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I3esides thoso Dr. Davidson wrote numer

for reviews and religions keriotlxcal8. Fo: i
lie wrote the roviews of theological. bool
Atlîenoenîn. Ilis criticisins in that and ott
icals tire niarked by great acuteness and lot
oficu very sovare and rc pcrhaps, unnecessa
by hie own theoloeical opinions. IIie chici
the two Introductions to the New Tos9taînesi
entitlcd The Introduction to the New Tes
threc volumes publislhcd iu 18418-51 ; and
The Introduction to tlic New Testament j)l
1868. These Introductions procL-ed on ver
linos, go ninch go that, îf it woe not for t]
style,,tle 8aîneness, of xnany of the critieal
ami te froquerît coininon tone of argument

tbiîîk they wore b)y dIièent authors. T~h
cceds on orthodox linos ; the second ilmios
the review8 of tile Tubingen school. T1'le fi
the gonuîneness of ail the books of the New'
the other ouly accep)te sonie of the Piaîulii
atn( the Apocalypse; and evoli the Apo
rejected in the fast edition. Both works9 i
ingly valuable, fult of learnine and
storehouse front whielh the tlieological critic
abundaintly. Tite tirst Introduction althou1
by I)r. 1)avidson, is stili a standard book
Testament.

At the close of the seventecnth cenitury
eigliteentlh century there was a greait school
crit.îcs in En1îdrcproeonted by Mill
hlentley, Kennicolt, Principal Camnpbell oi
and othlers, but tis school gradually dec
toNwards the close of the last century
entirely extinet. Tite stifdy of IliblicalC r,
renioved tu Gerrnany-. Dr. l>avi(lson iwas
carlie.st, if :îot the very earliest Biblieal
revived it in England. 11i3 workî o
Criticismn and Ilernienuties, and his I
both to the Old and New Testament, ao
Germany, were for a long p)eriol, thietoui
these subj ccts in Engiand. Since that fini
been a conîpîcte revival of thc study
science -when, formcerly, there were ver'
(lireecd their attention to this subject, tii
lic rockoncd by scores. In our tixue there
Eliglislh Bîblicril Crities 10l0 lu seliolari3hi p
ment, riv'al those of the îiost distinguish
.scholars. 0f this distinguisliccl eonip:îny 1)î
iiiiy lio regardcd as tlic pioncer.

Sîoine of l)r. Davidson friends aîîd adinir
that it was righit and proper that his ion~
Iiterary services; to theology should be roco
governmciint pension. Accordinglý, i i
<irawn up) an.d presentcd ta Mr. (zladsion
Minister. Tt was signod, by several bishi
înost distiîiieis1îcd theologians of EngI:
sha:des of opinion, aind belonging to ail don
rit consequeacice of this Dr. Davidsoza lias,
ycars, enjoycd a governument penion>i. ConsE
great labours of D)r. David son and ]lis v'ali
tion tu the science of Biblical Criticisuti silc
was most dlcsorveily bcstowed.

Ou r Churcbi .Pension
UV' J. S.

Fur the Rneiw.

Tht Ilresbyterian Cburch lu Canada biasf
Pensi'u Fonds for lte benefit of its miuise
fainiili.'s, viz., the Aged and Infirm Mlinisters'
sections, Western and Eastern ; the Widows'
Fund, lîkewise in two sections, and the
Orphans' Fund ai the late Church ai Scotlanc
is asurvival fram the ante-union period and is
be ultimately merged ino that ai the WVestern
the dlaims of thase who were connected with
the time ai union are extinguished.

The success with wbich these f unds haveb
and the liberaiity with which they have been s
indicated by the fact that between tbem they
endevwed capital ai $504.763.

Ous articles rhe combined revenue duting the ycar 1896-97 Was
11111 yearsi $49,977, Of Whicil $25,5 7 7 was dcrived tront' iritcrcsts un
cs or the investments, $zS5.301 froni congrcgational collections and
oer per:od- $9,098 from mirnsters' rates. rhei amiount dîsbursed in
irnin&, aire aticiuitites was altogether $46,389, Of wlichl $18,72. wCtt Ici
rily bxase(l 97 agcd or infirm in iisters and $2 7,667 to i i9 widows or
works arc their tntior children. rhe average annuitnt to each was

it; the one $181.
tailent, in The regulations under whiciî timese funds are admninis-
fl Otioter tered naturally vary soniewhat. But there is onc (cature

