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TO THE MODERATOR

OF THE

ORANGE PRESBYTERY OF N, CAROLINA.

Revp. St : From reading the Minutes of the Iast Goneral
Assembly of the Presbytevian Church and other Religious publica-
tions, I find that the Redeemer’s kingdom is advancing in an as-
tonishing mamner ; and, it is my unshaken belief, that much of this
glorious work may be attributed to the increasing belief, which ap-
pears to prevail, of the extent of the doctrine of the Atonement of
Christ.  Such a belief expands the mind of the Christian, and, in
prayer, the desire of his heart grasps in one view the whole world
of mankind, and leaves the event to God, who hears and grants the
blessing.

The time was, when I was a firm believer in a limited ‘atone-
ment, and I do believe, that it was God alone that convinced me of
my mistake, and that, in an almost miraculous manner.

In the early part of my Ministry, after Preaching, [ could
nearly recollect my Sermon eerbatim.  And it was my usual cus-
tom, after Preaching, to review my Sermon, to see if I had not ad-
vanced some false doctrine or said something improperly.

At a certain time I preached to a large congregation, and my
subject led me to treat of the fall of man, and of the remedy that
was provided for his recovery, and I invited my congregation with
all the pathetic zeal of which I was capable, to come and believe
on the Lord Jesus Christ, that they might be saved ; that he was
the only Saviour of sinners and the only way to eternal life ; that
unless they were regencrated and born again of the spirit, they
could not enter the kingdom of heaven ; yea, I felt as though I was
standing on the brink of eternity and my congregation ready to be
precipitated into utter destruction.  After Preaching, I got upon
my horse, and as usual began to review my Sermon, and it was sud-
denly impressed upon my mind, as though some person had spoken
to me : Whal 2 you believe in a limited atonement, and yet you have
been inviting all mankind to beliove on the Lord Jesus Christ for
Jife and salvation ! How is this ?  Such was the shock, that it ap-
peared as if T rebounded from my saddle, and certain I am, from




my feelings, that my whole frame must have been in a tremour ;
and I rode on, one of the most miserable of men, and found no
peace of mind until I became satisfactorily convinced that the
atonement which our Saviour had made was commensurate to the
spiritual wants of the WHOLE HUMAN FAMILY; that he had made it
possible for each individual to be saved. .

