Correspondence.
The Aged Ministers’ Tund.

Eduor Tug Pressvrentas Review ;

Sti,—In Tue Rxview, 22ud March, you
have an article on the above fund in \\'hica it
is stated that the General Assemhly at Win
nipeg directed that a capital of "$100,000
should be raised.  This is the ongin of that
proposal. My attention was directed many
years ago to tho great destitution of some of
our winisters in broken health, aml by persoral
effort raised some §300 for two ministers’
familics. This led me to biing an overture
before the Toronto Presbytery about 1885 to
provide a capital fuml ot §100,000, in order
to make a better provision for our aged and in-
firm ministers.  This ovetture was approved
by Drs. Reid and King and carrivd.  In 1556
I 'brought this up in the General Assembly at
London, Ont.,and 1t wasagreed to endeavour
to raise such a fund. 1 brought this up again
at the G:meral Axsembly at Winnipeg, when
it was agreed to raiso the amonnt to $200,000.
T a1s0 proposed to grant 810 per ,ear of ser-
vice, or $400 after 10 years or mote of service,
which had been agreed upon many years
betrco when Rev. Dr. John McTavish was
convener of committee. Dr. Grant, of Queen's
College, moved that it should be $300 after
10 years’ service, the same as in the castern
provinces, and this was agreed to.  The Rev.
Williawm Burng, who was the very successful
agent in collecting for Kunox College, was ap-
pointed agent for this fand. But as the last
threc or four yuars have been very unfavour
able for collecting moncy, Ye has not been
able to reach the whole amount yct, Lut he
has scenied subseriptions to the amount of
$120,000, of which §91,000 have been jaid,
and 1 hope, ere long, e will obtain the whole
su, as one rich mian at Montiea! has prom-
ised $20,000 if Mr. Burns can sccure the rest
within a reasonable time.  1Le amounnt paid
untit lately was ouly from £109 to $220 per
annum.  Now the pressing need of such a
fund, in order to secure some adequate provis-
ion for aged and infiem manisters, must be cti-
aent to all carnest Christian people when
thoy learn that carly pioncers ouly received,
on_an average, £100 to $300 4 year while
doing very hand work, often preaching six to
ten tiwes a week, cach haviug also to keep a
horse and travel great distances, sanetimes
over several townships it a year and over
mud roads and swamps, und when laid aside
with overworking, receiving no salary. In sov-
eral cases their expenses were more than their
salsry haviug often alvo to subscribe o the
crection of new churches and thus utt- -ly ur-
able to lay up anything for old ., .~ Tho
sums paid inte this fund have been far too
small to meet oven the smaller amounts pro-
mised the aged ministers, and it \\'oul«l be
well for the young veople’s socictics, such as
the Christian Endeavour, to assist Mr. Burns
to raise the §200,000 capits), which would
place the fuud on a hrm basis aud prevent
much anxisty and privation to those aged
ministers who laid the foundation ol our
Church in Canada.

Ropknr Warn.ck
Tonon19, April dth, 1894,

Hymnal Revision.

Editor Tux Presuvre iax REVIEW :

3m,—Wonld you allow me to cxpress my
reg:et that my rewarks on the Hymual ina
former number of Tur Review <honld have
appeared to your corresponident, ** Ex-Precent-
or," as written 1 an unkindly aud nochns.
tianspint”  Notwathstanding hisassertion 1
canassure aim that they werenot writteninthat
spint. It s surely quite poeable to hiold the
views shich I exprewed ull the Hymnal, and
of the propozais of the cemunttee, aml yot
entertain a kindly and Chnstian spint toward
the committee.

But T have noticed frequently the sawmne -
patience of enticism on the part of thore
engaged in public work for the Cuureh, and
the same tendency tacharge with anunkindly
spirit towands individuals, any one who offers
a atrong and honest disapproval of such work.

