullest satlafaotlon. We do, ot course, ■ae God repnaented 

as the "Ruler" rather than the "of'tencJed Part:,•, but tor better treatment of 

thls subject we must walt tor the vlaw ot s~ceedlng theologlana, whlch la 

only natural, slnce a process of' thought cannot complete ltself' ln one IIIIIIL• 

For a somewhat fuller vlaw, let ua briefly glanae at Stephen West' ■ 

Scrlntura Doqt;lpa of' tha A!iPneant, whlch was wrlt1ien about thl■ tlme. 

West aacrlbaa not only the atonement ba.t also the oreatlon to the 

character of God as lta to,mdatlon. Tbe object ot God ln creatl11g the world 

was to ma:nlf'eat and display hta lntlnHely ho-J' character. Slnce thla 

character ts holy and good, God's works oan only nanttest themselves ln do I.Jig 

good. So then thla dealp, namely to do good, ls the nt:raln cloal11g each 

chapter of' thla vast Unlverae. It w wlll not admit thl■, then our oonte■■ton 

must be that elther God has abanger1 hla mlnd, or the Universe has become too 

great and an(Lel~ tor hlm to handle. Tht■ la a'bsurcl. We ma.at; all have aontt­

dence ln Goda and our oon:t ldence l■ raga.lated by our ballet ln or 

• apprehenalona ot God'• regard tor t.he gemral good. To pa■■ on t;c; the 

atonament, w might;. sq tbat the Olll7 pa.rpoae of the uath ot Chrl■t wu to 

emlblt God's love tor rlghteousne■■, and not hl■ hatred of' lnlq11U:,. Go4 l■ 

motivated purely by love and banevolen.ae to' all hlaonatarea. In othe~ 

worc!a, We■t malnt.aw, that lt 1■ the love of' God tor hla onatare■ ,bat laaL 

.i1.m tor thelr sue not to tol'glve wlthOut the atcmemant. 



'J!he cont lnaat lon of thls theory of the atonemnt ln the works ot • 

Emnons and T~lor will be dlacuased when we\ take up the works ot these •11. 
ln particular. We must flrst flnlsh thl■ subJect of Unlvenallsm. 

The treatise whlch Dr. Cuuncy published ln 1784 on the Salvation tor 

all ~en was, as noted above, the prlnclpal/ factor ln di,rectlrig the trend ot 

dUcualon toward questions or eschatology and atonement. The argmnent of 

thls :paper was baaed on the goodDeBB ot God, who, because ot hla Tel7 nature, 

must have as his one goal the universal happiness of mamtlnd. Thi.a aiwument 

ls purely rational and lt might be said that the reply ot ltew Ez,glancl dlvlDes 

was also one based on reason. \ibether the latter had an, hopes ot completal:, 

obliterating this new tendency lnthalr midst, ls hardly posalble. .At ~ 

rate, l t was not done and the movement c011.tlnued to spread, founcUrig churches 

here and there, whloh continue eTen to the present daJ'• The oppoaltlOIL of 

Edwards and other dld, however, have its efi'eot, tor Delther was thls 

dlvergenoe embraced by the mr.a:ngellcal "lheb!9BY, nor dld lt oontlnue its 

rapld g rowth. Thls was probably due to the fact that this entlre moTement 

soon became Unltarlan ln lts theology, a trend ot thought which wlll not be 

discussed ln thls paper. 

It mlght be of interest to liOte the general llne of' aigmnent whlch 

Unlversallats f'ollowed ln their attempt to show that all men wlll f'lnall:, 

be saved. For thla purpose we have the :rnat laa op :6SPPIJPBPS bJ' Hosea 

Ballou, a man who wleldad perhaps the greatest lDf'lueDCe ln. brlJ>Blng a'bout;ot~ 

tr8Zl8ter fromthe !i!rlnltarlan to the Un.ltarlan 'baala. Bla treatlae on 

Atonement beglna qulte naturally wlth a da:fln.lUon. of alna-

"Bln la the Tlolatlon of' a law whlci. ezlata ln the mld, whloh law 
ls the lmperf'ect Jmowleag& which men haTe ot the mral good.• (gJ. 

