484

THE CANADA PRESBYTERIAN.

tious and worthy man: and that he had refused to
ohev their instraciions, hecause he behieved that only
in that w v could Metis sarvive and the Presbytery be
~nved from the folly of destroving ene of 1ts own
Stations,

Aned as to the second and fast meeting of Commit-
tee I attended, Oct,, 1877, 1 can but repeat what 1 said
in my first reply, namely, that | requested the restora-
tion of the Metis grant; that | expressed surprise to
have heard it stated during the Summer, that the
Presbytery had asked its withdrawal, for the purpose
of “starving out™ Mr. Fenwick: that 1 deprecated any
such interpretation of the Presbytery’s action; that |
did so unchallenged; that when told the Presbytery
were “afraid of Fenwick’s pen™ in not insisting on the
change proposed, 1 replied that the Presbytery were
anxious to avaid even the appearance of harshness;
that several times during the work of the committee 1
recurred to the Metis matter n the hope of still get-
ting the grant rencwed; that notably when a large
grant was passed to a congregation in the Presbytery
of Hamilton, | asked how this accorded with the
treatment of Mectis; and that the answer by a member
of Commmttee was perfectly defimte and can be pro-
duced in its exact original form,

There arc many ponts in the Doctor’s letters that,
did space pernut, 1 should have liked to notice:—The
fallacy mvolved in speaking of members of Commuttee
as “representatives of Presbytenes,” though they are
appointed by Assembly, and Presbyteries communi-
catewith the Committee through written extracts; the
“mstake ™ also m speaking of *joyalty to the Assem-
bly” as demanding the withdmwal of the Mets grant;
and many other things ot which we cannot now speak
particularly.

I closc with an carnest protest aganst Dr. Coch-
rane’s attempt to convey the impression that the
Commuttee are m this matter ranged with i, and
that he is sunply the champion of their cause.  With
them I have no controversy. 1 entertain for every
oue of them feehings of atfection and respect, and many
of them are my warm personal friends; and | regard
any attempt to alienate thew fnendship from me the
reverse of kind, POAVRILHT,

Pastor of Chalmers Church.

Montreal, May 20, 1578.

PROBRATIONERS PAY AND TREATMENT.

MR, Eontor, A great deal has been said in your
columns about the pay and treatment of Probationers,
and as the illustrious “ Thirtv-one ™ have resolved to
organice and agitate the question, 1 trust you will al-
low something to be said on the other side. Com-
plunt is made that during last quarter fifteen vacan-
cies have Leen removed from the list by calling min-
isters who do not belong to the roll of honour. s this
so? | know that in our Presbytery three vacancies
were removed from the list because they had been
killed by the present scheme, and are now being
worked as mission stations as the only way to resusci-
tate them; and we have now in this Presbytery seven
congregations, -five were formally settled) that have
dwindled down to be mission stations through the
present system.  Another complaint is that the con-
gregations du not “pay up to the average, that they
were formerly paying their pastors” as required by
the law of the Church. Wonjd it not be justice to
the congregations to have added to this rule “and
Probationcrs are required to preach sermons up to the
average formerly furnished the congregation, and
Presbyteries are required to sce that they do so.”
How would this work? An honest day’s work for an
honest day’s pay. Another complaint is that they are
badly billetted—perhaps “ A.P.” would suggest a bill
of farc that would be suited to all parties and graded
“jin proportion to the salarics formerly paid their
pastor.” “Equity” proposes that the supply be
stopped from all congregations who do not pay as
required by law. I think a large proportion of the
congregations would be glad to have supplics from the
Scheme stopped as they would then be able to supply
their own pulpits without the trouble of getting the
consent of Presbytery or having often to pay two
ministers for one day’s work. From the number of
applications to Presbyterics for this leave, (although
many Presbyteries always refuse) this rule would be 3
success to the congregations, but it would be death to
the present system.  1s it then an advantage to be off
this list? It appears so. The largest congregations
in the Church get leave to obtain their own supply,

