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and out of that number over 6oo received aid trom
tbe Sustentation Fund to the extent of the sum of
ýC6o,ooo, that is while the United Presbyterian Chumcb
heiped 239 congregations, out ut a total of 6oo or 700,
to the extent ut £i5,5oo, the Free Church assisted
nearly three tîmes as many congregations at four
times the expense tu the Church. True, the Free
Churcb is not satisfied, Dr. Wilson airns at a min-
muin stipend uf £300, but surely Mm. Patterson will
admrit that the great work accomplished quietiy year
by yeam by the Sustentation Fund, places it entirely
above comparison with the augmentation scheines uf
the United Presbyterian Cburch. 1 ought to quote
here a sentence or two from a paper wbicb appeared
in tbe "'United Presbyterian Magazine," a year ago,
from tbe pen of a respected elder of that Çburcb.
" We may say," hie says, "Ithat the poiicy of the Free
Churi h is a home policy, which seeks to strengthen
her ministry, and which enables hier, with great
suci. ess, to overtake the work of planting churches in
destitute and increasing localities. During the last
ten years she bas pianted ninety new churches in
Scotiand." Again, Mr. Patterson refers tu the Eng-
lIîh Preshytemian Cbumcb, quoting trom Dr. Wilson
the tact that it bas reacbed a highem minimum stipend
than the Free Churcb. If he had unly taken the
slzg-htest trouble to inform himself by reading my
ai ticies in the "lRecord" he would have known that
the English Pesbyteian Churcb bad only reached
that rninirnum stipend by the adoption of a Sustenta-
tion Fond.

Before concluding this letter I would ask your read-
ers to consuit the Minutes of last Assembly, at page
forty, for the plan proposed for our Cburch, as Mr.
Patterson's statements are somewbat misieading on
that subject. Since the meeting of Assembly the
Committee have detemmined to propose the following
alterations in the plan :

i. As to aîd-receiving cungregations, that an allow-
ance will be made for house rent where no manse is
pr<)vided, the sum to be fixed by agreement between
the Pesby tery and Committee.

2. As to the aid-giving congregations, that the re-
ceipts ot the minister wili be accepted instead ot the
actual remittance ot the amount of the minimum
stitnd. PATRICK McF. MCLEOD.

MR. EDITOR,-In my iast, in repiy to the objection
that a suppiementing scheme would not evoke the
hiber.ility necessary to make it a success, 1 shewed
that the United Prebhyterian Cburch, under that sys-
temr of opemations, had placed ber ministers on a
bhler level as to support than those of tbe Free
C iorch under a Sustentation Fund, tbat at the saine
timie the rate uf libcmaiity in the body of the congre-
gations of the former, though genemaily poomer in cir-
cuinstances, was very considerabiy bighem than in
thise (if the 1 itter, that this bîd been maintained
diing the last two years uf business depression,
while in both the Sustentation Fund bad gone b.ick.
\Vî-.iit better succeis could be desimed? Notwitb-
staniding these facts, Mr. NMcLeod boldiy prociaims
th.it t bas not been a soccess, adding a note of ex-
cia ii Ltoii to excite our attention. I-is principal
ar- iiiient is, that tbe 550 congregations of the pooret
h î;y' do îlot do as nucýi as tFe t ooo congregations ut
thei icher. Wîtiîout rut mai k ng un bis figures, I at
Oticce mi.ke hrn welcome to tbe tact. But we wouud
not have supp'îsed that any sensible nian wouid bave
expe tvtd that they would. Thîe fact that in propor-
tion to the numoer of herm rembems and congregations
she lias succeeded 50 completeiy, is ail that wouid be
expeted by any reasonable man. But says Mm.
INcLeod, " wouid it succeed if ber fields weme as wide
as that of the Free Ch-irch?" The tact that she bas
succeeded over ber whole field, embmacing some of
the pt.omest districts of Scotland, is the best guamantee
that il hem field were wider she would be equaliy suc-
cebsstil.