At the door of my investigation, I met with mnch dificulty. I
knew that if [ reasoned from false premises, my conclusions waould
be false. To contrast the moral perfections of God with the mor-
al law, and reason from the moral law being a transcript of God’s
moral perfections, did not appear to me would be conclusive. Here
I was at a loss for some time, not knowing what theory to adopt
to reason from, that would be conclusive. At length, it occurred to
me that I must have recourse to God’s natural perfections, and
of these his infinity would best answer my purpose, for it appear-
ed plain, that the sin which Adam and his posterity had committed
by violating the law of an infinite Goc carrvied in it an infinite
evil 3 because it was committed in the violation of alaw of an in-
finite God, and therefore required infinite satisfaction and none but
an infinite God could render that satisfaction. At this discovery
my burden was removed, and I felt comforted because I conceived
that I had got upon safe ground—that the Apostle had said, that
Christ came to redeem those that were under the Law, to satisly
the Law and make it honorable that God might be just and justily
the sinner that believeth. Then, asall Adam’s posterity were un-
der the curse of one and the same Law, all doomed to etefnal de-
struction, it appeared evident that he could not die to satisly the
demands of that very same and express law for a part and not for
the whole ; that when he addressed his Father andsaid, ‘Father I
have finished the work thou gavest me todo;® and when he ex-
pired upon the cross, and cried ‘it is finished’ and the veil of the
temple was rent from the top to the bottom, which signified that
the middle wall of partition was broken down between Jew and
Gentile, that all mankind individually, might enter into the holy
of holics, and have access to a throne of grace through a Redeemer
and a Mediator. This laid the foundation upon wlich the extent of
the atonement was built, and which gave authority for such free
and unbounded invitations and promises, which are recorded both
in the Old and New Testament.  * Look unto me and be ye saved
all the ends of the earth, for I am God and there is none else.. Ho,
every one that thirsteth, come ye to the waters, and he that hath noe
money come ye, buy and eat, yea come buy wine and milk without
money and without price. Seck and ye shall find, knock and it
shall be opened unto you. And the spirvit and the bride say come.
And, let him that is athirst, come. And whosoever will, let him
take of the water of life freely,” Now it is plain that those invi-
tations and promises are made to the whole human family without
limitation, and whatever may be theirimport or meaning, that they
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are intended for and do embrace the spivitual wants of the whole
human family individually, is a truth which cannot be denied nor
disproved.  Let me be permitted further to remark, that if Jesus
Christ did not die to make atonement for the sinsof the whole human
family individually, where I would ask, the propriety of complain-
ing, + Ye will not’come unto me that ye might have life.” OF whom
does he complain 2 Undoubtedly, both of Jew and Gentile, or in
other words, of all the disobedient of the whele human family indi-
vidually. Surely no person will be so presumptuous as to charge
the Saviour of mankind with folly, or that he would complain
without a just cause. For it must or-ought to be supposed, that
his comylaint is founded upon his death and saffering. ~ Permit me
further %o remark, that as death ever has, and ever will make the
dying man tell the truth, I ask, whoever read or heard tell of any
person on a death bed ascribe his lost state to God, but in every in-
stance they ascribe it to their own disobedience 2 Now il Jesus
Christ did not die to make atonement for the whole human family
individually, would not the dying man set up a defence for himsel{
and plead that Jesus Christ did not die for him; and therefore he
could not be saved 2 Aud, as he does not setup any such defence,
does it not prove plainly that he belicves that Jesus Christ died
for him and that he might have been saved, provided he had com-
plied with the terms of the Gospel 5 and as he did not, is it not at
least, a tacit confession that his damnation is just 2 Now as this
is the experieace of the dying all over the world, does it not prove
that the doctrine of the extent of the atonement is true ?

"To put the proof of the doctrine beyond all question, permit
me to state that express and emphatic command of the Saviour him-
sell to all his Ministers of every nation, tongue and language :
¢ Go ye into all the world and preach the Gospel to every creature,
and he that believeth and is baptised shall be saved, and he that
belicveth not, shall be damned.” What language could be more
explicit to prove the doctrine of the extent ol the atonement which
makes provision for the whole human family, individaally *—
Moreover, if Jesus Christ did not die to make atonement for each
individual, why preach to cach individual ?  Can it possibly be
believed that the Saviowr would send his Ministers to preach to any
part of the human family for whom he did not die, when he knew
from the natave of their situation they could not believe on him, (for
without the shedding of blood there could be no remission of sin)
and to add to the awful curse of damuation upon them for their un-
belief 2 The character of the Saviour, the plan of Redemption, rea-
son and common sense forbid such a beliek.

I might go on and quote more Seriptures, and illustrate the sub-
ject more fully by familiar examples, but I think it quite unneces-
sary, because the language of the Saviour just quoted defies con-
tradiction 3 but move of this hereafter. But notwithstanding the
prool of the doctrine of the cxtent of the atonement appears to
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be so plain, explicit and unequivocal, yet another dificulty presented
itself. How were all mankind individually to have the opportunity
of partaking of the blessings eontained in the blood of the atone-
ment ?  'T'o remove this dificulty was a matter of anxious solici-
tude. At length, it occurred to me that the atonement made must
be one thing, and the application of it another ; that there was blood
enough in the Saviour to save all, and that if any were lost, it mus¢
be for the want of application ; and here another difficulty present-
ed itself. 'Why did not all make application ? To remove this, was
a matter of the utmost importance. Here I had to make a solemn
pause, and to look into the broad fields of Theories, to see if I ceuld
find any of their number from which I could so reason as 40 make
the subject plain and intelligible to all capacities.

And here Idiscovered that I must adopt as theories, the doctrine of
motives,the (reedom of the will, and the object of choice. And should
I be asked,what is a motive, I answer, it is that something, whatever
it may be, that excites or prompts to action ; and should I be asked
also, what it is that gives the will, T answer, it is the object of choice.
And lest I should be charged with too much tautology, let it be un-
derstood, that whenever I may use the word motive, the freedom of
the will and the object of choice is to be understood in every
instance.

