principles of these Resolutions were subnitied to
wur Congregations to be subscnibed by those who
approted of thew ; but, nuxwuhxgndnug the eflorts
that wero made to contmumeate iaforumationy the
number of signatures oblmned was quite insmigmfi-
eant; and n} the time of the disruption, whatever
might heve baen the conjectures as to the way o
winch the people might act w pasticular quarters,
thie tnrointers aud elders had to act upon thewr own
tespousibility, and, under u strouy sense of duty,
to 'lcave the Establishuent wi'lllolgl kuowing
whether the peogle in the great majority of Fa-.«ca,
would follow them or not.  The people did fullow
thet iA numbery, far beypnd the most saogune
expeclations ;.;butstill the fact is wcontesuble, the
step had been previously taken by the minuwaters,
aud ttaken by them when they could not know,
except.in a very few cases, to what catent they
wanld be supported by their, people.

In so far aa the modes of musing funds for the
suphore of the smunistry, and for mecting the gane-
tal wants of the Church are coacerued, we spreak
af the different schemes as the mere device of hu-
mas wisdon; and we invite the utniost freedom in
caticising them. Highly as I am disposed to
think:of she Splieme adopted by the Free Church,
1a.the outlie even of its details, 1 would sill say,
try it upon jts awn merits, and its applicability to
yautr. own particular circumstances ; and reject it
where it is found unsuitable. There i3, however,
connected with this the cnquiry as to the most
swiahle machinery fog working the Scheme, and
bere I csunpt admut that the quesuon is cqually
open o digcussion. Ia reference to what may be
the intrcacy of such questioas, you tell us, aud, 1
regret 10 say,-you tell us with a sneer, that +¢a
smsH anniber of Canadiandivines had no dulficulty
10 dealing with such iquestions ' you venfure to
asdert that the Deacons Court was unkuown in
the biatory of Presbyterianism till the year 1843,
and you stll further say that while the Free Church
has,.a8 a0 expenment cstablished such an snetit-
tion, it is not imperative nor univerdal. % The

great-and -good mea who have guided that move-
1neat,’ you say, ‘‘know better whatis due to
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dient 1o transfer them into the havds of 8 Deacon’™
Court. . With reepect to the buildings, the Free
Church, 18 consideratiog of soure gpecinlyes i the
avitlaw atlecung such propecty, hug reconunended
that they should be comtited 1o Trustees chosen
from the Congeegation and distinet from the Dea-
con’s Court, Bdt whatever capedients may be
adimntted an particular emergencier, and to what-
cicr extent eapedicucy sy seeommend a spegind
uode of pecuring real property, 1ty stll held that
the mode pomted out w Scrpture, ond thetefoce
the mode to be ammod at, for managing the pecu-
naty affeies of the Churcly, is through the sustru-
mentahity of those very Courts, the formation of
which you 30 caracstly deprecate.

 In sp fur 03 the working of thatpart of our system
ts concerncd 1o the Extablished Clhiareh of Scot-
land, 1t 18 to be resiembered that the State, n fo-
reign body, aud acting on its own responsibility
1 mahing over to the Church that amount of tem-
pugalitics which st engaged for us support, appon-
ted itsown machiery for the admiwstration of
the fitnds which 1t washed to be thus applicd It
made a certain anount of provision alro for the
support of the poor, and i ltke mmner gave cer-
g directions as to the ageocy by which it was
to be adnunistered.  In locking to tlus agency,
therefure, we shall go very far wiong it we suppose
that 1t 13 that which the Church would have adopted
in the management of funds absolutely at her owo
digpozal,  Kitk Scesiong, when administering the
poors’ funds, ind Presbytenies when adjudicating
w reference to manees and glebea, and Churches,
were s tting not as apiritual but as oival courts, pad
had their whole proceedings subject to the review
of what in matters such as these, were confessedly
their superior Courte—viz. the Court of Seszon
and the Housc of Lords.  1ad the State o leased,
it might have made a provision so mnple for the
poor, aud catrusted it to such av agency as would
have left noth.og for the Cliurch to doan the mat-
ter, and ia like manacr with respect to the suppory |
more directly applied to the Church itself.  Ia

protoffact itdid,although only 10a certain eatent, |
avail Weclf of the machinery actually provided in |

the. rights of -the copgregations.” If, when you ! the Constitution of the Chiurch, 21 we have, ac-
speak of ghe * Deacon’s Court,” and the ** Ca- { cordingly, had some_portion of pecuniary matters
fnadian, Descon's Court,” yau mezely refer to the ! all along wiapaged by a Court, call it what you

aame by which particular Courts may have been
called, then I have nothing to say in the matter.

