
férences aethe least, rnutuial mnistrust is
the deepest, and sorr1e utterances which
have appeared in 'Mhe press recently
would seem- to indi.ate tlîis tendency
as in somie quarters prevailing now,
e., g, A converted membership lias been
clainied as a distinguishing mark. En-
tanglements withi the state have drawn
national churches int strange incon-
sistencies, w1hich, have left their marks
even alter the enitaniglenittntslhave dis-
appeared. No detiomination caîî justly
claini throughi all its history an unbleni-
ished record. Th,_ tendency under
ctate supervision is to slacken discipi-
line ; this is truc whether Preshyterian
Scotland or Puritan Massachiusetts be
taken for examiples, but equally strong
and pernicious is the opposite tendeiicy
by which a church of self-clected saints
degenierates to bc a court of Phiarisees.
Presbyterianismi lu Geneva and Congre-

gationali sm in the New England States
both started with thie grand conception
of a Christian commnonwealthi, înoulded
after the spirit of the Hehrew theocracy.
Christ wvas visib)ly to be viewed as King
of nations, as confessedly lie is Ring of
Saints. Circunistances in sonie res-

licns were more favorable for the ex-
perimiei on Amnerican free soil, yet wve
will hardly Say that it was sticccssful as
a state institution any more than the
Genievian trial, only ]et it lie rcniemhler-
cd that ilie great principle in tic up-
holding, of which Calvin and Farel stood
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shoulder to shoulder. and for inaintain-
ing whlui Calvin %vas driven into exile,
wvas Ci purity of communion," or iii othesr
words, that the churci: was hield to-

gether and deined by a boutid ovvr

ýYhich the state hiad no authority. l'req-
byterian Calvin and Independent ]3rcuwn
here wvere on commnon «round.

It is nîanifestly beyond the linit,; icî
a symposium article to trace ther diveri-t
workingls of idcntical pri uciples undur
different conditions, and the groihi of
even divergent manifestations in their
separation, but along such lincs of ap-
proacli nmutual miisuinderstandicings,- wotnld
vanisli, and a substantial uniitv lie found -
and ere concluding' this, our 1h111111lt
contribution and practical application,
we may add that: the two bodies juit
nanied have more than traditional apt-
ness for ini/tal apiproach, (we enmpha-
size that: word CC mutual,".) they both are
far removed fromi sacerdotal pretension,
both ackn-iowledgc the scriptures as the
one supreme symbhol of iaithi and guide
of manners. Eachi seeks to cuiltivatc
ain intelligent failli rallier than the more
emiotional, each sets a lihvaluie on
ministerial attainnment, and hoth have
ever recogrnized, whal other hiodies are
slowly ackniovledging,,,, the Iay eh iinut
as a necessary factor in truc rhurch
governnîent. Nor do they dortrinallv
Stand apart if Opien exp)ressionl welie
given to thiiîg as t ractically ae

Thle old controvcrsies wvli fuctissed at