and many Probationers procure hearings without
going on the list, and all Probationers are allowed to
leave the list whenever they wish,  \Why not allow all
congregations  the same privilege?  Congregations
must remiain on the list; i it kills them no matter
We are & vacant congregation who require Gaclic as
well as English, and there are three ministers on the
list who might be candidates for our pulpit. ‘Two of
these we have heard.  We have the otherone atlotted
to us this quarter and he deddines coming.  What is
our chance of ever getting a s.ttlement out of the
“Chirty-one,” aml yet we have sent to us for cight
Sabbaths in this quarter men who have no chance of
cver being our pastor, some of whom we have already
heard four times and who are so well known by us
that we do not announce their names, knowing well,
that if it was intimated that they were to preach, the
church would be not only wacant but emply. And
there is no remedy for this but fncreased pay and bet-
ter billets? Can these Probationers expect as warm
a welcome as if they were likely to be our coming
pastor? No, they cannot but feel that they are not de-
sired and that we feel that they are merely delaying
our chance of scttlement.  \What respect can a con-
gregation have for a Probationer, who, having ac-
cepted a call but continuing to fill his appointments,
finding the congregation to which he is sent have
asked another minister to preach as a candidate for
their pulpit, refuses to give way (even with the offer of
his pay for doinyg nothing}, but insists on his right to
preach, and prevents the congregation from hearing
the man they wanted 2 and what respect can they have
for a scheme that justifies such acts? How it raises
the Probationers in the cyes of the congregation when
onc of them comes late on Saturday night and goes
away ecarly on Monday morning, and asks the Treas-
urer for two dollars extra, “because you will save
it by nut havng to pay sv much for board.”

To say nothing of serious charges which congrega-
tions do not take the trouble to report, as the prosecu-
tion would be far more expensive, than the advantage
to them; it is quite certain that the present scheme is
anything but a success, and although most of the
«omplaints come from probationers, yet congregations
have as mach ceusc for complaint T have hada good
deal of experience with prabationers in other congre-
gations, and know that merely altering details in the
working of this scheme will never bring the remedy.
The objections to this scheme are that it generates an
entire want of sy mpathy between the probationersand
the congregations, and that it causes a great waste of
means in working; waste to the congregations in pay-
ing board, with a manse standing idle, and waste to
the probationers in paying unnecessary travelling ex-
penses.  The sympathy is not going to be increased
by this discussion, and without it there is little hope
of better treatment although in a few instances a
dollar or two more may be got out of some vacancy.
Is there no remedy?  Yes - A System of llincrancy
i1t cansection costh a Sustentation Fund would be the
best, but will not be obtainable for many years, and
something must be done at once.  Try this. Let all
Sessions who wish to procure their own supply do so
—this would remove about one-fourth, perhaps, of the
preseat number of vacancies (48),and leave the thirty-
six probationers each with a vacant congregation over
which he would be settled for, say three months, and
at the request of the Session might be allowed to re-
main another termn or longer if mutually agreeable,
but if petitioned against for incficiency might be re-
moved at the end of six weeks, and after three or five
complaints for this cause to be removed altogether.
The probationer to be paid nearly the same as the
pastor, occupy the manse and perform all the pastoral
duties (cxcept being Moderator of Session); while
congregations would have a better chance of becoming
acquainted with the pastoral ability of the probationer,
and would perhaps make better selections and the
result be Tongdr and more satisfactory pastorates than
our present system of calling a man entirely on his
preaching ability.

A MEMBER OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH.
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THE METIS GRANT.