In my explanation, I shall pass unnoticed the ignorance of
those who say they have done many things contrary to their wills,
and take with me the Philosopher and the experience of mankind,
as witnesses, toprove that no person ever did nor ever will act con-
wrary to their will. "That action which any person performs con-
trary to their willy is compulsory, and therefore it is not their ac-
tion at all.

It cannot be readily supposed, that any person can be willing
to be punished for committing a crime, though they may acknowl-
cdge that they ought to be punished; but to be heartily willing,
is not a supposable case.

Kor instance, suppose a servant disobeys his master, who calls
him to account for his disobedience, and orders him to strip hima
self; that he intends to chastise him for his disobedience. 'The ser-
vant at first hesitates, being unwilling to be chastised, but presently
obeys and strips himself; and why does he do it 7 It must be, be-
cause he knows that his master has him completely under iis power
and authority, and therefore he becomes willing to obey him ; and
liis motive is to induce his master to be merciful in his punishment.
And so it is in all other cases of the actions of mankind ; they have
motives and objects of choice for all they do.

From this short definition of the doctrine of motives, which I
believe will accord with the experience of all mankind, T hope I
shall be able to give a satislactory reason why some men are saved,
and some lost.
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By the death and suffering of the Saviour, a free and unbounded
fogntain is opened for sin and uncleanness, and all mankind, indi-
vidually, are freely invited to come to this fountain, and partake of
its cleansing and healing influences, and he made whole from the
pollution of sin; and we find that a part of mankind do obey the
call and invitation, and do come and partake of the benefits of this
fountain, and are made whole. Ask them why they acted thus, and
they will answer that it was because it pleased Gud by the light of
his Holy Spivit, to set life and death Lefore them ; that they saw
{hat they were wholly polluted with sin and corraption ; that un=
Jess they were cleansed and made whole by the blood of Christ,
they weve eternally lost ; that the motive of their actions was that
they were willing to be saved upon the terms of the Gospel of Jesus
Christ ; that they had acted freely and willingly, from motives of
choice, and not from compulsion.

We find that those others who have had life and death set be-
fore them by the Holy Spirit of God, had it made known to them
that they were wholly polluted with sin and corruption ; that they
were freely invited to come to this fountain and be cleansed and
made whole; but they sbhut their eyes, and havdened their hearts,
and refused to obey the call and invitation so [reely offered. Ask
them why they acted thus, and they will answer that it was be-
cause they were unwilling to obey the call and invitation of the
Gospel ; that they had other motives of gratification, and therefore
were unwilling to come; that in so doing, they had acted freely
aund willingly, and from motives of choice, and not from com-

ulsion.

Thus we have a true and plain definition, why it is that some
men are saved and some lost. T'his definition also makes the road
which mankind travel to heayen and to hell, as plain as two and
two make four.

But here I saw that T should be met with the Calvinistic doc-
trine, or the doctrine of God’s decrees ; for they ave built upon the
Atonement of Christ. .

The opposers of this doctrine say that if God did from all eter-

nity foreordain or decree whatsoever comes to pass, then every thing

is unalterably fixed, and mankind cannot act otherwise than they
do—and besides, this doctrine makes God the author of sin, which
cannot be admitted. '

If the opposers of this doctrine understand it to mean that God
as it were, put his hand upon one man and pushes him up into hea-
ven, and upon another wman, and pushes him down into hell, irve-
sistibly, they are grossly mistaken. This would indeed be making
God the author of sin, which I say with them, cannot be admitted.

