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in his assertions that *The fourth commandment was in-
tonded only for a single nation is clear from the fact that
it takes no notico of difference ¢i weridian, which wmakos it
impossible to keep the very same day in more than ono
part of the enrth,  Tho Moseic law altogether is ovidently
tho lnw of n purticulnr coutmvry, of u particular race, of o
particular stage in the religious cducation of menkind.
When wo aro asked what becomes of the rest of the Deca-
loguo if ono commnudment is no longer to be literally ob-
gorvad, the answor is that for the Christinns the ten com

mandments have been superseded by the two, and that if
the ten are still in force, it is by virtue not of their Mosaic
promulgation, but of their intrinsic conformity to the
Divine will.  As tho dedication of a reasonable portion of
time to our spiritual needs and our bodily refreshment,
which is its cssence, is necessary, tho fourth commandment
is an universal and indefensablo obligation,” we may view
his statements from annther standpoint and ovr conclusions
he ennmot escapo,  He wishes to deal with the question by
¢ Christinn wisdom,” bul he immediately cites the heer
gardens of Chicago nsserting that theso are not Eaglish but
German, evidently intending to show that the Luglish are
superior in * Christian wisdows ” to the Gormans. If he
wero asked what evidence he had for this he would doubt-
less say ¢‘ read history.” So pronounced a DProtestant as
the professor will not deny that the Bible has had an incal-
culable influence in moulding the British churacter. T'rue,
he i3 a pronounced Luglishman, who places stronyg reliance
or. English history. Yet he secks to set aside that which
has given strength and nobility to the English people, and
has produced the most interesting and striking passages in
their history. Ho would sot aside the Mosaic Inw ag *“ the
law of a particular country.” 1f this was the cass why did
not the Inglish cast out the Bible altogether and stick to
tho religion of the Druids as it was ' evidently the law of
their particular country.”  Moreover, why does not the
professor call out for the abolition in this
country of overything that savors of some other * particular
country ” and demand that we have the worship of the sun
and the Indian war dance? These were the custowns of our
“ particular country.” Let the professor act on his own
10gic ; closo his library,shut up the fountains of his kuowl

edge, and erase from his mind all the teachings and in.
fluenves ol the past, save those that came from Indian
legendsandlore. Let him porder over the bloody massacres
of ono Indian race by another. Let these be the sources
of his intellectual development and the fountain from
which to draw “Christian wisdom,” and let him on no con-
sidoration allow the Mosuic law to influence him, for if ho
does he may find hiwself in a “different meridian.” ‘This may
seem to be trifling with the learned and estecined professor,
but in reality we o not trifie to such an extent with his
lame, lop-sided statements as does he with a grave subject
that should receive the best, unbinssed thought of a well-
balanced mind.  The professor is not & good specinl-pleader,
and bhis remarks on ¢ Christian wisdom,” ‘¢ particular
country ™ and * difference of moridian ™ are so totally un-
worthy of his grasp of principles aud . .owledge of histori-
cal facts and inferences, that he reduces himself to the
plano of ridicule and should be treated so.

Why should thero bo a compromise? Christian peoplo
are demanding that there be no Sunday cars, They stand
for a principle, and upon that principle they will win. It
will bea desecration of the Sabbath to run cars. Why then
should they agres to compromise? This would simply be
measuring wickedness and countenancing a system bad in

principle, at varinnce with © Chyistinn wisdom " and agninst
tho direct teachings of the Old and Nuew ‘“Lestaments,
and of human experience.

Lot thore bo no compromise and now sinen the advo
cates of Sunday ears have seon the weakness of their do-
munds none need foar the result of the issue.

College Committee  Uniformity in Theologieal Education

Proposed. formx the subject of n timely and interest-
ing articlo in tho Record for August, which ought to be
caefully thought over by the Church.  The pesition taken
is, thut while diversity te a desitablo degreo wall be afforded
by the individuality of tho professors, thero ought to boa
uniform course and teaching in all the colleges in connee.
tion with the Presbyterinn Church. This can be brought
about, it is allirmed, by the ageney of n College Committee
.0 direct theological cducation, ag is the case in the Freo
Church of Scotland. The writer sums up with the follow.
propositions . —(1.) The Assembly should haso one standurd
of education which it assigns for all students of our Church ,
one basis of licensuro ; one final examination to be con-
ducted by a board of examiners not oxclusively professor
inl.  (2.) When reports are presented to Assembly they
should come from this representative committee. At pres
ent theinterest in the rcport of each institution is largely
absorbed by its alumni or foster parents, whereas the col
leges and professors belong to the Presbyterian Church and
not to individuals or sections. (3.) We uced more inter
collegiate sympathy and co opiration. Common studics
and a common aim would secure tiis in some mensure,

Artualism and  The Presbyterian (London, Eng.) has sub.
Disestablishment  y)j1ted to o number of prominent clergy
men and laymen for their opinion, o proposition that the
Church of England should be disesw.olished because of the
ritualistic practices which are becoming prevalent within her
fold. The answers make good reading. Aswns to be ex
pected opinionsditler, but a refreshing unaniwity is brought
out agninst the tendency to ritualism. It may seem sin-
gular that a remedy should be sought for in disestabhsh.
ment for a practice in the Church, the legnlity of which
may well bo questioned.  But even should its legality be
upheld, as the Lincoln judgment might lead us to suppose,
there can Lo no guarantee that ritualism would not prevail,
even toa greater degree than now, in a I'ree Lipiscopal
Church. Indeed, it is a matter of fuct that the Iipiscopal
Church of Scotland, without tho prestige or sceucity of en
dowments or state connection i3 more ritualistic and
“ Higher ™ than is the Church of England. Thoe strongest
reason for thus bringing ritualism and disestablishment
together is that the iatter would freo the nation from the
responsibility of maintaining a church whose permitted
practice leads to Romanism, a system repugnant to the vast
majority of the people. A great deal could be said for this
argument, but nothing with so much force ascould be said
for the proposition that disestablishment should be treat-
«d on its own merits, and not as a remedy foran incident of
church service. The letters indicate a moving of opinion for
disestablishment in the Inglish Preshyteriun Church, which
may assume formidable shupe should common cause be
made with the numerous and by no means to be despised
nn conformist bodies. The Church of Eugland is strongly
entrenched, but it would bo vain to deny that many of her
moro thoughtful sons see rocksahead in tho levelling up
or down forces which are powerfully waking their way in
British lifo at the present day.



