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this would only plunge the doubter
into deeper doubt. It is plain, there-
fore, that the tractiet of Mr. Scott de-
feats in a measure his object.

Wlîat, now, of the contents? The
order of the topies is flot the most
perfect. The Church's doctrine and
the Cburch's.egvvernmcniat shotild have
been entirely separate, but they are
not. The statements as to the
Church and those as to the Presby-
terian forni of worship, instead of
being- at opposite ends of the work,
would have been much better if be-
side each other. Thev are cognate
subjects.

If we enter into details, the sarne
derect is stili more gl 'aring. At the
vcry outset the mind is burdened with
an apology for a confeýsion. These
five questions wvould have been ini
better place if cither in the introduc-
tion or in the appendix. Then there
follows an explanation of the Presby-
terian form of governuiient. The
statenients in this section are con-
densed and correct. There are two
exceptions, however. After proving
from Scripture the Presbyterian form
of government, tic question is asked,
Il Did flot Pre.sb-t.-ranisrn have its
origin zat ilhe Reformation ? » Weil,
if it began with the Aposties it could
hardly begin Nvith the Reformers. The
ansiver would have been in better
forni in an addendurn. Inimet-Iiately
thereaifter one can hardly keep the
face strakhlt Mien lie reads thc ques-
tion, 4' Wlint do you think is to bc the
future of Presbyterianisrn?" and
then the answer, il<That being apos-
tolir, it ivili beconie the dominant, if
flot universal, form of church govern-
mecnt," savours of a sectarianisni that
shtould bc scGured froni the earth.
What is thc ]prool-text for so gloiig
a hoepe? ht is found in Luke xii. 32.
What connertion this text huis illi
the future of Prc-sbyterianism -n e-Iave
c<ur renders to sutuise. The '.ac
v.ould have liaU the sane force whlen

in the niouth of a Bapti>i or a Metho-
dist who argues for his form of Yov'-
erriment.

A synopsis of the Presbyterian
faith is presented in the following five
pag es. The main doctrines are given;
but the proof-texts are not s0 copious
as they are in the larger Confession.
The reader is surprised to find a slice
of Arminianism in the treatment of
election. It is truc tiat one view
gains clearness when in contrast with
another. But if the Arniinian doc-
trine be inserted at ail, it shouli be
in a fo-otnote; and, besides, it is
fi-irer to Arniinianis to give a lurger
sunnary of their doctrine. False con-
ceptions arise from partial statemnents
of any position ; anxd the danger is
only partly guarded against by the
direction at the foot of the page, us,
'sce the first five points of .Arnîiinian-

The chief error of Uic section upon
doctrine is that it mingies assertion
and defence together. It conveys
the idea that the writer is a pleader,

ithat he is cndeavouririg to icenove
pïejudice. For example: the ques-
tion, Il Do you flot believe that Christ
diid to ruake salvation possible for
ail 'nankind, but confers it ouly on
those who, belicving on Hini, seek
forgiveness ?" is out ot order. The
book would bc endless if it toldw~hat
Presbyterians do flot behicve. Again,
the question " How do you explain

îthe universai eall of tie Gnspel with
the lirnited.-atonnient?" raises a hope
that s oly dooned to fil; the
Virtual aliswer is that it is flot explain-
able. This nitake-c is w<ost palpable
in the treatnient, of the subject of
Baptisni. This topic occupies five
p.ages out of fiftcen. Tbe question
%vill nit once sugges-t itself, "'Is this
subjcct so fundaientat to Presbyte-
ianisni thaà.t it bhould Litone-third

nfa Confession ?" Nowv, alUîough
the st;îtenîent of the dfirtrine is clear,
it is ciunîblered %vith arguments and