What the Westminster Divines meant by God’s forcordination
or decrees, was simply this: that God did certainly foreknow from
all eternity whatsocver would come to pass, but there was to be no
compulsion in the case. It is plain then, God's foreovdinatien op
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dectee is nothing more nor less than his foreknowledge. Rob God
of his foreknowledge, and you at once say there is no Gud; and
who that looks upon the works of creation, can possibly deny the
being of a God?  Here I must appeal to the experience of the op-
posers of this doctrine themsclves, that God's foreordination or de-
cree has no compulsion or influence upon the actions of man-
kind at all. And here I maust ask them to go back to their infancy,
and carefully examine all their actions, and the motives of their
actions, and say whether they conscientiously believe that God’s
foreknowing what they did or.intended to do, had any compulsive
influence at all upon their actions ; or whether in all they ever did
or intended to do, in any single instance, they first looked forward
to see whether God foreknew or had any knowledge of what they
were about to do, or intended to do? If not, in what does their
opposition to the Calvinistic doctrine consist ! For here they must
acknowledge that all they ever did was done freely and willingly,
and from motives of choice, however righteously or unrighteously
they might have acted; and that God’s foreknowing what they
would do or intended to do, had no compulsion, or influence upon
their actions at all ; therefore God is not the author of sin. Then
it is plain and put beyond all contradiction, that God’s foreknowl-
edge or decree has no compulsion or influence wpon the actions of
mankind at all.

Witness the crucifixion of the Saviour. The Scriptures inform us
that this transaction was foreordained by God from all eternity; yet
the Jews have ever been blamed and ever will be blamed for their
conduct. And for why? Because they acted from wicked motives
and that freely and willingly, and that of choice and not from com-
pulsion, and even Judas, for the part he acted inthe cruel transie-
tion, did not pretend to set up a defence for himsell that he
was compelled to do what he did ; so far from it, such was his
conviction of the horrid deed, that he could not bear the sight of
man, nor the light of the sun, and therefore hurried himself out of
the world by hanging himself:

Again, the opposers of this doctrine raise another objection to
show its inconsistency. They say that according to this doctrine,
there can be no possible use for preaching ; for let a man do what
- he will, he will be saved, and let him do what he will, he will be
damned, and yet we see from the explanation given of the doetrine
of motives, of the freedom of the will and the object of choice, that
it is emphatically true, that Iet a man do what he will, he will be
saved, and let a man do what hie will, he will be damuned, and it is
because he wills all his actions, and in so doing, acts freely, will-
ingly and from motives of gratification, and not from motives of
compulsion.

Thus we have a demonstrative evidence of the fatal and dan-
gerous effeets of prejudice—~that it blinds the mind, and forbids
free and open investigation after truth.  Whereas, if the opposers
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ol this doctrine would Iny aside prejudice and reason calmly and
dispassionately, and that epon Philosophical principles, how casy
At would be to deterimine that there is no bugbear in the doctrine at
all ; but that it is perfectly consistent with the eharacter of God and
the state and condition of all mankind. '

It is plain also from the explavation given of ihe Calvinistic
doctrine, that the faith and practice of consistent Calvinists and
consistent Armenians when rightly understood are one and the samo
thing. Both preach aud belicve that man Gas a willto chonse and rifuse
and that he acts accordingly.  Both belicve and practice that faith
that works by love and parifies the heart, and which is always pro~
ductive of good works, by which we are fo be Judged at the Jast
day ; upon the whale, the anly difficalty before us, is to reconcile
God's decrees with wmoral agency, which is a sccret which must
be left alone for God to reveal. : : ;

Here I saw again that I should be met with the doctrine of o-
lection, which is also founded upon the atonement of Christ.  1f f
understand the opposers of this doctrine right, they say, that the
doctrine of election makes God a partial God, and therelore an un-
Just God. For say they, if all Adam’s posterity are under the con-
demnatory sentence of God’s righteous law and linble to eternal pun-
ishment, equally guilty and hefpless, and lave no power or method
of their own to extricate {hemselves, then for God to clivosoe or
elect a part to eternal life, aud a part to_cteenal death, must un-
doubtedly make him a partial God. and thereforo an unjust God.

T'o abviate this objection, ¥ miust again Lring to my assistance
the doctrine of motives, the frecdom of the will, and the object of
choice.

