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moent. Wc can neyer aseertain the exa<ct aniount. We have te settie
down upon something that is satisfactory te, both parties. There are
two parties, and bothi must be satisfied. The parties ouglit te under.
stand eadi othier as perfectly as possible, before they enter upon their
work. As te the expeuses of a family, ne mn eau well tell 'what they
are, or Nvhat thcy raay be. No fzimily will submit to tht, inspection, or

upriion of another. It is best for both parties te conjecture, and
ngrce 'ipon tho conjectured amount, than to leave it open for alterca-
tion, for it will inevitably.end i strife, or chafed feelings. It is an
casy inatter to settie these thiugs beforehand. iBe'ware how you leave
theiu unsettied tili the expiration of the labors of the preacher.

,>rd. If iny opinion is of' any value on another point, I amn free te
give it. Sup)pose a Preacher bhould be engagedia any of the vocations
of titis life during the week, and should preach for a congregation on
Lord"s dlay, is lie entitled te coinpensatioaî fur sucli labor ? My decided
conviction is tbat lie is not. If ho is at any expense, t.he congregation
shouid bear it. But the labor is suecb as cvery Christian is under obli-
gation to pL;rform and it ought te be rendcred most cheerfully. We

1 are ail bound according te our ability.
4tlh. If a~ inan spends aîl bis tiine in the cause, lie ouglit to be well

su-stuincd; if haîf or a fourth of bis time, the laborer is worthy of bis
bure.

U.h. I cannot see why ail other rng-agements shouid be definitoly
t3etted, and cliristian engagements should be left indefinite. I neyer

matie n itidflutt tegeent that I now recolleett, but what 1 suffered

Ifor it. But I must close at present.
Yours affectionately,

J. T. JOHNSON.

REPLY TO BlIOTIIER JOHN T. JOHNSON.
NWhilzt no Man of Our acquaintauce commauds more of Our love than

brother J. T. Johnson, and whilst we regard most ef bis reinarks as, at
lcast, approaching the truth, 7we must assure him, that we believe ho
misses the mark, and the sligbhtest errer iu regard te any teaehing of
the New Testament, mîust always be censidered as at least dangereus.
Se far as log-ic and philosophy are cencerned, we have iseen nothing
superier te our brotber's teaclinDg. Every thing seenis plausible, and
wp*re lie and I te niake a religions systexu, by one standard of worldly
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