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spirit différent froin tls lia nt work even In Canida.
Ilht Streami of t.hristiîan i.4îA là fluiwng atrongiy,

Andi wc taope fliat it will deepon anîl ivden tilt f: isiai
carry on lis beoi aM aite love the Lard jesus Christ
andti deire the triunmph of Ili$i kingduin jbutil tere
Aire counîier-cutrenls Andi etdies litre ani flatre, ini
wlîich chips ani strows, put in motion by tht tmain
rushing of the waters, are circulatiiîg. Wc cars reand
on thein minute lnsctiptioi, "lThe Church I The
Ciaurch !" IlBut their motion ta as lrcq'itntly back.
irul as fariward ;ms tha: we finit if dihrcult ta cal.

culat their tittittate dtstInation. It sctciis ahînoir
luillkrous that ait,- denorslnation of Chîistians an alias
diuîendowecb country cf Canada, shoualt reçctc v th
rapplause a paler in whicli four fiflia ui tht Ilroits.
tanîs cf the Dominion are stigsia.t;zcd as separatisîts,
îvhille, forsootb, social l1 alt hi îîîgn.tniinously ccn
reded ta therts. It Is a niatter or thankfulncssl that
union îvith other c? nominations in the commuon wor
cf the Master, bas forced ititf upon tht attention
even of 1-1gb Churchnien, but coinpiete anal successlul
co8peration cars neyer bc attint<l cxiept on thetfoot.
log of ecclesiastical as well as social equality.

SUSTENTA TION.

Mni. EDITO,-WVe fanti ourselves lace ta face îvbtb
the lastbon of substituting a propo5eti sustentation
scheme for aur prescrnt methoti of supplementing we.ik
cangtegaticans. As nwach ha.s bten written andi saiti
on the ahleged ativantages afiftic one scheme aind the
-otber, one would imagine thit the changes proposeti
vere radical and sweeping. Tht follawing compati.
son may bcocf serice in sbewing cxactly wbat the
proposeti changes art It may be surprimîng ta saine
te flnd thaî thcy amount ta s0 little.

On comparing (nlot Unitedi 'rcsbyterian supplement
with Fret Cburch sustentation, but) aut prescrnt sup.
plemental schernc witb the praposedl "I'istcntatson,'1
as revised by the commuitîc In charge oie the sanie,
we finti that lhey agrce in part, and in part îbcy
differ.

They agre in the iollowing points
i. Bath aim nit securing t0 aur pastors a îaainint

salary ($700s and $750).
2. Bath require aid-receiving casgregations ta ton-

tribute towards lbeir pastors' salaries a minimum
antounit ($430 andi $Sao Ald-receiving congregations
failing ta do so may ho remnoved frein the Iist.

3. Bath farbiti aid-receiving congregatians ta pay
their nîinisttr a supplement, or ini ailer tvords, salaries
Wib flot be supplemcntedi by the committec be>ond
the minimum fixeti.

4~. Bath require aid.rectiving, andi indecti self.sus.
taining, coligregations ta scnd innual qrnancial reports
ta tht committee through the Presbytery.

5. Bath allow seif-sustaining congregations t0 regu.
late their own finances ; andi contribute wvhat tht> cans
ta blpi those i neeti.

Thty di/er as (ollows : 13y aur prescrit arrange.
inents aid.receiving cangregations pay what tlat> ïan
ta tiacir pastors dirtttl'. By the ncwv plan this ainounst
is frfi sent la the centralfund and then sent to the
mainistev. In other words it is praposeti Iontaa at"
a minimum -fifty dollars bigber Ilian the prescrit anc;
and, ire arder to reacb this minimum, a. change in
niethoti is proposeci, nanity, supplemenîtd congre-
galions shali no longer pay their partors anything
tA.rouRAg theri n treusurers, *,)ut lhp ao' ttgli wa
agent of the Church. Aller careful examinaîjon we
cans find fi asoher niaterial différence betwcen the tata
schemes.

