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NOTICE !

Mr Wi Revell Jie Kindlv undertahen the
busitiess utnuagemient of the Isveperspest In
the fwiure, therefore, abl remittnncs s snd letters
sgbout thie sibsctiption, or compluints, should be
addrersed to b, Iex 2668, 1 0, Toronto,
and all srticles for s ation, vews of churches,
&, to Mana, oy Lalitor, ssane address.,

MOA Canste % Wit Mvetne, will eon
tatie to attend to the bismeas of the Comgepa.
tional Pablislune Company, weladiuye arrears
for the Inptresunsg and the Yo Mook

Wewmlleall the atteason of our rea lers to
ther Labe 1z Al whose aubsenptions expued
Jan . <1 oor carliey ure now due suother sean,
Wil triey please reuat

We went - muy temz of nens of e
ohaurebi < e posaildes bat w1 ar correspon -
entsle ngter onr space s b tebanl weg,a
hthe to ent dowa.

ACSUPSeRTEE R retuns fus Daper
writtnee upon it Not wanted here.
we has e four churches m town " the
suggestion being. we suppose, that
four churchesgnve sufficient relisious
teaching  Uniortunately, they have
not taught that subscriber, or he has
not profited by the teaching, 1o pay
his Lawful debis, s now. when stop-
pig the INDLEPENDENF he ones for
18 months' papers.wh-chhe does not
sav a word about payaes o Ouery,
Whieho has most to do with stopping
the paper, the four churches or the
dotlier and a half 2 !
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ARE WE BORROWING »

Our goud catemiporany the Canada
Prestyte rraa, 1o whom we are bound
by many twes of ~ssmpathy and kind
offices, 1~ somewhat astray in think-
ing Congregationahism s Presbyter-
nzed by umted action,or by the de-
claration of what our terms of feilow -
ship may  be Congresatienahsm
acknowledges cver the essential! ene-
ness of the chindhy aod on broader
platforms than mere denom national-
ism can give, has cosoperated wath all
Frvangdiicad Churches, and maintan
ed, ur saught ton untam the tams of
fellowship Lad down i the New
Testament. The true Liberty en-
joved by our Presbytenan bicthren
is in vrtue of the principles they
hold from, or in common with, us,
we may learn something fiom their
adhesiveness, but in Presby tenamism
purc and simplcthere arca few things

we do not accopt, aeither are we,

learning from them: o o the shib-
boleth of pure and undstuted Calvan-
ism, as pronounced by the West-
minister Confossion, i~ but the utter-
ance of a scct, not of Catholicity.
We question the New  Testament
richt  of imposing it a o sane
gua non of the ministry. especially
secing it 1s not required at all of the
membership. Again. there  are
some vemnants of priestlv rule re-
maining.  Looking over the report
of the late Preshytertan Counal at
Philadelphia, we find much diversity
among our brethien as to the place
and function of the Ruling IKlder.
We, of course, canuot be blamed
for not undcrstanding that office:
but the rule of the Presbyterian
Clucdl.aswe see it 18 vested in 2

as

Canony

<o fur as we can see, in thorough-
paced  Presbyvteniaumsm, w0 subse
quent cowce can be heard from o the
peaple soho are theveafter to be ruded
and tansht. Anindividualchatchonee

cconstituted on the pure Presbyten-
Lan model, with deacons and ses-
csions, the voice has passed fiom

the people ntterly: andaf the argu
ment used, as aganst Episcopacy,
that the bishop and preshvters aie
one, stands vald, the Presbyterian
Church propetly has no lav aepre-
scntion, its chders bomy  all
bishops. Thatoin the actual Church

of the Preshytetian denomination |
- 1

the ganeral vorce of the mombers s
haand, we hnow, but ondy at the ex-

i pense of consistency, and by thas

far concedimg what we understand
v Congegaticnalisin, - We doubt
whether our contemporary can make
aranst us a single pommt wherem
we have eventended to thesilencing
of the vowee of the church. That
our hberty . has not ever heen
used wisely we admit, the nichest
sot} grows the ranhest weeds whon
weeds get ing that the difierence
between our practical working and
that of our Presbytenian brethien s
lesscuing we hnow, but we st be
pornntted to urge that of we shake
hands over a lesseming chasin 1t s