MR. EDITOR,~It is a long time since I rcad the
1liad, but—if 1 rightly remember—thare is a passage
in it where Achilles and Hector are represented as
fighting about the dead body of Patroclus. Well, for
some time past Brothers Cochrane and Wright have
been crossing swords about your humble servant. J

have all the while been motionless like Patroclus, 1
cannot, however, be so any longer, ‘To drop figure,
there is a pazt of Dr. Cochmne's letter in the PRESHY-
TERIAN of May 17th, which, in justice to myself, | must
notice. 1t is where he speaks as follows regarding
the Home Mission Committee’s discontinuing the
grant to Metis: “ \Vhen the case came up, Mr. Wright
said that he hardly knew what to say about this sta-
tion; thit the Presbytery had been endeavoring for
some time past to cffect a change which they
felt necessary for its greater success; that it was re-
porte«d that many Presbyterians who lived a portion of
the year in the locality passed the Presbyterian Church
ancl attended other denominations; and that probably
the best thing the Committee could do was to with~
hold the grant for a time, in the hope that such actien,
on the part of the Committee would bring about the:
change that seemed to the Presbytery so desirable.”

Well, with regard to the report that “many Presby-

terians who lived a portion of the year in the locality
passed the Presbyterian Church and attended other
denominations,” I unhesitatingly term it a downziht
Jalseheod,  There is not one word of truth in it from
beginning to end. 1 defy any person togivé the name
of even ane Presbyterian visitor who has ever gone
past my church to go to the other. Thereisonly one
other Protestant church in the place.

The statement which [ am now reviewing is also as
adsurd as it 1s false.  Where the far greater number
ot the wvisitors hive, 1s from three to four-and-a-half
mules from my church. The other one is close to the
near end, between it and us,  The fact, then, that the
F'resbytenian church is threce miles further from the
mass of the strangers than the other is, very readily
accounts for so few attending the former.  For oneto
pass my church to go to the other, he must first come
ap and go past the former, though it should be but one
step, and then go back to the latter, thus travelling at
least six wles for nothing.,  Any one doing so, would
prove himself to be highly qualified for a place as a
patent under the care of my old friend Dr. Clark, of
the Toronto Lunatic Asylum. He would be like vne
hiving in ‘Toronto, who should, in order to go to King-
ston, pass Montreal. I am well acquainted with the
hastory of the other Protestant church here, anit from
what | know of 18, ] have no doubt that one reason
why those whe placed the other church where it now
stands, did so, was todraw the visitors to it. The whole
of the Protestants here could not, together, raiseagreat
dcal for a munister. A part can, of course, doless, I,
tiien, help from the visitors could be cut off from the
P resbyterans, there was ground to hope that by and
by Presbyteriamism would be starved out of the place,
aud then the other church would get the field all to
ituelf, 1 can give proofs that the younger Protestant
cliurch here was founded as an anti-Presbyterian one,
which 1 defy any one in Metis or out of it to refute.

Even though some Presbyterian visitors who could
attend our church should not, it does not necessarily
follow that 1 am to be blamed for it. There are fuke-
warm personsin the Presbyterian as there are in other
churches, Now, those to whom 1 refer might attend
the other church just Lecause they would see more of
their acquaintances and other visitors there than at
mine. There are many like the servant girl who said
that she * wadna gie the crack i* the kirk-yard for a*
the sermon.”  Or again, fugitives from discipline may*
have told those referred to great lies about me, and
thereby poisoned their minds. 1 amused to “this sort
of thing.”

At different times, Presbyterian visitors have gone
past the Littlé Metis church, and come to ours. On
Sabbath afternoons, during the visiting season, I haye
a station in a temperance hotel four-and-a-half miles
from here. We have good attendances, representing
different denominations. At times, ministers of other
cvangelical bodies have taken my place, or assisted
me, Scveral of the visitors have said to me that they
wished that our church had been nearer them. Ifthe
intended church at Little Metis were built, it would be
ina more central part than the other place is, and,
therefore, the attendance in summer would beincreas.
ed. While the strangers are here, we have visits at
the manse from several of them, which seem to afford
the visitors much pleasure, as I know they do the
visited. Were it not for the fact already stated, we
would have more callers. I mention these things
simply in opposition to the report already referred to
which is fitted to do me harm. I again say that it is
not true. Had 1 kept silence, I would, in effect, have.-