1 geither afjrm oor ‘deny anything about mere

pames.  Butif youspeak of 1he thing itself, if you

refer 1p Couna consisting of ondained moea who'
ware oficilly entrusted with the management of ' at her own absolute disposal, she nught have made
the pecuairsy-affoirs of the cungregition, ihen 1|some altemntion in the mode of administering it.
LiayeJust to.sax there was no gecasion Tor the ‘Ca- | But while in auendihi tu these circumstances, we
andisdisittes refetred ta, fecling any dilficulty in !

dealing with such questions to thatextent to which
they went, for they had comuiitted themselves 1o
this priguiple whea they re¢eived ordinagion.
hava.1o say atill farther, that so far as such Courts
¢ing wokoown in, the history of Presbyterianism
till the year..1843, they have ‘beca known in the
Chureh ‘of Scotland eversunce the days of John
Kuox apd Andrew Melvilié. The Geners! As-
aembly containing the great and’ good men whom
you speak of as guidiag the mighty movemeot of
the Erce Church, thase men whe lavé shewu not
only that thiey know what js due to the righits of
cpngretions, but.iliag they will maintain these
rights, -the, Goneral Assembly, with the full con-
cusresce of these men, issucd 1astructions, not as
an ekpesiment, but as following out the Scriptural
Constitution of the Church to have such Courts
psy into eficient operation theoughout the varfous
copgregations with all coavenicnt apeed.

We.aze far from sayiag that the temporalities of
the Church can oaly be administered by o Dea-
vonls Court, We can undgrsiand a variety of
gases. in which they may be managed, acd with
somedegree of cxpediency, in g dnﬂ'mr'nt v{;:;} In
some. cases copgregationa may not he able very
speedily to get; Ec‘lf&uu? cgtablished.  In other
cates theinpecusiary affairs may be alreddy under

1 quecstions which never conld have been naised but

wach gbligationd as thyt 1t may DOt e easy ot ¢xpe-
DR - . :
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will, consisting of ministers, suling elders, and in
some cases, of decacons, So long as the Chutcli,
reccived what was needed for ber proper objects,
she bad no cause to decline ncling;‘gc,.on}.ug to
these ar@ngements, althrugh had the money been

Tind whiat explains the limited extent to wiieh
these things were catried out by the n.lac)uncr)' ot
the Chureli, the disruption which had 118 cause in

in conarction with such a mode of adummistenng
the funds in*ended for the use of the “hurch, vay
shew what is the danger of such a systém,

You tll us that “in the Apostolic times the
congregations were the supreme courts to whose |
decision all events of importance were submntted.
So think jhe Congregatpnalists, and thercfore
they, a1e uot Presbytesians bot Congregationnhiata,

‘could undetstand such 2 statement ax you have
made coming fruin iy esteemed fnend M
Roaf, and while T differ from him in opiniow,
T honour him in the conmsiency s¢ith which hey
fullows out his views. But what am [ to zay to
vou? Ydu day ¢ we are not aygming in favour of
C‘oggrcgnlioaafism, as some of our Presbyienan
fricods may suppose, but stating what appears to |
have been the practice of the sutant church in the
Apostolic age.” Whether that was the pracuce |
or not, is just the qnestion which divides Congre- |

