LIMITED ATONEMENT
I continue my series on the Doctrines of Grace. If you weren’t here for my prior messages then I refer you to my previous teaching on Total Depravity and Unconditional Election.
Acknowledge sources.
For whom did Jesus die? What exactly did his death on the cross accomplish? The vast majority of Christians today would answer in a heartbeat, without any special need for reflection, Jesus died for the whole world so that anyone who believes in Jesus can be saved. To be fair, there are verses that suggest that he died for all the sins of the whole world but when closely examined they don't stand up to scrutiny. The minority report, the Reformed view is that Christ died only for the elect- those whom he had chosen before the foundation of the world. Jesus' death on the cross is 100 percent effective- but only for those whom he has chosen. This is what the Reformed call Limited Atonement. The L in Tulip. Limited here does not mean Christ Death was limited in its ability to save. It means as far as Salvation is concerned Christ's death was intended and guaranteed only for those whom he had chosen. For this reason, and to avoid confusion some theologians simply refer to it as Particular Redemption. 
Scriptures Supporting Limited Atonement.
Isaiah 53:8. “for the transgression of my people he was punished.”
Matthew 1:21 “She will give birth to a son, and you are to give him the name Jesus, because he will save his people from their sins.”
Matthew 20:28 “just as the Son of Man did not come to be served, but to serve, and to give his life as a ransom for many.”
Galatians 3:13 “Christ redeemed us from the curse of the law by becoming a curse for us”
John 17:1-2 “Glorify your Son, that your Son may glorify you. For you granted him authority over all people that he might give eternal life to all those you have given him.”
John 17:9 I pray for them. I am not praying for the world, but for those you have given me, for they are yours.

The controversy is not really about words. It is about how the gospel doctrines fit together. Was it God’s plan to save only his own? Or to make it possible to save everybody?   If God from all eternity planned to save only one portion of humanity and not the other, which is what Sovereign Election teaches, then it is a contradiction to say that he sent his son to die for those whom he had previously determined not to save in the same way that he sent his son to die for those he had actually decided to save. It makes no sense. This does not mean the death of Jesus on the cross has no benefit for non-Christians. Non-Christians benefit from the common grace of God. Jesus' death brought a Christian ethic into the flow of human history and profoundly influenced laws and customs that even non-Christians benefit from. Look no further than our nation: our laws and customs still have a strong Judeo-Christian influence even if it has been eroded. For example, the notion that marriage is between one man and one woman is a Christian principle that is still present today despite several attempts to redefine marriage. Any society that disregards these norms will suffer accordingly- whether it is homosexual marriages in the West, polygamous marriages in much of Africa or outright fornication.
A Minority Position
When we speak of limited atonement, I have to acknowledge that Reformed thinkers occupy a minority position in Christendom today. Though this has not always been the case. I believe this doctrine is biblical, but I recognize large segments of today's church see it differently. The opposite view to limited atonement is unlimited atonement aka Universal Redemption that is Jesus died for all men the only thing that keeps them from appropriating the benefits of his death is their unbelief or lack of faith. Ask any informed Roman Catholic, Greek or Russian Orthodox, Arminians, most Charismatics, this is what they believe. Those who hold to the Reformed position affirm that Jesus died for a select number of people, those whom the father has specifically given to him, that his atonement accomplished their salvation and therefore all of these are certain to be saved. 
A good place to begin is by emphasizing points of agreement.
[bookmark: _Int_WyUkNxFH]1 The value of Jesus death. The value of his death is Infinite. It is capable of atoning for the sins of everyone in every age.
2 There are benefits for all people, short of salvation. God's love, mercy and compassion were demonstrated at Calvary. This has worked itself out and transformed the values of Christians, blessing their homes and the nation at large. The world will be a far nastier place without Christians in it.
3. Nearly all Christians acknowledged that not everyone will be saved. We agree with them.
The design of the atonement
The real question is not whether Jesus' death has sufficient value to atone for the sins of the entire world, or whether his death benefits all people in a limited sense, or whether everyone will be saved. The real question concerns the design of the atonement. Did Jesus’ death actually save anyone? Or did it only make the gift of salvation possible? There are three possible answers to this.
1. Jesus' death was an actual atonement for the sin of all people so that everyone will be saved.
2. Jesus' death was not an actual atonement but something that makes atonement possible. The atonement becomes actual when the sinner repents of his sin and believes on Jesus.
3. Jesus' death was an actual atonement for the sins of God's elect People with the result that only the elect (chosen) are delivered from the penalty of sin.
Option one can be ruled out immediately for the Bible clearly teaches that not everyone will be saved. People who have who have been marked for condemnation from the foundation of the world. Exhibit A is pharaoh. God raised Pharaoh up for the express purpose of showing his power judgment and wrath. Romans 9:17-22. Judas is another example. In the book of Revelation Jesus declared the sexually immoral, liars and so on will have their part in the lake of fire. We're left with options two and three. This makes our job easier because we only have to consider what the Bible has to say in regard to these two options left on the table. Jesus' sacrifice is often associated with these words:  redemption, propitiation, reconciliation and atonement.