Sln. ls merely a tlnlte eTll, lnaamw,~ a lt dapen.48 upon the oapacltJ" ot man 

to muJerat8114. !i!hla la 1n dlreot oppoaltlon to Edward■, tor lt ellllblat;ea 

(gJ Ballou, ~reatlu, P• "1. 



the idea or an obllgaUon whloh we ·have towards IJod. ~ shall soon see that 

this involves an absolute denial of' all Preedom ot the alll, reaolvl11g ltaelt 

altogether into the notion ot detemlnlam. The ors«ln of aln, Ballou aaya, 

1s ln the plan ot God, and not ln the Pree WUl whloh ID8D poaaeasea. Be cloe■ 

not admit that God la the author of sln, olalmlng only that lB la the author 

of what ls ln a llmlted aenae aln. But slnoe he teaohea the 1mlftr■al 

sllvatlon ot all men; aml alnoe thla la baaed OD the taot thlt all of God' ■ 

plaDS wlll be_ ca1Tled out1 he IDWlt admlt that man CBDDOt Of' hla OWJ1 tree wlll 

elther perslst ln sln or tree hlmaelt ot lt. What la thla, but aaorlblZJ8 to 

God absolute authority, and making hlm the author also ot slnt 

Ballou' s view of the atonement brl:ags out ve77 deoldedly hla trend 

toward Unltarlanlsm. He doe■ not admlt that Christ la God, and regardbg the 

notion ot the Trlnlty he says1--

"Ii' the Godhead conalsts oi' three dlstlnot persona, and each ot 
these persona be l.ntlnlte, the ,mole Godhead amount a to the amasl11g 
sum ot lntlnlty multlplled by three." (hie 

-4., 
So then, ln the work of' the Atonement, the dlgnlty ot Chrlat mmt be dealdedl:, 

dlmlnlshed. The tall ot man produaed a double error ln the mlnd of Adam. ln 

the f'lrst plaoe, he belleved God to be hla em111JP; and ln the ■eoond place, be 

believed that he oould reoonal:le hlmaelf' to God by good work■• But God 

continued to loft man; he la not the ln,Jured part:,. In o:rcler to cornet tbaae 

two~ lae vlews ln the mlnd o:t man, the atonement was naoea■ary. Goi:' • love 

la thus manlteated toward ua, oau l + to love lllm. In thla ayatem tben la 

no room tor the death ot Christ aa an all-auttlolant ■aorlf'loe and hl■ 

aheddlng of blood aa the ••hlzrg away of' our a 11111. The oonaequenae ot the 

atonement, ln Ballou• ■ eatlmatlon--, la the anl.ftr■al happlne•• and hollmtH 

of' the raoe. 

-$. 
Row, then, he :s,roaeeda with a group of' argmnent■ for 11Dlvenal aalTatl 

and he :tlrat 8D■Wr■ a n•ber of' obJeotlcma aD4 tban glve• tba naaon■ :tozi 

(hJ Ibid. P• 134.. 
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bellevlxig ln unlveraal aalvatlon. Some ot the objeot1ona are brletly aa 

:f'ollowas 

In Rev. 141110.11 we read that the idolater "shall be tol'lllantad wlth 

flre and brimstone in the preaenoa of the hol:, a?Jgela." Balloa/ aqa this 

does not refer to eternal punishment, tor the present tlma 11 the perlod ot 

punishment. And if some oblaot that the mllllons who go out of tbia world 

unreconolled will remain so to all eternlty,the answer la that ~his lmpllea 

that t here wlll be no chaJ:16e after death, whlch suppositlon la absurd • .Agalz,., 

the word 'everlasting' does not mean endlea■• Stlll agaln, the 'clay ot 

judgment' ls the destrw,tlon of Jerusalem. 

From these the author prooaeda to bis reasons tor bellevl11g In 

universal salvation. We shall merely state the reaeona wltbout elaboration. 

They are I The goodness of God, wltb whlcb we are tamlllar; the immortal 

de slre or everyone tor happineaa; the prlnolpla of s,mpat~, by whlcb all 

are miserable and by •.vhlch all mutually deal.re happlneaa; ann, finally, the 

proofs from Sorlptura. These are mlalnterpretatlons thruout. E.G., Gen. 12111 

"In thee shall all famlllas of the earth be bleaaec11 • whlch of oourae refers 

to the temporal and splrltual blasalDS• promlaecl to the Jan, the latte:r 

,el?IS espeolally this, that the ~esslah was to be born ot the seed ot 
• -et.,., 

Abraham, thra whom :natlona shall be blaaaed. By no means does it Nfer to t=ba 

salvation of all souls. 

Res ardlDS tbla treatise, lt osn •11 be atatecl that it dld not aroaae 

m11Ch ot a stir in New EDS land. !rhe taot of the matter was, that tbla 

tendenoy was rapldly ldentlfying ltaalf wlth the current UnUa:rianlam,and •• 

lo:ag aa th1a prooe■■ cont lnuad, there· was no need of Ntut 1118 each 

separately. Furtbazmore, Ballou• a method ot alitaok, as •11 •• that ot ot'ber , 

Univeraallat defenders, waa marked by '9UlgarUy ot the ohea!)&st son, whiob 

naturally ezoUed dlagut and 414 DOJ'e harm to thel:r intlume tbali the 

aoUJLter-attaok8 ot opponents. ~he moat tomlclable antagonl■t, 11.o■e• Stun, 