Upan the foundation of the doctrine of the extent of the afone-
ment of Christ, I do believe that God did from all cternity, accor-
ding tohis foveknowledge anid foveardination, and his cternal urpose,
determine or decree to clect, raise and build up a Church and
people, to love and ta serve him through all succeeding generations
and ages of the world; that his name should be put upon them 3 that
they should be calted Lis people ; that they should fill all the vari-
ous stations in bis Church, whether Ministers, Bisliops, Elders,
Deacons or lay members: all for the purpose of his own glory,
and for the good and prospevity of his Church and people.  But
how did he clect them 7 Contrary to their will 2 No. How then ?
Why, according to their own free will and choice,and from love to
God aund to Lis Churelr and peaple. and the salvatio of their own
souls, Then iths plain that their election was of theivbawn chosing
according to the foreknowledge and purposé of God, {for they acte |
precisely as he foreknew they would do, by repentance and faith
in his blood.) Al of which did not proeecd from campulsion at
nll, but from their own fiee will and clioice.  For the trath of this
1 must appeal to the experience of all the professors ol christianity
in the charchi at the present duy, of eveyy grade,to say whetler

"
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Their standing and spheves of actionin the church, dild not proceed
feam theiv own free will and choice 1 and whether, in all they
ever didy dn oand for the church, dill aot preceed (rom mo-
tives of love to Gad and’ to his church and people 7 1f so,
where can therve be any possible ground for supposing that the doc-
trine of election makes God a partial God, and therefore an unjust
God.  For itis plain and put beyond all contradiction, that from
the same parity of reasoning which has already been given, that
thase who are lost, choose their own election of damnation. Upon
the same principles of motives, the freedom of the will, and the ob-
jeet of choice, that ingtead of their choosing a life of salvation and
eternal happiness, they have chosen a life of damnation and eternal
mAsery.

It is now time for me to say to the opposers of the doctrine of
God's deerees and electionsthat T do believe that those doctrines are
perfeetly consistent with the character of the sovereign Ruler, and
Governor of the world, and as perfectly consistent with the present
fallen state and condition of the whale human family individually.
For I find that it is the beliel of all these who are well instructed
in the fundamental doctrines of Christianity, that, after the fall of
man, God was under no obligation to save a single individual of the
whole laman family.  ‘Lhen it certainly is or ought to be a com-
forting and consoling cousideration for us te kunow, that God has
in merey determined or decreed to elect a church and people to
fove and to serve hine  Awel for that glorious purpose, laid the plan
of redemption, and executed it by or through the death and suffer-
ing of his son, to give them the opportunity of being restored to
their primitive state of rectitude, and to make their way to heaven
and eternal happiness.  And because it found that some refuse to
accept of the offered mercy and are lost, then for God to be char-
wed with partiality and injustice is language too insolent and hea-
ven-daring for mortals to use; and all those who use it, ought to
fall prostrate before him, and repent of their sins and lay in the
depths of humility to the end ot their day.  Amd why 7 Because
Gad's ways and dealings with his creatures are merciful and full of
compassion in the plan of redemption, and perfectly consistent with
their present state and condition.

In a word, my opinion is this, that whereever the word election
is mentioned in the New Testament, it is intended to be adapted
to the various capacities of mankind, to give them to understand
that there is such a thing as an election of grace to cternal life
through our ord Jesus Christ, and that it is a matter of the ut-
most importance for then to carnestly endeavor to make use of all
the means which God has ovdaived, or put in their power to attain
to that biessed inheritance.  T'hat there is some agency in this af-
{air, cannot be doubted ; but how or by wham, or in what mannce
it is put into aperation, or how the operation is affocted, is a mat-
ter not go casily to be understood. ~ However, on the one hand,
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Gad by the enlightening influcnces of Lis holy spirit, may touclr,
at least, one of the cogs and put the wheel in motion, and on the
other hand, when we take into consideration the faculties of the
mind of man, and begin and reason from philosophical principles
founded upon the Bible, and take with us the doctring of motives,
the freedom of the will and the object of choice. we are enabled to
arrive at the [air conclusion, that man himsell’ is one of the prime
agents in the operation, which proves I think satistactorily, (if' I
may be allowed to adopt a course of reasoning whicl may be called
the splitting of a hair) that God ought to be charged neither with
partiality nor with impartiality, neither with Justice nor with in-
Justice ; for at the great day of accounts, the hooks are to be open-
ed, in which the actions and transactions of the whole human fami-»
ly individually are recorded, and out of those books they are to be
Judged according to the deeds done in the body, whether they be
good, or whether they be evil; and when the final sentence of the
Judge is pronounced. cach individual will have to say Amen, cither
to their salvation or to their damnation, sd will then and there be
constrained to acknowledge that all those records were true, and
proceeded from motives of gratitication, and not from compulsion.
This I think ends and puts the capstone upon the whole affair, from
the beginning to the end; and leaves the opposers of tose doctrines
which I have been investigating. wrapped up in a mantle of some-
thing, which I shall leave to themselves to give a mnne.  For it is
plain aud put beyond contradietion, tut God never did nor never
will compel any man to be suveds ar to he damned.