thev who have moved  the mote
taprlly to us, for who m the
preached theology of onr Presby-

ctetan palpits to-dave waith vn

and organ accompamments, wonlkd
recognize the same chureh of even
aquartet of acentmy ago® Indeed.
in this free land of the Westo many
we not hepe that there is devedopinyg
all Chiistian chutches
cbroader chanity than the Stofes and
Castes of the old Lind  pernatted.
: The v, or congiegational elements,
mecting oft in the husiness of hie,
are longing for  the temoval of
bainiers m ther rchgious hfe, and
~uch mosements as tie Hvangelical
Alhance may bong home the trath
that we aie one bady i Chiste So
mete it be.
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AN NAY O WARE DO
TRINLS
Mlanmy of the Lald  theologicn!

Cthinkars of o day o who  think
"thariselves cat of cvangdlical posi-
cton- do ot ket the pablic <ce how
they  came  to their conclusions,
Their processes of thanght are kept
i the backround, Therr results are
paraded.butnot theway inwlischthes
reached them. Bat the Rov. Myaon
Adams, of Rodhestar, rccentdy dis-

ciation of New York, allows us to
see how he comes to his opinmons,
We hine before us his sermon in
full, in response to the action of the
Association. S0 we know of what
twe write. If we come to a wrong
“conclusion concerning Mr. Adams,
his own langnage 1s to blame for it.

Mr. Adams some tiine ago an-
nounced that he had xiven up
the  current doctrine  concerning
future punichment. He anveighed
against 1it.  He branded 1t as dis-
honoring to God. [t was weak-
ening the hands of the Church. Eter-
nal hopc-— by which he mecant Uni-
versalism, only known by some other
namc— was the only tenet by which
the Church could be saved to the
world. Some of Mr. .\'s friends won-
dered where he had gained so much
light as to lead him to contradict the

fellowshipped by the Ontano Asso- |

of Jesus Chnist, who it might be pre-
sumed knew more about the matter
than Mr. .\, possibly could

But he has told them now.  And
substantially it is the following : In
the war for the Union he saw a num-
ber of soldiers fall while fighting
bravely for the “ stars and stripes.”
He hknew them to be brave fellows,
possessed of fortitude enough to face
the <abre, shot, and shell of the battle-
ficld. T1e could not bring himsclf to
believe that those who were not
Chtistians of the thoucands who fell,
wete to be consigned to the punish-
ment outlined e the Bible. They
Cwere brave, and God could not over-
look their bravery and banish them
from His presence. So here, amid
the carnage of the battle-field, he
came to the conclusion that there
could not be such a thing as everlast-
iy pumshment, and thacfore therse
is no sach thing.

That suikes us as rather a novel
fway of manufacturing a doctrine Mr.
Adams did not reitch his conclusion
by any consultation of the words of
Christ, but by con<ulting his own be-
nevolont fechngs, <tined up to high-
estactivity by scends of blooud. And
because he saw men brave enough to
fuce a bullet and defend the flag, he
must needs forsake the statements of
the Master, and hold out the cer-
tunty of restoration to such men.
How nustaken his poaition s, is plain
to all,  Unless facts lie, there were
scores of men who fell in that war
with ~shameful blasphemics upon their
hps. What was the Saviour to them?
Only a name for them to curse with
But because of the accident that they
were shot or bayonetted in theanter-
Gsts of the Union, they must be ulti-
matcdy saved This s as unique as it
I~ novel

We are mdined to think that in
sote suchway all these modern im-
provcinents  upon  the  simple--
though ternble doctnmes of God's
Word e engendered, Men - for
‘s'ullh' cause or  other -wish  the

nprovements, and  then anponnee
]thvm a~ factse Biat af that s not
fticason to Chust, then we do not
(know what ticason is. Llither the
P words of Jesas are infallible or they
care not. If not, then they should
not be followed atadle I they are,
then they should he announced un-
hositutingly, though we mav ot
fully comprehend them, nor our fel-
low-men be able to feel sratification
over them.

