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but hostility. 1f you begin to reason with some of
those in opposition, you will speedily discover pro-
fessed willingness tr help weak congregations; but
why do you help sucli a man to wear out a congrega-
tion, and not give them opportunity to change . and
here we find a difficulty which must be met.

The complaint comes from neighbourmg congre-
gations that Mr. ——— gets supplement  He has
only one station, possibly one service ; dnes not nced
a horse for Sabbath, and keeps tus peaple from doing
anything for outside work, and yet he must be supple-
mented as high as other mmisters close by, who are
preaching three times, and whose people are strug.
ghng tomakeends meet. And when a numster in such
a charge as we know onein a Preshytery bnasts ovet
his more industrious neighbours that hus people built
a new church, and pad far it in two years, is it any
wonder that the question should be asked, Why give
such a congregation supplement ?

But immediately some one asks, Why does not the
Presbytety deal with such a congregation?  Ab!
there is another difficulty  Let me give you a httle
experience.  Such a state of things really existed in
one Presbyvtery. A brother nunister was appointed to
visit and nvestigate  He vroceeded as directed,
preached, and after service enquired as to membes-
ship, fanulies, who were giving up to the nummum,
etc, etc, when the careful pastor interfered It was
not right to be personal, ctc Of course the visit had
some effect, but was practically a fivlure  Next year
another attzmpt by another member of Presby-
tery results somewhat siularly ; the careful pastor s
annoyed because his people are disturbed, but some
advance 1s made. The next year care is taken that
another be sent, and the report is, “ Visited, and we
had a delightful meetmg, the best for several years.”
“ But what did you do? " says the Convener. * Oh,
we did nothing * 7 And thus from year to year these
Presbyterial weaknesses are allowed to hinder the
developments of Church life and afford excuse for re-
fusal to help Augmentation.

Again, there 1s want of uniformuty in dealing with
congregations—that 1s, lack among mdividual mem-
bers ; some are faithful, and some are not, and lack
of umtormity among Presbyteries.

1f the question prominent with a Presbytery be that
“the Church exists for the ministers,” then n all pro-
bability cood reason 1s discovered why the Presbytery
should continue to ask for supplement for the congre-
gation.

11 the idea be prevalent that “the numister exists
for the Church,” then the Presbytery gets down to its
wotk as overseeing the Church, and finds whether the
congregation 1s doing all it can, and f not, whether
the mintster 8 Just influencing the people in such a
way as to lead them up to the pumnt of duty, and, if he
is not, does not hesutate to tell him so.

Will you now allow me to suggest a remedy for
the evil, and a means of doing good to that fund
which well worked may become our sirongest and
most thoroughly Presbyterian fund?

Select eight members of the Auginentation Com-
mittee, or others—the very best, most faithful and
most fearless men ~appoint them for eight weeks
each ; let them meet to consider a uniform plan, then
carly next summer visit supplemented charges and,
as far as possible, mission stations, in other Presby-
tenes than their own.  Examine carefully into needs,
ability, what is bewng done for Schemes, etc., and let
the eight men meet agan, carefully prepare their re-
port and submit it to the Committee.

Now, what about supply for the pulpits of these
men. We say take eight of the best students for the
aight weeks, and let them supply the brethren’s places,
and if this were done between the ume of close of
college and the Assembly the result would have a
rousing effect.

One other thing must be done to a larger extent at
present. There must be some such discrimination as
lies at the hottoin of the equal dividend of the Free
Church of Scotland. 1t is very obvious that where a
mimster has two or three stations, and must keep a
horse with all 11s attendant expenses, he needs more
than where a man has only one station, and is not at
at all under the same necessity of keeping a horse, We
say let the one always get the mimimum, but the other
so much less. And when a man could not show that

he was doing something according to his ability to
iead his people on to give, even less still should be
given him.

M.S.

CANDIDATNG.