ationafists and Presbytersans. 1 am-not to bej
drawn into a discassioa of that question at present, ;
—jyou have expressed your opunton, and deny 1t'es
you inay, you are argumng 1n favour of Congregs-
tionallssn. ~ 1 no loagyr worder at the strong de-
sire which you have maafested to exclode our
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Presbytenien frure any rupenntendence I8 thewe
maiters which we have been conmdenng.
However ludierous it mas appear to yan to fe
aravely told that the Cancvlian Deacon®s Cotrt hiase
Senpaml antharity, 1 have no hesitation in gravely
ma ntaimng that there 1n Senpruml antharity for
entrusting the pecunmiary allars of the Church to
the management of ordained oflice-hearrea. Yoo
may, if_you please, call them the Caundian Dea.
con’s Court.  With repant to such w body, wy
tiret remark 18 that they seewnan the tmes of the
Apoatles, to have been entrunted with the whole
preuniary uffairs of the Chureh. o proof af (his
1t may be cuough 10 cite the following parsages—
viz. Acts 1, 11 “ Aad all that baliesed wepd
together, and had all thinge comman : 45. And
sold their porseesions and gonds, and parted them
to nit men,us every man had need. Chap. iy, 34,&e.
¢t Nesther was there any smong them that lacked :
for as many as werc posscasors of lands or houser,
sold them nad brotrzht the prices of the things that
were wld, and tud them down at the Aposiles
feet; and ditribution was made anto every tnan
accarding as he had need.  And Joses, who by the
Apostles wassnrnanmed Barnabre, t which 1e, hen
mterpreted, the son of Cousolatan, ja Levte, n';\g
of the country of Cyprus, having tand, xold 1, and
brought the money, and lud 1t at the Apostlen®
feet.”* it warout of the monev thus lnd at the
Apastle’s feet, that ** diwtnbution was made unto
every man according axhe had need **  The office-
bearers of the Church were amongat those who had
nevd. My sccond remark 12 thiat tho sole businesd for
which the reven of whomn we read in the mxth
chapter of the Acts of thic Apoatles, were appoio-
ted, was the management of thesa- pecnoniary mate
ter. You scem mather anelined to view them an
coammssioned alo to preach.  All that we are told
of BStephen ix that when cettam perrons arosé to
diegpute with lnm, they were not nble to remst the
wisdom and the spint by which he spak-  He
could give a rensun of the hope that wasein him,
and every Chretian ought 10 be prepared to do so
also. 1know no one who ever sid that Stephen
and lus companions were prolubited from telrgions
pupite. Plalip, another of the seven, did, ns you
mention, both preach and bapize ; bot we are
told, Acts xx1, 8 that I'hiltp was an evarfelist
1n so far as the tansaction recomdedin Acts, Chap.
vi. is concerncdl, the fangaps 1a txpress.  Hefer-
nng to the management of their pecunary affhms,
the 'I'welve say 10 the multitude ** whorefore,
brethren, look ye out mmeonlr yon <even men of
houcst report, full of the Holy Ghostan! Wisdom,
whain we may appoant over this busness, We
ate not told of—auy-one etarting up .o say to the
Apostles, **with.the people nust semarn the pro-
perty, and the Wanapentdint of the “Tempomlities,
Thyt 14 er special departient ** On the con-
traty 1¢ 19 saul the fayine pitased the whole inak
utmde.  They procecded to the election ot seven
persons whaomn they set'betore the Apostles: and
when they had praved, they lowd therr hands on
theut.  In the turd place winle the persons thus
appmated were appointed  especialiy over ‘this
business, those whe i beeo already 1n othee did
not denude themaelves of therr oflice.  However
strong the language emyploved i the ssxth chup-
1ef of Actanmay appear,. n reletence taothet paven-
g¢ o Scnpture will shew sbat the*Aposties were
speahing oniy comparatisely whea they ray *tatas
1ot reason that. we should leate the word of Gud,
and serve tables.””  ** \ve will.give onrselves cop-
unnally to praver, and the ministiry of the Word,
Forinstance, wenre toid, Actaxe 29, 30. *¢Thea
the disciples, every wzn accordig 10 his a'ulity,
determaned to sead relief unto the brethsen which
duweltin Judes: which alsn they did, mnd sent it
10 the clders by the hands of Baroahas end Saul.*?
Chap. xu. 25. ¢ And DBarnsbas and Saul re-
tomed trom Jerusalem, whea they had fulfilled
their ministry, and took with them Jabin, whose
surnsite Was Mark." Here we find uot gply
Bamabas and Savl taking patt i these mntiern,
but handing .over the wmoney with winch they
N Yoo
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