Tho views whieh I expressed are held by
many. They may be, inthe judgment of your
corvespondent, crroncous, still those who hold
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them havo a right to express thom. Tho
{acts stated by I do not alter the fact stated
by me. It may not have tho slightest offect
on s olln'mon, or on that of the commatteo,
but surely one may be pormitted to mako such
a statoment without being guilty of cherishing
au ** unkind and unchristian spint.”

Lam as freo from that as your correspondent,
and with hun only seek to scrve the interests
of the Church e discussing the important
subject of the Hymual.  Yours, ete.,

D. D. M Lion.

Edwtor of Tur. Prespyreniay ReEview,

Sir,==In the Presbytery meoting at Barvie
on 30th January last, it seemns to me that
the sentiments of the great hody of the
Presbyterians of Ontario, at least, were
faithfully represented in the Rev. W. Me.
Leod's excellent report.  With the hymus
and paraphrases certain libertics may be
uswd, perhaps to the advantage ot the
Church, but not with the inspired Psalius,
If the inclosed would serve any good pur-
pose, please make use of it. Wishing your
evcellent periodical great success,

Yours, cte.,
PRESRVTERIAN.
Wititev, Maich 26th, 1891,

[Before hcginning thereading of the Psalns
in his ** Hora Biblice Quotationae,” Dr,
Chalimers, of Edinburgh, offered up the fol.
lowing rmycr : ** Before entering on this
rich and precious department of Scripture,
let me lift up a solemn prayer to God, that
e would cuabie me to gather from it those
fruits unto holiness, the cnd of which is life
everlasting ; and that the same spirit which
animated the Psalinist would enlighten and
impress mie with all the fervour and devoted-
ness which bu ns and breathes throughout
these sacred compositions—a treasure and
blessing to the Church in all ages."—Post-
humous Works of Rev. Thomas Chalmers,
DD

Spurgeon con the Use of the Pyalms
in the Service of Praise.
Editor of Tue PresnyTERIAN REVIEW,
ste,-- Inthe “wvrdand T'rowcel for October,
1886, there is & notice of & work entitled,
*“The Mvine Iustitntion of David’s Psalss,
and the Untawfulness of using Uninspired
Hymns in 2 lLine Worship.”  The writer
calls hiwmself ** A Lover of Purity in Religious
Worship.” I need not say tuat Spurgeon
did not write every one of the ** Notices of
Books " which appeared in the Siwcord and
Trowel during his lifetime, but the onc of
which I speak is very mauch in lus utyle,
and it, at least, had his approval, I, there-
fore, treat 1t as one from his pen. The
following is a copy of it :—

“Jt i, pleasant to read what can be said
upon ** ch a guestion.  We cannot say that
we ne convineed,but very much the reverse ;
yet we like to kunow what can bLe written.
The PPsalins are too much neg'ected among
English Nonconforinists ; if they were better
known, and oftencr sung, they would soon
be preferred to numbers nfthc poor, meaning-
less oymins which are now current.  1f one
aishies to sing a hymn upon clecting love, or
upon others of the deeper truths, where will
he look for one in the denomjnat onal hymn
hooks? To suit the many, the more pre.
cious doctrines arc pushed into a corner,
Were the Psalins of David more frequently
sung, it would evidence a decper spiritual
bfe; but the caclusive singing of them
would be impos.ible when that life rose mto
fuil fellawship with Christ.

¢ Inn our more clevated feilowship wo pino
to *sing unto the Lotd a new song,' and hike
Holy Mary and Zacharias we speak in other
language than tha  which the older forms
supply tous.  There must be room left for
hearts that glow with love to express them-
sclves in rapt devotion ; the free Spirit can
no more have tied us down to sing in fixed
language than to pray with a liturgy.”