MR EDITOR,~It is a matter of regret that
“ Equity * did not give us the Lenefit of the few valu
able suggestions found near the close of his letter
withoutthose uncalled-for insinuationsagainst *Dido."
Why suggest that he has been an unsuccessful candi.
date? {ti« with his statements we are concerned,
not with the person ; and they cannot be casily dis-
proved. * Equity ¥ says he has always thought that it
was according to reason and (ommon sense for the
people to choose their spiritual guides as they do thews
doctors and lawyers  [Daes he mean that they should
pay the preacher for hir sermon or lus vist, as they do
the doctor for his visit or prescription, and be done
with him in the same way? The people have not
that freedom in the Presbyterian Church. There s
no Protestant Church in the country that has less
freedom of choice than ours. It is true they are
called upon to volc for or against a mumster before
heas settled over them ; but afier having heard him
only once or twice, as the cusiom is, they know httle
tnore of him than if they had never seen him. T
knew a case where less than half the congregation
knew the name of the candidate when he was nommn-
ated. A friend of the candidate had recommended
him and spoken to the Moderator of Sesssion (patron),
and the people had to go it blind. When a nunister
15 inducted over them and saddied on them, t1s no
matter how unacceptable he may be, the prople have
no choice. The mintster 1s at liberty to choose
another congregation if he can find one willing to
accept him.  The people have no such choice.  What
15 sauce for the goose is not sauce for the gander.
They must grin and bear, and the work of the Church
must languish, or they must buy him offt. [ have
known $1,500 paid to buy off a nunister. A manister
once ronfessed to me that, while tus people were rais
ing only $400 for him, they would raisc_$80o0 for a
man that would please them. Hekept tus place four-
teen years after that, and then had to be bought off
for $1,500. During these fourteen years, the member-
ship of the other Cliurches in the town were largely
increased, at the expense of this one. It 15 sad that
such a large proportion of the new congregations in
our towns and cities and populous districts are es-
tablisked as places of refuge, to get clear of unac-
ceptable ministers. If there was any way of remov-
ing those ministers whose usefulness ts gone to other
fields, where they would have an opportunity of being
useful in many places, we would have one strong con-
gragation where we have two or three weak strug:
gling ones.

“Equity ” suggests that settled mimsters should
not be allowed to preach in vacancies, while proba.
uoners are available, If this could be carried out,
the greater part of the evils complained of would be
redressed ; but asour rules allow any congregation to
call any mimster in the Church, meaning that every
minister, whether in or out of charge, is open to re-
ceive a call, making an induction, an empty form
as far as the minister is concerned. I fear that there
1s not enough of self-denial among our ministers to
pass a law which would be so much against their own
interests. He further suggests, that when a congre-
gation has heard twelve different mimsters within a
year, if they do not choose ore there must be some-
thing wrong, and that the Presbytery should take the
matter into its own hands and settle 2 minister over
it for one or two years, until they cultivated & Chris-
tian spirit.

1 heard of a doctor who gave a costly and compli-

cated prescription to a patientand then added “1f
that does not cure you, take a little baking soda and it
will be sureto do so.” The patient decided to dispense
with the costly composition of drugs, and use the
simple and effective remedy at once.  Why not use
“Equity’s ® prescription in the same way ? 1fthe Pres-
bytery, by choosing for a refractory, divided con-
gregation, can cultivate a Christian spint in i,
should not the same mode of treatment work even
betterin a umted, harinonious congregation? Why not
adopt the most effective mode at first, and dispense
with the doubtful and more difficult? This 1s old-
fashioned Presbyterianism, and ‘o adopt it would be
simply to return to the good old way.

«Dido"” and * Equity” appear after all to agree
on the best remedy, and if the Presbyteries would
uyse the power vested in them, which they should
never have delegated 1o the congregations to the ex-
tent that they have, it would be as great a boon to the
Church as Commercial Union would, in the eyes of
Goldwin Smith, be to the State.

AMOR JUSTITLE,

RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION IN THE
PUBLIC SGHOOLS.

