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almost entirely emancipated from the tyranny of the thoological systonis and
eehools." He states furtber (a reniark inade to hini by one of our foremost
men twenty-five years ago), IlStick to your claissics and mathematic8, sir;
you'Il have te make jour theology yourseif by-and-bye; the ' isrns' are dleau
gone froni their throne among us. We have conie to know, some of us by
painful and costly processes, that these systeme of theology were of men, and
only of men."%

This miuch for English Independent8. Now, I ask, is it reasonable that we
in Canada should bc coinpelled to go back into the snud of past ages, and
idontify oursolves with their controverBies, and fight under their bannors, and
that, by those whose attention and services are called away by secular pur.
suits from the great issues of the hour ? 1 do not a2k to think for others,
but 1 noust dlaim to, think for nyself.

Since writing the abuvo, I have seen statemonts in English papors frein two
correspondents bore, representing tho discussion at Hamiulton as an attempt
to, raise the ghost of the old Calvinistie controversy. Some mon neyer seo
the point at issue, and doubtless sume talkers did not heop to the point there ;
but thoso mostly interested wore not contending for or against any human
BystOnI, but for liberty, as Congregationalists. te lagnore Calvin and Arnminius,
and preach as we find the gospel in the Bible, believing that men on eithor
Bide of the centroversy may ho trusied to do that. Wbile it is claimed that
the historie faith of the body bas been Calvinistic-and it would betray igno-
rance to dony it-it is aise clairnod that the historie polioy of the body bat;
beon libers), flot exclusive. It bas nover atternpted doctrinal un;formity in
non-essentials, and it botrays ignorance flot to know that the unity of ovan-
golical Oongregationa1ièts bas been conservod in this way. Dopart froni this
policy, and thore will be as many divisions among Congregainlit s mn
Presbytorians, Mothodista and J3aptists.

W. H. ALLWORTHI.
Paris, Ont., Sept. 16tb, 1868.

REPLY TO THE 11EV. W. F. CLARKE.
[We publisih the subjoined strictures which have been sent te us os Mr. Clarke's

letter, with tbe feeling, that although the reply is altogether dispreportionate to the
space nt our disposai, M1r. Pullar has a right te be heard in bis owa defence. WC
much deplore the personalities that mar the communications cf beth these brethren,
ner ceuld we have allowed such a question te, be opened in the Magazine had it net
firet assumed se personal a character in the Union. Correspondence et this nature is
neither pleasant nor profitable, but the opposite, and therefere 'we cannot long koep
our c.,lumns open te what is, we are per8uaded, altegether distasteful te cur readers
generally.-ED. C. I.]

DEMI Sia,-I have besitated to, the lust moment whether 1 should taire
any notice of Rev. W. F. Clarke's lotter iu your last number, and bave
finslly decided, witb great roluctance, te, reply. This hesitatien and relue-
tance do net at ail arise from auj difficulty in finding an answer, for t1ec way
is clear, the material abundant, and the ternptation is strong, yet I recoil, fur
obvious reaions, fromi the task.

Passing ovor the oening paragrapb in bis letter 1 corne to, IlInstead cf
' attack upon,-' rend ' defence against' Rey. T. Pullar, and 7011 will coe
much nearer the trutb." Ho thon proceede to assigu my avouaicf .Ârmind-
anism as bis first proof of nmy attack upon the Union. H1e styles it cithrow-
ing down theýpatiot." Bow was thia throwing dowa the ga-znalet ? It