1. Redemption- is a commercial term meaning to buy back. Today we commonly use the term with mortgages or pawn shops. If you are short on money, you can take an item of value to the pawn shop where they will value it and give you less than it is worth. Before the term runs out you can go back to the pawn shop and redeem your article usually with some interest on top. In ancient times redemption was often connected with slavery. If a man liked his slave enough, he could redeem him, buy him back by paying his worth plus a little bit of extra interest. The Bible says that we were slaves to sin in Romans 6:17. The terminology of redemption is used many times of Jesus death for us. For example, in Galatians 3:13, Paul said Christ redeemed us from the curse of the law by becoming a curse for us. What kind of a redemption would it be if Jesus' death on the cross made redemption possible yet some of those whom he died for are still in bondage? I will give you an example. Say you had a friend in jail, and he was arraigned before the judge and bail has been set at £10,000. You could say okay I'll post bond to secure his release. When you get home, friends will naturally ask you where he is. You then say, oh, he is still in prison. They would then ask you why He is still there. Didn't you pay to bail him out? My point is it is not a real redemption unless your friend is released from prison. Similarly, when Christ redeems us we must be set free immediately otherwise it is not a real redemption, his death on the cross would have been useless. When the Bible says Jesus redeemed us by his death on the cross that redemption must be an effective redemption and those who have been redeemed must actually benefit from it.
2. Propitiation- in the Christian religion means to turn away God's wrath. Propitiation presupposes God's wrath against sin but shows how another person can die to bear it. In Romans 3:25 God presented Jesus as a sacrifice of atonement. Sacrifice of atonement is the same thing as propitiation. What kind of propitiation would it be in which Jesus turns aside the wrath of God yet God punishes the sinner anyway for his sin. Most legal systems generally prohibit what they call multiple penalty. What I mean is this. Say for example you receive a speeding ticket and you cannot pay, someone else can pay it for you. The court then has no right to come back and demand you pay the fine out of pocket. If Jesus made propitiation for all people, then everyone in the world will be saved. Otherwise, it must be that he made propitiation only for the sins of his elect people who alone are saved. and this is the argument I'm making today.
Reconciliation- means to establish peace between warring parties. Paul writes in 2 Corinthians 5:18-19 that God reconciled men to himself in Christ Jesus. What kind of reconciliation will it be if the warring parties are still fighting? It would not be a true reconciliation. Apart from Christ everyone is at war with God. We hate him. We would destroy him if we could, and this is what we did when God came in the person of Jesus. We nailed him to the cross and thought we had gotten away with it. Christ's death on the cross was an actual reconciliation. It was God reconciling us to himself.
Atonement is reconciliation of God and man through Jesus Christ. It means to make at one. Atonement and reconciliation are very similar terms, but atonement in the Bible always implies a sacrifice is made. During the Old Testament times, various sacrifices were needed as an atonement for sin.  The author of Hebrews wrote of Jesus that he had to be made like his brothers in every way in order that he might become a merciful and faithful High Priest in service to God, and that he might make atonement for his people fully. Hebrews 2:17 The chief point of Hebrews is that Jesus really accomplished by his death what the Old Testament sacrifices merely prefigured. They pointed to Christ's work. But when Jesus died, atonement was actually made with the result that it never needs to be repeated. 
Putting all these together we can say that Jesus' death:
Obtained an actual redemption for us, not a potential redemption.
Was an actual propitiation for us, not a potential propitiation.
Was God actually reconciling us to himself rather than potentially reconciling us?
Was an actual atonement, for our sins, not a potential atonement.
Therefore, we can say that Jesus’ death on the cross was not a hypothetical salvation, but a real and definite salvation for God's chosen people. God's elect. A redemption that does not redeem, a propitiation that does not propitiate, a reconciliation that does not reconcile, and an atonement that does not atone cannot help anybody.
God's amazing grace is yet again demonstrated by drawing us to himself, by actually redeeming us, propitiating us, reconciling us, and atoning for our sin in the work and person of Jesus Christ.
 The problem texts.
I will not address every Scripture in this regard. I'll give representative examples of these.
1. Verses that seem to teach it is God's will to save everyone. For example, 2 Peter 3:9. The Lord is not slow in keeping his promise, as some understand slowness. Instead he is patient with you, not wanting anyone to perish, but everyone to come to repentance.
This verse is not talking about the salvation of all men and women, but only of the elect. The issue is the delay of Christ return. Peter is explaining that God has delayed it yet, not out of indifference to us and what we may be suffering, but because he wants to bring to repentance all whom he has determined in advance will be gathered in. If Christ should come now, there'll be many generations of people not born, containing generations of Christians yet to come who would not be in heaven.