The scbeme sent clown dots nat tell us iwbcther the
Sustentation and Home Mission Funds are ta bcekept
separate or ta reniais one as at pr*itnt (perliaps the
Coivener would give us light on lIais point,.
There is nothing in the triffing change nateti above
wbich requires ibeir separatian, alîhoughi the Ian.
guage used wauld seein ta indicate that separation
is the Conimitte's idea.

Having callit attention ta the reat issue before us,
this Ittter miL, a clase, but with yaur permission, M1r.
Editar, we offer ont or two remarks.

We raise little abjection ta tht pravisions of the
scheme, but wt anay asic, why all this ailo about sa
littlc ?ilnstead ai appearing ta remit ta Piresbyteries a
grand sustentatian scbene, when in tact it is simply
aur pireet suppleinentat schenie in new %vords andi
witb -a antre shred of the sustentation idea in it, wby
not stata at, once, Ilwiv propose r-ising the minimumn
$aaIY t $0So and a marlnec; and ta secure this we

Ip-opoltt sien.i 1iefe trpiaetCl..îg'
pay tiothlng lu ilheir misilters except îlarougîa tlle gon,

jcral agent auand tliat cantabuinin for suppleinent andl
limat Mission bc kelît sep.arate?"

Agatn, we seniailk tuiai th %cliente sent clown la
siiapiy diutrlî egulat Ions uiid,-r whirli wc
aie ta rcelve asal disti Aate tht eîilîoli people '
%viie wlaat ie rietti mswst la sonihnîg Io 8Àdla:,t thrir
biber.ality. Aduiiîiistcrisal $(Co tiais twnv cr fliat wny
watt nat iiîtake at $750. WC~ rrquire anre aaaoaîey, saut
better scheamies for imaîaiing fi. Wc litar huitt ceint.
plaint as tea daîîiîîiatrtoia : but iieli about braiing

huil te dîuînascr 'i~e îîîtablenî ian iel aui,
I l, lioa' Mhail te cet iiot- '*u'nes, fuiert.îI
andl wc subsit that lIais paoant lias nos beca' net bi the
scimenit sent howaa.

WCe venture ta thiik that if insteatio ai aslng tht
ilieitibers af tht buatetition Comititet te spend
f imit andi cnergy lia dlscusslng these regulalians, ïvc
sent thesc able and respecteti brctlîren throughI thtc
lcngth andi breatb of the landti a rouse tht people ta
larger gmving ta tht cause of Christ. Goti would nien
Iheir arfforts, andi belore Inn'g wc ivoulti lind the, is.
ury af the Lord full te overflowving, And aur prescrit
scbtmtes ai admninistration wotking fairly well.

..'qrence-ville, 7lin., rMSi. W. J. DEY.

TH1E JIfARRMeGE L)U1jàTJON.
MR. I)nron,-Tlie rtply OfMm Blair ta nîly last

hetter, full -anti kîndiy expressedn s il is, gives nie nîuch
satisfaction. Him rccommaiendatian, that 1 shaulti
study the subject, I aise appreciate, althaugh 1 yen.

iture ta assure latin thaî IL was bard'y needcd, for it
ivas5 anby vcry full examinatian tlaî led ne te give tala
the vitws which bat stîi hlis, wben 1 founti thean ut-
tcrty andefensabtc. Of course eca af us tvati naturally
suppose ibat the ailier ivants aur Iiglit, anti we must
thus agree ta dtller.

Ahcfrein Mr. Mires letter anti frortiftic vcry
kansi note ci ler. Wilkins, it as evident that the ont
point af différence is coming clearly out. 'Mr. Blair
abks,"I Ho1w arc wce te decade the question if the ar.
griment from, anaatlgy bc disaliotved ?" thus ai.
naittang dlam, wialieut that mode af rcasoning, lais
position cannot bevandicateti. And Mr. Wilkins says
Mr. Laing "b ans already admnitîtd that ifrihe anaIogiie
ù# 4,'> ante it s carrelat mlust Iollow ;» thus balla ai.
mat that tiat conclusion whicb 1 impugni rests on an
analogical inference front Lev. xviii. 16. as its major
premase. The leir:tsjaty of titis premise is the point
ai issue. If il cans bc vindicatéd, they arc righl;
ilai Ilcarnai bc vindicateti, thear conclusion is ivrong.