But Mm. McLeod aileges tbat the supplementing
scheî.eiut thUted rebyeman uchba--

one-fiftb ufthte whoie fund. And notwithstanding al
that bas been dune since, by iegislation and deputa-
tions, and dealing with cungregations by committees,
it stili remains that only 292 congregations are self-
sustaining, leaving 700 stili aid-meceiving. Tbis is
enough tu sbew bow mucb the scherne depends upon
tbe gifts of tbe few, and to their credit I say that tbe
libemaiity displayed by some ut ber wealthy members
and congregations, cannot be tobighiy cornmended.
Thus St. George's, Edinburgh, gave iast yeam tu the
Sustentation Fond /£5,5uu sterling, or $27,000. Such
liberality bas not, to my knowledge, beetî equailed
anywbere, and though in this respect the United
Pesbyterian Cbumcb bas flot the same record, yet I
commend thern that their weaitby cungregations did
take a leaf out ufthte Fmee Cburcb book, and mani-
test similar libemality, and undoubtediy it is patiy
tbmougb tbis that bier suppiementing scberne took its
rise. And any scheme, tu be successfui witb us, must
elicit something ut the sarne kînd amung our wealtbier
members and congregations.

But, on the other hand, the tacts aleady given
sbew that it is to the steady systematic giving ot the
many that tbe United Pesbyterian scheme mainiy
uwes its success. Tbis may appear in the rate ut
giving. There is not a congregation in the United
Presbyterian Cbumcb that dues flot give 7s. 6d. per
member. In the Free Cburcb theme are 235 below
that figure, some of tbemn as low as 4s. Then the
rates equimed in urder tu partake of surplus are, in
the jFree Church, 7s. 6d. and ius. per member, in tbe
United Pesbyterian Church tuS., 12s. and i4.5. The
resuit ut this is that there are 700 congregations in the
Free Cliurcb, or neariy tbmee-touths ut the whole,
receiving aid, while the United Preshyterian Churcb
bas only 230 whicb do flot give f£200, and only 16o
wbicb do not give £16o. And to this generai liber-
ality it bas been mainly uwing tbat the latter bas
been able tu raise the support ut ber ministry tu a
bigher level than that ut the Free Cburch..

But Mm. McLeod seems to tbink tbat the large
number ut aided cungregations in the Free Cburcb
is an argument for a Sustentation Fond. He says
that tbe Free Cburch had 6ou cor.gregations aided,
and the United Preshyterian only 120. To be accu-
rate, the former had over 700, tbe latter 230. But I
may here state, wbat I iintended to say fatber un,
that su tar from this state ut thing-; being regarded as
a reason for recornrending a Sustentation Fond to
tbe Presbytemian Cburcb in Canada, former commit-
tees considered it the reverse. The naturai tendency
ut ministers being paid out uf a central fund, is tu
encouî age congregations tu reiy upon it. Tbis char-
acteîistic ut buman nature wiil womk, arnd cause diffi-
cuities, under any scbeme ut aid-gieing, but it bas
greater upputun.-ty under tbe system ut a central
fund. The Free Cburch bas Iargeiy uvercome these
diffi ulties. Bot stii ibe eult of the womking of the
two scieines appear in tbe d ferent rates ut giving
in aid.receivin- congregationsan inte uc
greater proportion of sîich under their scberne.

Mm. NMcLeod thinks that a Sustentation rufld wil
evoke greater liberaiity. The ab >ve tacts shew the
reverse as tu the weaker congrega, ions. But the
saine wili be mure apparent if we compare the giving
ut individtuai congregations. Ili the Unitcd Piesby-
teian Chumcb theîe is flot a congregation ut 4.00
meniber s which dues flot pay the fuil stipend ut £ 200 ;
theme are in the Fiee Churcb cungregations ut Jour,
five, and six hundmcd meibers which du not give
£ î6o, and draw aid trmrntbe Sustentation Fond, tbese
not mn the Highlands and Isl ands, ut whose poverty
we tequently bear, but in smail towns, wbere the
two bodies work sie by side and are composed ofrnuch
the saine class of peisons, the members ut the United
Preshyterian Chumch being genemaily in bumbler cim-
cumbtances. Sucb a state uithtings as tbis iast wouid
flot be tolerated in the United Presbytemian Chumcb,
or any ufthte other dissenting bodies in Scotland.
Now this was une reason wby the former committees
did nut ce i-advsab--toreco enda Sutenttio
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Mr. McLeod's objections to a supplementary scheme.
He says:

" First, such a scbeme destroys the principle of
Presbyterian parity, makes an invidjous distinction be-
tween the mînisters of supplernented charges and
those who are settlefl over the richer congregations.
The supplemented minister is at the mercy of a comn-
mittee of bis brethiren who often may abuse their
power through failin.- to understand the minister's
position, and may suddenly take away bis supple-
ment without just cause."

In what respect a supplementing fund detroys the
parity of the Presbyterian ministry, Mr. McLeod bas
flot chosen to inform us, and 1 arn unable even to con-
jecture, where he can flnd anytbing in its working
that bas even the appeiraîîce of such an is;-ue. A
supplementing fund bas simply to do with their pe-
cuniary support, and instead of producing ineqaality,
its whole operations are directed to tbe removing of
inequalities, and bringing them as far as possible to a
parity, by making the abundance of the richer por-
tions of the Cburch a supply for the wants of the
poorer. Will any man look at tbe position of the min-
isters of the Free and United Presbyterian Churches
under their respective systerns and shew where, in a
single point, there is an inequality under the one
scherne that is flot under tbe otber.

I confess to some surprise at Mr. McLeod's mnak-
ing tbe excessive power of a comrnittee under a sup-
plernenting scbeme, an argument for a Sustentation
Fund, for if there is one Church scherne of modern
times which more than another requmes the constant
and rigid exercise of power on tbe part of commit tees,
it is a sustentation scbeme. Take the Free Church
system for example. Fmom the twelve. or more
closely pinted pages of " Moncrieff's Practice of the
Free Cburcb," referring to the Sustentation Fund and
relative matterî, we culi the following regulations:
(i> Wbile a Pmesbytery may commence a preaching
station, it cannot erect a congregation, having a rigbt
to cali a pastor, witbout the case passing under the
consideration of the Sustentation Fund Committee.
1 venture to Say, tbat nu Pmesbytery in tbe United
Presbyterian Church would be willing to submit to
this, and 1 question if many in the Presbyterian
Cburch of Canada, wouid like it. Tben (2) even if
the erection is approved, it by no means foilows tbat
the congregation should corne on the Sustentation
Fund. This would affect tbe interest of every minis-
ter upon tbe Fund. For tbis, therefore a cornpiicatedt
course is necessary, the case passing tbrough the
Sustentation Comrnittee, tbe commission, and finaliy
the General Assernbiy îtself. Indeed, by these regula-
tions only a very srnali number of new congregations
can be received on the Fond in one year, so that some
of them may bave to wait years before attaining that
position. And in poor Sbetland, only three of the
twelve charges can corne upon the Fond at 'one
time, and tbe ministers uf the others must wait tili
one (,ftbese becoînes vacant, when tbe senior minis-
ter attains tbe coveted position. (3) Every Pmesby-
tery is strictly prohibited from moderating a cali in
any congregation of tbe whole t,ooD in the body, un-
tii it bas given satistactory answers to queries ad-
dressed to tbem by the Sustentation Fond Committee,
particuiarly as to tbe amounit whtch they are to pay
to the Sustentation Fond. I question if ail Mr. Mc-
Leod's eloquence wouid persuade the members uf
Central Cburch, Toronto, tbat sucb an arrant-ement
wouid be for tbeir good. Then (4), if after the set-
tiement of a minister, the congregatton fails in paying
the sum promised to the Sustentation Fund, tie Coin-
mittee again corne in and deduct the deficiency froin
the payrnent to the minister. What worse tban this
could be dune by a supplementing committee.
Again (5), if after seutlemnent, a congregation like