.îbli8lhed in which is commaon to ail, viz., tlat uniess à niniisier inakies
y different a personal contribution ta the iund of a fixed arnounit cach
lie umity of year neither hoe nor his family can derive hcnefit from it
roferonces, urîder any circumstances. His congregation niay contribute
one would regtilarly ta a fund of cach class, but whatcver the antount
e first pro- af their contribution, utiless thc minister has repularly paid
t omnbrasccs his rates hie is debarrcd irom any advantagc cither for him-
rist defends self in his oid age or for his famiiy alter lie is gonie.
res8tarnent; The abject of this regulation îs undoubtedly to induce
:10 Eàpistlc.s cvery minister to connect hiniseli with the futids and to
acalypse 18 maintain bis connection by regular paynxents. And it ouglit
ire excecal- to have this effect for as a mode ai insurance it offers a
trording il large return for a comparativcly sniali prcnîium. For cvery
.4 cati craw minister who pays into the fund expccts ta have returned iii
gli rejecte1 case of need nat only aIl that lie has put iuta it, witlî inter
ni the New est and profits but also lus share of the congregational col-

1lections and of tht interest on capital. There is no insur-
~and in the auce company in the world that canoffter advantages at al
of bibuîcal corresoonding ta this.

MtVonr, Now 1 do nal think that any of the pensioners an these
f Aberdeen funds rcceive ton much. 1 could wisb that the amnounts
lined, and, available for distribution were nn'ch larger than they are.

'ats aIliost A mnister who lias spent his hife un the service ai the Churcli
iticîsui wils and ai the conxmunity is entîîled ta some consideration ini
aOne Of the his aid age, and a miuîster's family lias a dlaimi to bie remeni-
Critie whio bered in case of his death. But I cannat bring myscîf 10,
nl Biblical believe that the above princîple by which a certain class of
tro<lîctionq the ministers ai the Church receive aIl the benefit ta ihe
coiiI in exclusion of others as eiîhcr rig?ît or Wise.
y works on~ It is ual right, because, whatever the regulations nmay lie
e there lias aud however they may have heen passed into law, thiere can
of Bibîical be no doubt that the cougregational contributions and the
v fcw irlit subscrîptiaus for endowment are given tii ordt±r îlîat aged

c4 autiO nxw inisters aud ail trnsters' widows who are likely ta need
ý1as arisenl aid ai ibis sort should lie provided for. If a necdy case

aud attain- arises which is excluded irom bencfit under the regulations
ed Germitn it impassible to make a special appeal on behali ai it for

r. Daidsunthe simple reason that these-funds exist and are supposed ta,
meet ail sucb. It is sonietimes a malter of the kcenest

crs tlionglît pain and dîsappointment ta cougregations after they have
-.C(>tiniieil been contributing for ycars ta timese furdi ta find that their

gilise<1 by il minister or bis widow, as the case may lie, is stili unprovided
narial wVli for, lu spite ai anytbing ibat can be said to tiiem iu the
e the Prime way ai expianation they ledl that they have been defrauded.
pjs, b>y the Contributing ministers certainly have a tight to sorte

tid fail advantage on any reasoniable principle, but tai t1îcy should
omiuationq. reap the whole benefit is siînpiy intolcrable. It is wortliv
for 5(vveral ai notice as proving the generai impression, that out of 9.î6

;idcring the' cangregations iu the Church Si i are reported as contri-
uale aiddi. buting ta the A. & 1. Funds and 0981 t fli W. & 0. Fuuds.
il a plensin While aut ai 1032 mînisters only 482, or lets titan 5o per

cent. paid rates during 1896-7 tn the one, and 468 ta tht
other. The ather 5o per cent. htave no provision whatever
made by the Churci for îleim or their famnilies.

F unds. If this is not right, neither is il wise. fi may he raid
that if aIl wcre to be given a dlaim on tîxese funds îhey would
soon be 'swamped. And certainiy Iliat wotild hoc true if tht
funds are ncver ta be any larger thata they are. But tht
chances are that uulcss somnethiug can be dont ta quickcn

five différent interest lu thtse funds the annuities froni somne ai titem wili
rs and their have ta be cut dowu i l te near future anyway. Thc com-
Fond, in twa mittets compiain ai the lack ai intercst lu thein on the part

ai cangregations and esj.ecially af mniuisters. But whiat
nd Orphans' more cati be expectcd when more titan one hiall ai tbe min-

effidows' and isters in the Church know that, howevcr, weii intended by
J. This last caugregatians, neither they noir their tamil*es can: es-or
iutended to rccve the siightest advantage ai any kind (roux tlin, but
îectiou, when that on tht contrary the very existence afi tse fonds will
the fund at dryu the u l iberality oi the Church towards thcmselves if

thcy should ever conte ta need it. Gîve theni a guaraute
een mauaged ai tht share that shauid bc rightfuily tbeîrs,-they do not
upported are asic for more-and their advocacy can bc reasonabiycxpected.
lave naw an Until then they will continue ta bc lukewarm as thcy have

been in the past.
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