NMr. Blair adniit laat bis argunîcîlli is based on ibis
a., jzrnplion, but mecets raty abjection by saying that 1
also Il assume what the Scripture novhere asserîs,
vii., ibat thtre as «a difference beîwecn <a wifc'A) reia-
taves by blood an the colhateral Jane andi (hier) relatives
iii tht direct tine," anti be asks me to shew proof,
adding that lis assumptton as as good as mii= Nowv,
atithough tiae anus probanit: praperly lies %vith Mr.
Blair, wvba asserts that tht relations are pro tanto tlac
same, anti lits demnad thtat 1 shoulti shcw te diller.
ence, is reqaairing- rate ta prove a negative, stili 1 wil
try ta shew that Scraptutc, in Lev. xviii., recognizes diais
difference, sa that îaiy position is net a iere 'assump-
tien, but bas a tarmn basas in the law itscif.

Dr. Linadsay, in bais Inquiry, page 76. althagb hold-
ing the coaaamonly receivedl vaew of tbisquecstion, says:
IlThose wba holi abt consanguinuiy andi afTanity
canstalute equal obstacles ta naarriage, do ntot set out
front this as a first princif5le. nom do îlacy even con-
ceive il tas bc oôvsousily an,6id in verse 6, but .tîaey
rcach ai as a deduiction ai the end of diîcir inquiry, in
consequcnce af fîndîng ttat t parohibiions laid
tia refer tic fiaa just as trequcnîly ta afiinity as ta
coiasanguinaly, and mark ouI thu ane te just al; renuate
lamis as thteailier. It as a deduction frai; the stries
of fiarticular cases adduhced as exaaxîpIes by &oes;-
andi tat (act tbat a grand-daughier anti a wiic's grand.
daugblcr are bath speciCacd, is ant of tht preois ai the
cc-actusaon s0 drawn.» 1 regard this as a gooti stat-
ment cf tht methati ta bc pursucd in Ibis inquiry, anti
ask youm readers ta nate te phrases in iialics. No
farsi pi-inciple is loe sum;ed; non s lte proposition
that consanguanaîy -and affinity are equivalent ta be
caken as zili»1:cd an tht phrase, "neriar af kmn ;" it is la
be sherun ta bc a'liesI:mate deducîton frein a stries ai
particular cases. Lat us then analyze Lev. xviii. 6 la
j8, andi ascertais ivhat the stries is. Verse 6 gives
the principle, "lN carness of kim is a barrier ta mtar-

r ge' %Y: liten arc trictuded in that phrase f Who
are tatear or kiai t0 a mari for the purposes of ibis
slatute> Il c fialt tht answer lit verses 7 te 18, vit. :

a A tianens own blood rel.tives (vers. 7,9, 10, 110 2b
1a).

:. WVonier, marricti te rA mnIs' bloci relatives (vcrs
8, 14, 1 Sei15)-

3 l'hi blaoo relatives of the îvifc, (i) ver. 17, in
the slitcct tint; (2' '.cr. 18, ini the collateral tint dût,.
iig thet:v¼'., tliti.

Sucl s theI "stis of parîicu!.ir cases adduced Il by
Mosmu NoW, that series <lacs not include the witris
relatives In tlic .ollâailtit, cxcept as specified In
verse iS, and there the prohibition as expreshly lim-
lied ta the %vite'& litet;me. Scng then fiant a de.
a-rasedl wifc's sister ls flot In the Ilstries,' iow can a
deduction firs% tht stries legitlmaitly include that
relation? Imîpossible. Saine other argument is rc.
quircd, sa that the relation may bc included in a pro.
position wbich Is nlot a legitimatc deduction (rom thât
strics. The tblng necded s jIIst the airatégial as.
sumsptian ta which 1 object . ~' 11, dom Mr. Ilair
ask hoîv we cars pracced with 1is argument if ibis is
disillowed. We cannot. And lihe ]et me rates; to
Mr Wilkins' Ilnon seçsdlur.»* 1 strongly hltal Dr.
H-odge's view. 0f a triath, ver. î8 dots flot shiy flint
the marriage Is a proper ont. It forbida marriage
wvith a wvife's 3muter when the wite is living, but dlots
neflt say anything about tht maîter aller shte is dcad ;
but," Ilvhcre thtre is noa law tbere is no asin'» anid '*ha
is nlot forbidden is lawful. Sa, unless ver. s6 or
sarie other portion af Scripture contesais a prohibi.
t ion, tht marriage in question is law fut. This an.