Of course, 1 do not look on this article as
settling the question. 1 simply quote it as
expressing the opinion of a nnster in Israol
whose words deserve to be lirtened to with
the greatest respect. His noblest work asan
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authoristho ** Treasury of David.” Whiloho
wan ongaged on iY, ho ** dug ' in tho Paalma
as ‘“‘for hidden trcasure,” and thereforo,
had  apecial opportunities of sceing tho
richuess of meaniug in themn. \Whoever reads
that work attentively, will seo that the
Psalter, as a whole, is more suited to tho
Christian Church, than at ficst sight appeara.
Now, it will bo observed that Spurgeon,
while ho is opposed to the exclusive use of
the Pralns, 18 also opposed to the exclusive
use of hymns  In the article which [ havo
quoted, hie ** reasons well,”

‘There 1, certainly, a very great differenco
between wdvoceating the retaining of tho
whole Psalter while allowing the use of
hymns as a supplement, and advocating the
oxcluvive use of the Paalter.  Very few of
our people who advocate the retaining of the
Paalter are opposed to the use of hymns as
a supplement.

We must either retain the Paalter as a
whole, or reject it as a whole.  We huve no
right whatever to treat the Psalms as the
tish spoken of in onc of our Lord's parables
were treated  the good were gathered into
vessols, but the bad were cast away |

The growing disposition to **oust” the
Psalms from the service of praise, is doing
very much to many of our miristers.  They
put themselves to no troubic whatever to
train their people to correct views of the
Paalms.  They just step into the boat and
sailalong with them, which is so much easier
than the other. They aro like the old
Mo. srate mnister who, when he was asked
if he was ever * fashed wi’ temptation to fish
on the Sabbath,” said : ** I'm no fashed ava,
I juste gang.’  Of course, the example of
the mmisters of whom 1 speak, encourages
tho people to treat the Psalins as havin
**outhved their uscfulness,’ as hows an
arrows and shngs have theirs in modern
civibzed warefur. A remark of the samne
kind will epply to ministersand the fashion-
able posture of sitting during public prayer,
How apt the people are to think that it must
be a very proper posture, when they seo
mimsters in_it, while others are leading in
prayer ¢ Belold now the words of the
prophets declare good unto the King with
oue mouth ; let Thy word, I pray Thee, be
like the word of one of them, and speak that
which is good.” T. Fexwick.

Woonuringe, Ont.

Tax Exemptions.
Eduor of Tug; PrussYTERIAN REVIRW.

Sin, ~1I have carefully read your editorial
on ‘I'ax Evemptions,” and am sorry to
have to express my opinion that the argu.
ments i favour of church cxemption are
ncither strong nor convincing. 1 trust you
will pardan this expression of a difference of
opinton on a live subject from a Preshyteriay
who is not a “‘crank ” on the subject, and
for that matter, 1s not in a great hurry
te tax churches, but it is truth and
right domng that we should all be after,
and 1t §s ather right or wrong to tax
churches and church  property. 1 am
firmly convincel that there are noreal argu-
ments on the side of church cxemption,
while admitling that plenty of truc state-

rents can be mnde as to the inexpedicncy of
o doing ; such as, they are doing good, ctc.
It is a mistake to assert, as is done in this
cditorial, that in the asscysment of property
for taxation, a municipality owly takes cog-
nizance of revenue-producing property. If
this were the case, vacant lots. furniture,
cte.. shonld be the same, and even dwelling
houscs, which are not productive, in the
same scusc as stores, factories, stocks of
goads, ¢t~ But to come down to the root
of the whwie matter.  For what purpase are
taxes . vied ' For payment of tiro <rotcc.
tion, police maintenance, sidewalks, ntreets,
intciest on public debt, for public improve-
ments, cte.  The churches receive the beno.
fit oi all these in common with the ratepay-
ers, and why shonld not they pay their
share? Perhaps you .re not awarc that
c.en now. church property fronting on
strects paved and scwered, lias to pay its
shurc of the cost of such improvements, If
it is proper to so asscss churches for such
local improvements, why draw the line