2. Passages which suggest that some people for whom Christ died will perish. Hebrews chapter 10:26-27. “If we deliberately keep on sinning after we have received the truth, no sacrifice for sins is left, but only a fearful expectation of judgment and of raging fire that will consume the enemies of God.” Paul is not saying here that a Christian can lose his salvation. Elsewhere, he denies that this is even possible. The entire book of Hebrews was written to Jewish believers who were having trouble abandoning their Judaism. They still believed they had to keep Jewish rituals and customs to be saved. Hebrews 10:26-27 is your classic hyperbole where you deliberately exaggerate to make your point. Paul is saying here that having been saved by the sacrifice of Jesus if they go back to the empty forms and rituals of their Jewish custom. There is no further sacrifice left for their sin. They're rejecting Christ, and that has consequences. He ended the chapter by saying, “But we do not belong to those who shrink back and are destroyed, but to those who have faith and are saved” (Hebrews 10:39).
 3. Passages which suggest that Christ died to save the whole world. For example, John 1:29. “Behold the Lamb of God who takes away the sin of the world.” In order to interpret these passages correctly, you must take into consideration the context in which the word ‘world’ is mentioned. From a study by Stephen Lawson of Ligonier Ministries, I learned the Greek word cosmos is often translated world in English Bibles. It can have up to 10 different meanings in the Gospel of John. I will quickly go through the examples so you can understand what I mean.
1. John 1:10.  He was in the world, and though the world was made through him, the world did not recognize him. ‘World’ here refers to the entire universe.
2. John 13:1. It was just before the Passover Festival. Jesus knew that the hour had come for him to leave this world and go to the Father. World here is used to indicate the physical earth.
3. John 12:31. Now is the time for judgment on this world; now the prince of this world will be driven out. World here refers to the spiritual system with Satan at its head in opposition to everything that glorifies God. It is used in the same sense that we speak of, for instance. The entertainment world or the musical world and so on.
4. John 7:7. The world cannot hate you, but it hates me because I testify that its works are evil. Here it means all humanity minus believers. 
5. John 12:19. So the Pharisees said to one another, “See, this is getting us nowhere. Look how the whole world has gone after him!” Here it simply means a large group of people. Obviously, no one in Manchester, London or Lagos was running after Jesus when this passage was written.
6. John 7:4. No one who wants to become a public figure acts in secret. Since you are doing these things, show yourself to the world.” In this context, world simply refers to the general public. 
7. John 1:29. The next day John saw Jesus coming toward him and said, “Look, the Lamb of God, who takes away the sin of the world! I have quoted this text before. World here simply means large groups of Jews and Gentiles.
8. John 3:16. For God so loved the world that he gave his one and only Son, that whoever believes in him shall not perish but have eternal life. In this context, world simply means humanity in general.
9. John 17:9. I pray for them. I am not praying for the world, but for those you have given me, for they are yours. In this passage when Jesus speaks of world he is referring to the non-elect.
10. John 3:17. For God did not send his Son into the world to condemn the world, but to save the world through him. In this final example, It's rather confusing. But Jesus is referring to the elect when he says world.
From these examples, you can see that it is very important to get the right context before you interpret the scriptures.
This brings me to Limited Atonement and our doctrinal standards, in particular the 39 Articles of Religion. Do the Articles have anything to say on this issue? 
Article 31 says this, The Offering of Christ once made is that perfect redemption, propitiation, and satisfaction, for all the sins of the whole world, both original and actual; and there is none other satisfaction for sin, but that alone.
The obvious implication is that Jesus' death was for all men. How do I square that circle? I don’t. I reached an out to an Anglican scholar, The Reverend Anthony Smith, he had this to say,  I suppose the simple answer might be that the Bible says that Jesus died "for the sins of the whole world" (1 John 2:2), and that Article 31 has the same meaning (assuming that "for all the sins of the whole world" means the same as "for the sins of the whole world"). So, in that sense, Article 31 adds nothing to the Bible on the question of limited atonement. So it might be that the 39 Articles don't have an explicit view on the question of whether the atonement was limited in scope. The context of Article 31 is about the mass, and the point is that if you want your sins forgiven, then the only place to go is to the cross - the sacrifices of the mass don't add anything to the cross. The point is that Jesus' death is sufficient. So it's dealing with a different question - not about why Jesus' death is efficacious for some and not for others. 
In his commentary on 1 John 2:2, R.C Sproul writes, “Christ’s sacrifice is sufficient not only for John and his immediate community, but is valid anywhere in the world. It is a sacrifice that requires no addition or supplement.” 
If Article 31 simply means that the sacrifice of Jesus is sufficient to atone for every sin, same as in 1 John 2:2, then they are not saying anything new and they are spot on. But if Article 31 means Jesus died for all men that is demonstrably false and must be rejected out of hand. This is a cautionary tale, when there is a dispute between our church creeds and confessions and the bible, we are to go with the bible every time.
Conclusion
If you take one thing only from this message, let it be this. Jesus’ sacrifice on the cross was not for all men, only his elect. Not one drop of his blood was wasted. His sacrifice was 100% effective for those he came to save.
I will continue the Doctrines of Grace next time speaking on Irresistible Grace.
Amen.
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