Iadmit. F urther, it mây fairly bc urged, thans so far as
vcr. tS is concernacd, the lact thatitconsainsalimiled

Iprohibition implies the repient af tbat prohaibition when
Ithe listit is removcd, ixe., that after the wie's dcath
the prohibition ceases andi the mian as fir- Looking
:hcn at the law de lata, as Dr. Lindsay termns it, amn
1 neflt justificd in holding . (si A anan may marry any
wonlan flot forbidden by Lev. xviii. (2) That Scrip-
turc farbids marriage with certain womcn wbo ar 'e

Inear af kin. I'.) It als- contains a stries of particular
ca.ses shewing wha are rnear of kin. (4) Mlarriage
with thost thus specified as forbidden. (5) A wife's
sister is specifitti during the wties lire, and is there.
fore diipii4. that lime forbidden. (6> A zuifes tijter
aiier the -nj(e'.r death is :01 sôeceýed. (7) Therciore
a deccascd wife's sister is nlot prohibited, and n'aar-
Tnge with ber is not S breacb ai the law. Furtber, is
if flot evident that Scripture dots make a différence
bcîwecen the blooci relatives of a wifc in the direct and
collateral lises, fbrbidding the firsi (ver. 17) pcrma.
nently, but tht second {vcr. s8) only Ilin bier littinie
The différence i5 there, and 1 hav~e sbewn il, so that
my position is nlot like Ntr. Mlaires, a ancre assump.
tion, but a wcll-faundcd statenient af wbat is ex.
pressly stateti in the law.

Mr. BLaiir 0 is justified in bis strictures in pzrzgraph
5111 of bis ]citer. He bad flot probably seen the cor-
rection which 1 sent you wben hie wrote, or doubtle 'ss
lie would bave modifieti bis reply. Yaur readers,
howcver, have aIl intelligence enough t0 sec that
lioweverjtistly my rnistakc reflects on me persontally,
IL dots flot in the slighî test dcgrce affect tlieargumen,,,

Now, Mr. Editor, whatevcr may be the final setule-
mient afibis question wben it bas ta bc deait with by
the supreme Court, st cannat [ail ta bc of adivantage
that the sttbject bas becs discusscd in a (air way and
brotherly spirit. Great as the triat and wiHl prevai!,
1 -sn liable ta error, and ask noa one ta go further thaïs
hie bias light, but 1 trust oibcers will givebrethrcn credit
for hanesty, sanie bhttt common sens;e and even-a
fittie logic, aithough tbey andi their oppancnts differ
in their conthîasions, stcîng that they are not agmet
as ta tbe premaises. JoHN LAiNG.

Dundas, Ont, 7anuary Sth, x83i.

PIIILALE2WES AND PRIACIPAL GRANT.

MIL EDiToS,,-I said in my former commun:i.
lias that a stase of honour wouid prevent Principal
Grant frein accepîing the weapon ofrered by "4A
Lover af Trîath "for bais detencr. 1 have twa more
things ta say about that weapon. Tht firstý is that a
sense of truat as -vell as bonaur, Win prevrnt Principal
Grant (rom accepting it. Principal Grant knows that
1 faithfully represenîced bis position at tht Council.
To say that Prncipal Grant said substantualy that
"ea minister as long as hc believod.b.nsc faflul to
,Him, te whom ho took his ordiù-iation vov;s, àhotilduot,