But to retura to the proot of the doctrine of the atonement.
Perhaps it may be thought by some that 1 have not sulliciently es-
tablished the proof of the doctrine.  If o, it cannot be amiss for
me to ratify it, and put a seal upon it, from the oracles of the ye-
cords of the court of heaven. Joln, in the Isle of Patmos, infurms us
that,inonc of his visions, ¢*he beheld and 1o a great multitude which no
man could number,of all nations and kindseds and peapleand tongues,
stood before the throne, and before the Tamb, clothed with white
robes, and palms in their hands, and ervied with a loud Voice, say-
ing, salvation to our God which sitteth upon the throne, and un-
to the lamb ;5 and all the angels stood round about the throne, and
about the elders, and the four beasts fell before the throne on
their faces and worshipped God saying, Amen, blessing, and glory,
and wisdom, and thanksgiving, and honor, and power, and might,
be to our God, for ever and ever, Amen. Aund one of the A

ders, answered, saying unto me, what are those which are arra yed
in white robes 7 And whence come they 2 Aud I said unto him,
sir, thou knowest.  Awd he said unto me, these are they which
come vutof great tribulationand have washed their robes and made
them white in the blond of the lamb; therelfore are they before the
throne of God, and serve him day and night in the temple:. . And
be that sitteth upon the thyone shall dwell among them.  And they
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shall hanger no mave, neither thivst any more, neither shall the:
san light upon them nor any heat. For the lamb, which is in the
midat of the thrane, shall feed them and shall lead them unto living
fountains of water, and God shall wipe away all tears from their
eyes.”

Now if Jesus Christ did not dic to makeatonement for thesins
of the whole human Family individually, how comes it to pass that
this glorious vigion should be made kuown to John 3 that he should
be instencted by one of the clders of the heavenly eourt or chureh,
that this great multitade, which voman. could nomher, had come
out of great tribalation and had washed their vabes and made them
white in the blood of the lamb,  What a remarkable and striking
concidence is if, that from the days of John in the Isle of Patinos, 1o
the present day, that wherever Jesus Christ has sent his ministersy
to preach his gospel to any nation, tongue, o language of people,
that some of these. more or less, have embraced religion, and have
become the humble followers of the meek and lowly Josus; and have
manifested by their manier of worship and adoration that they
passessed kindred spivits with the heavenly host, and serve God
day and night in the temple.  What an astonishing proof of the
doctrine of the extent of the atonement of Cheist, and the (nlfilment
of the pramise ofthe Fatlicr to the sony that *<he would give him the
heatlien for Lis inheritance, aud the utmost parts ol the carth for
his possession.*

And heredet me ask. does not this vision of Jolin, taken in
connection with ail the eoncurriug civeumstances which have taken
Place throngh all the stagzes of the church, put @ seal upon the doc-
trine that cannot be broken?