Mreo Adams announces  hinself
an aanbas<ador of Christ, <avs he
was calicd of God to that post,
Now. does an ambassador mahe the
despatches and terms, o merely
bear the despatehes and terins al-
ready made by those who send him
forth®>  Then what would be said
of that ambassador who would tear
open sealed despatches, run his pen
through 1mportant sentences, and
mterpolate his own views, radically
different from the views already re-
pcorded 7 Would he not by such an
fact ceasc to be an ambassador, and
become an originator > And so a

man ccases to be an ambassador for
Christ, when he runs his  pen
through .the infallible Master’s

words, and puts in their place his
own thoughts on the matter.  And
even though he should do this amid
the excitement of the battle-field,
and though his *‘large and influ-
ential ” church shouid stick to him
through it all, still it is truc that he

ceases to be an ambassador for
Chnist. At least that is the opinion
to which persons with a grain of
common sense are likely to come.
- -~ ]
FHE LOST TRIBES.

Looking over our pamphlet corner
the other dav we stumbled over an
almost forgotten copy of the * Forty-
seven ldentifications of the British
Nation with the lost House of Isracl,
by Edward Hine” By a strange
coinciderce the same day there came
to hand a newspaper cutting with an
article on ** Are we the Ten Tribes 2
by Dr. H. Bonar, and memory being
thus jogged, there flitted before us a
semi-monthly journal offering  ex-
change, whose sole mission was to
establish this same identity. We na-
turally ask cus bono 2 but ‘we are as-
surcd that the question is momen-
tous,—the striking of the carth by
the next comet may depend thereon.
Well, really there s not much to be
said on the obverse side of the ques-
tism, only the otherday we reccived a
letter, bearing the New York post
stamp,addressed to us and containing
a printed telegram from heaven, de-
clarmg that within the next fourteen
yvears, by sword, famine, and pes-
tilence, the ¢ntire animal kingdom
outside of Great Britain and Ire-
land  would be  destroyed.  With
it was a poem (?) of two hun-
dred and fifty «ix lines, and as much
prosc comments tipon Scripture pro-
phecy bearing upon  the subject
We have little doubt but that our un-
fortunate friend from whom we sus-
pect these lines came, could talk ad
finttemt thereon, we can say little
save that we can find no case. What
can be sad to such an argument as
the following by the learned 1. Hine?
We quote literally - - Isracl mwst
have Jacobs stone wath them. It s
impossible to suppose that Jacob's
stone can be actually lost, because it
must exist as asignet ring to the Al-
mighty, 7. 7., as a scal of witness that
the promises should be  venfied -
theretore wherever Isracl may be at
the present time, they st have this
stone in therr posssession. This
ientity s veally an omportant one ™
We naturally ask the relevancy of
the must three times repeated ; we
really can do no mome, and if the
mere statement of the argument (?)
does not prove its own refutation,
welloall we can say is that human
credulity  has  ~wallowed  another
camel. Dr. Bonar a  pre-
mullenarien, and looks forward on
grounds of Scripture interpretation to
Israel’s 1estoration: were there the
shghtest ground for the identifica-
tion, we would suppose him to lean
that way: but Dr. Bonar has a
respectable scholarship and a 1epu-
tation for sincenity to maintain, and
this is the way he putsit, we ven-
ture to say, as every one must put it
who has read the question in the
light of known history * : —

“That the inhabitants of Great
Britain are Israclites is a modern
theory which has been widely pro-

i~

pagated.  Its defenders have 7n-
vented A large number of re
semblances, or “identifications,”

on which, wm the abscnce of anthentic
kistory or national tradition, they
rest their proof.  The languages of
our country, Saxon, IEnglish, Welsh,
Ccltic, Zaze no affinaty with the He-
brewv, but “hat 1s made of no ac-

* The italies are vurs, as alw in the previoos
quotation. *