Mg, Ep1toRr,~It is an invanable sign of the weak-
ness of one's case when the views of an opponent in
debate have to be misrepresented, or sentiments ate
tributed to lnm that he has not expressed, or may
have dircctly disallowed, in order to establish it. To
“deprive the people of freedom,” *a persecuting
spirit,” “enforcing the law by penalty—withholding
the school grant,” etc., ctc, are deduced by Mr
Houston from iny former letter, 1 incline to the be-
fief that «f Mr. Houston had foit that he could deal
fasrly and successfully with any position 1 really as-
sumied 1n that fetter, 1t would not have been necessary
for hum to have set up so many men of straw,

l cannct presume to take up the space in your
crowded columns necessary to deal in detail with all
the dreadful * would-be's ” that Mr. Houston prophe-
sics would follow on such action of the Government
as would make religinus instruction in the public
schools something more than the present farce it is.
They are for the most part pure assumptions that no
one has a nght to make, unless he can prove their
great probability by reference to acknowledged facts.
1 say, morcover, that they are imaginary difficulties
that only suggest themsclves to the minds of men
otherwise opposcd to the general principle of religious
wstruction in public schools. As a general rule the
school sections of this P'rovince have never * become
a bear garden ” over any action of Government or
Councit 1n the direction of encouraging religious in-
strucion. \We have had something like that, how-
cv?}', ansing from what appeared to be a contrary

olicy.

e Will you permit me to add a few words that may
tend somewhat to allay Mr. Houston's fears. Hehas *
told us what he is sure our legislators wall not do ia
the dicection of making religious nstruction compul-
sory. (* Mandatory " 1s thought by some the prefer-
able word.) I cannot boast of the intimate acquaint.
anceship with our lemslators with which he is
favoured. Perhaps 1 may be able to look at this
subgect with all the less bias on that account.

Now, as a2 matter of fact, our legislators have made
“compulsory " what religious instruction they have
provided for. Is not Mr. Houston aware of that?
Read the following from the Minister’s report :

** In order that the present position of the questign
of rehgious wnstruction may be clearly understood, I
might point out (1) that, under the present regulations,
the reading of the sacred Scriptures is not left to the
mere discretion of the trustees. Thetr duty is clear.
ly A)ointcd aut, in order that there may be no mis-
understanding of the responsibility under which they
are placed. (2, There 1s a distinct declaration on the
part of the Department that religious instruction is an
essential factor of our system of education, and both
pupils and teachers have daily presented to them, as
a standard by which their conduct is to be regulated,
the sublime ethics of the Bible.”

Now there is expressed a grand fundamental prin-
ciple, and there 1s also a compulsory law based upon
it,and we have had as the outcome of hoth a Book of
Selections placed in all public schools with the man-
date that they shall be read (with the ordinary con-
science provisos), and we have heard nothing of * per-
s';cuuons " or * tests ¥ or * penalties ” and all the rest
ofit.

It mav now be asked what more then do we want ?
The answer, for which 1 hold myself alone respon-
sible, 15 (1) Let the Bible take the place of the Selec-
tions n the regulations. It 1s “unsectarian,” it is
‘“pure” as “silver tried,” and necds no expurgation
by anybody. If the reading of a book of selections
may be made mandatory, without concussing the*
conscience or causmgj any cry of persecution, much
more should the reading of God's word as He has
given it. I know of no possibility now of preparing
any Book of Selections that will not by implication
dishonour the Bible. (2) Delete the regulation which
prohibits all * comment or explanation,” and substi-
tute what the late Hon. A. Crooks allowed in his
memorandum of 1878, that such *“explanations only
shall be given as arc needed for a proper understand.
ing of whatisread.” [tis a disgrace to our school
system, and no less a libel on the teaching profession
to say that full hberty should be given theteacher in
treating of the history of King John or Henry VIIIL.
but the moment he comes to the history of Jesus
Christ he must be gagged. I deny that there is any
known thing n our circumstances as a province to
call for any such prohibstion as ths.

Now Mr. Houston way, if he pleases, declaim
aganst this position I have taken in common with
many others, as “ gigantic,” ** daugerous,” ® useless
and “senseless.” Any fishmonger could do that.
But if he expects his correspondence to receive any
respectful attention it is to be hoped he will conde-
scend calmly to try to reason us out of our error.
The interests at stake are too momentous to allow of
trifling. A. HENDERSON,

Hyde Park, Jan. 30, 1888,