And hiere Lam constrained to ask boldly and fearlessly, who
is it,in this enlightened day of the gospel,that will come forward and
undertake to prove positively, absolutely and unegaivocally, that
Jesus Christ did not die for the sins of the whole buman Gonily in-
dividually, = S0 certain am 1 that he did, that I would ask. who it
in that would not thank Ged fur a bible? No wonder that a soci-
ety should be instituted for the purpose of sending the bible o the
huusr?s n.f all the Lunilies throughont christendom. yea to the houses
and Fumilies of all:the nations of the eavth, that God way be glori-
ficd and sinners saved. 1

T'hat my letter may netl he ton :E'!Iglh.\' anud Weary your ]){I“l‘"('ﬂ
ted much, your reverend hody  wiil readily perceive that I have
purposely omitted to wention and o comment ona nnpber of those
seripture texts upsn which the fundamental doctrines of chivistianity
are !!'lilll!l'd,.lwmnm‘. I conceive that these, and (heir practical nse
and application, are as fimiliar to you as the drops from you fin-

gers aver your \.\':xsh-bnsins. Theretore, I stiall content myself
'\_\ |::r ;gnmg.,: Coucise answers to a few of your questions. . What is
atth 2 Tt is the assent and consent of the mind 3 1 agree that Je-
only saviour of sinners, and 1 consent o luhe my

sus Chridt is the
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part and Totin him and to trust to him alone for life and salvation,

What is traeand genuine faith ? It is that faith that works by love

amwd purifics the heart, and which is always productive of good
works by which we arete be judged at the last day.  Whatis saving
faith 2 Saving faith has, what I shall take the liberty to call, a'
golden chain with three links, the holiness of God, the justice of
God and the trath of God.  Therefore, whaesoever can freely, con-

scientiously and unveservedly make Peter’s appeal, Lord thou know-
est all things, thon knowest that' I love thee, because thou art u

holy Gody because thow art a just Gady and because thou art a God

of witainted fruth, may take it for granted that they have saving
faith.  Can this appeal be made perpetually ?  No it cannot, It
can only be made periodically, and then only, when grace is in live-

ly exercise in the soul,

Thus siv, you have my letter before you. It is an original child
of my weak brain, and I would with much humility ask your rev-
crend budy to cast your charitable garments over its deformities.
I have written it for the purpose of letting you know some of the
doctrines which I have long preached in the pulpit, and am still
preaching in my private and fiveside conversations with my neigh-
hors.  Awd if I have been in an error, I know it is a daty incum-
Lent on you to reprove me, which, [ trust, I shall veceive with hu-
mility and christian kindness.

That God may bless you in your deliberations to promote the
hest interests of the Redeemer’s kingdom, is the prayer of your un-
worthy licentiate and beneficiary,

JOHN CHAYVIS.

P. 8. I have had the doctrine of the Atonement of Christ,
of God’s decrees and of election, under investigation for about forty
years. And although upon those subjects, { have read the writings of
somo of the greatest men the world has produced, yet they left those
doctrines wrapped up in so much mystery that I could notbe satisfied
with their investigations.

Nor could I be satisfied with my own investigations, until I
adopted as theories the doctrine of motives, the freedom of the will
and the object of choice, and for these I am indebted to Edwards
o the Will. He says that the will is produced from the last dictate of
the understanding,which enabled me to come to the conclusion,that it
is produced from the object of chvice; which, I think,will accord with
the experience of every person who wil! carefully examine the mo-
tives of their actionss  Having adopted and reasoned from these
theorics, those doctrines are no longer a mystery, but are as plain
to me as the letters A B C, and although I said, when treating
on the doctrine of the decrees, that the only difficulty was to recon-
cile God’s decrees with moral agency, yet I do humbly conceive
. thatby this method of reasoning that those doctrincs are stripped of
all wystery, and stand clothed in as brilliant celours as the shining
ol the sun's rare at noun-day;
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To conclude m{ Postscript, permit me to observe, that I be-
lieve it is acknowledged on all hands that the doctrine of the A-
tonement and the doctrine of God’s decrees, and the doctrine of
election, are three of the most mysterious doctrines belonging to the
fundamental doctrines of Christianity. And that there is no ather
method of explaining them satisfactorily, but by philosophical rea-
soning,and although such kind of reasoning is not so easily compre-
hended by common readers, yet those doctrines ought not to be left
wrapped up in mystery, because of their want of comprehension.
Such characters must do, as others have done, go to the school of
Philosophy, for instruction, which has the Bible for its foundation.
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