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of new and weak congreiations, by dssistance from
older, more uumerous, and wealthy onces.

In adopting such 8 prnepls and acting on it, 1
think that our Ministers have evineed o most nable
and unparalleled liberatuy, which shoald go far to
semove from our minds that ganeral want of conti.
dence with which we used to tegard the priestly
and grasping character of the former Synod.

{n fotmer tines, the Munsters of the older and
abler conyregations made no move to nasist thewr
weaker brethren, although 1n thesr government
allowance (which the Muusters mure recently are
nved i the Colouy had not,) they had the means
at hand,

But how totally different e #pirit infused into
our Clergy by the Free Church delegates.

The new Syaod 1y four.d not only to refuse the
proposalof the Sustentatson Board, (atits meeting

s Toronto on the M Aug.) to raisc a supple- |

wentary L0 a-year for euch Minister, be lus con-
gregution strong or el 3 but our Clergy have,
in thei? Sasteatatton Scheme, actually adopted
the principle of graring all the ussistnce in the
porer of thie Synod t the wwenl: congregutions,
which, by and by, when the payments begn to
come in from the proceeds of the Clergy Reserves,
will be far from tasgmtizant, independent of
the yeutly voluntary ollerings to our Cunadian
Free Church, of adiercata in this Provinee and at
hone,

For my part, I have no hesitation in declaring
myself aconvert, not only to the principle, but to
thie maiu features of the details, of the échcmv.

[ feel satisticd that they contain sutlicient in-
trinsic excellence to cusure their universal adop-
tion ultimately.

But, in the meautime, by the mere adoption of
the principle, cach congresation, and each man in
each congregation, is made to feel nu intercst in,
aad yearly 10 express, by his contribution, lus ap-
probation of Free Church principles, by sustamng
the embodiment of these in thus Province, viz., the
Church as awhole; and the whole Church is made
dirccily interested in mot only sectay that every
congregation, be it strong or weak, (and every
man in every congragation, were that passible,)
Lz propely suited in 2 Minister, hut also in taking
continral care that alter a pastor is placed, he does
not, by the neglect of his particular tlock, aliennts,
ar prevent the increass oy the supporters of the
Church.

Iafine, I now feel convinced, (after having be-
stowed a good deal of attention on the subject,)
that the details of the Synod’s plan are as perfect,
and, in fact, nearer 1chat this country toants, than
could hiave been teasanubly expected to be produ-
cedat first, by any body of men, (lay or clerical,)
and that they ate such, as when corrected by the
experience of a fow years, will be found admérably
fittel 1o uccomplish the grea object of the scheme,
viz. the encoungement and suppart of weak con-
Tregations at 2 distance, and copecially thoxe in
the woods,

1 am, dear Sir,
Yoar most ob't servant.

ISAAC BUCHANAN,
t of the Sustentation Board.

Preside

THE DETAILS OF TIIZ SUSTENTATION
SCHEME.
To the Editor of the Record.

Dear Sin.—{n the foregoing letter of yesterday’s
date 10 the Editor of the Banner, 1 had aswmy
object to_show that the principles of the public
Sustentation Scheme may be successfully 1worked
it the mewnsime, even though the circumstances
or prejudices of the different congregations prevent
theiradoption, all at once, of the details of the
Synod'e plan, or of any other wniforin mode of
fising the necessary funde.

1 now wish 16 be permitted throgh the mediom
-af "your columus, 10 make a few remsrks oam the

details of the Synod's Sustentation Schesne :—

And I may premise thet when these were first
pronulgated, { myscll had the strongest prejudice
WEAnst any measure emanating from the Clergy s

’mnl this was increased by the unfortunately equive
ocal wording of the Gth ciause of the Svaon's
’])ll:llcl‘lo.\ﬁ rore Ty Erkerioy asp Ormyaziov
or Dricoss, asp ot Fopmatiox or Dracos’s
L Counes 1n Coxurrastions, WITK A VLW To THE
| IUGNT MANSGIAMENT 01 THE SusteataTion Scinr.

! Itae therein stated that the duties of the D
cons’® Court shallle to manage the property and
all the tempma’ affuirs of the Congregotion.

1 Itisnow apparent to ine that the property point-

,ed at in the forcgoiuy, is the property of the
8 Sustentation Fund alons, but it certunly is s pity
that more care had not bren taken clearly to explain
this originully, The Synod certaiuly never could
mean that Deacons, as such, should interfere with
or hold the real estate of a congregation, or should
| neeessatily be employed in duties, for which they
fure very likely to be the most unfit patues possi-
'hlc; such as acting as the members of a building
,commiittee, or in the canduct of the many legal
disputes, ‘which congregations are as lable tons
individuuls, in the defence of their property and
civil rights.

fn these, and all oihicr cases it is manifest, that
the payers of the money will manage their pro-
perty as they choose, and that any individual
adnutte:d a3 a subscnber to any porticular under-
taking, or gencrally to the external frame-work of
a congregation, ought tv have hus due shate in the
managcment ol these, whether he be a memberin
| full communivn with the Church or not.

But the fact that Deacons are elccted only by
members i full conununion, shows clearly that
they are the oflice bearers of the Church proper,
and that thcir interference canonly be in the man-
lagement of those temporal things which each
Icu:lgmgatmﬂ vojuntagly bestows on the whole
Churel, from time to tiine.

'}

The new system, however, must certainly be a
very bad one if it is not preferable to our present
horrid system of management, which isa sort of
Lastan! Coagregationalinn: having all the evils
and noze of the peculiar advantages of the system
of the Congregational Church.

Fach congregation is at present gorerned byits
own constitution and laws, cach havinga diflerent
onc from every other; wnd every iuan, be he
Heathen or Christian, who chooses 1o expead a
few shillings.a-vear in scat rent, has as much
power aver the Church as any member of it.

These things are surcly foreign to the genius
and spint of the Presbyterian Church Gorernment,
which we admnire; and in their nature as well
,33 i thewr degrading ctfects, 1t wonld be dilficult
to show whercin they ditfer greatly from the
Lmstianism avamst which the Free Church has
lately protested in Scotland.

Ia both cases the moneved patroa pushes his
“interference boyoad the limits of secular affairs,
and rules icitdan a Church of which be isnot even
a metaber.

1 cannot shut my eyes to the necessity of some
radical change in our congregational management,
awckazerer thul may be, (slthough Lhave alwaysfelt,
and shall always feel, as j2alousas any man of the
cncroachments of the Clergy on the iadividoal
rights and opinions of their people,) and I do not,
therefore, wonder that the ecclesiast:cal experience
of Messrz. McNaughtan and Kiag, the Delegates
from the Frec Chutch of Scotland, led these gea-
tlemen to urge on the Synod a public Sustentation
schenie, the adoption of schose details ly the Con-
gregations (this, however, is quite a” voluntary
mattcr,) will revolutionize out present miserable
coagregational systems.

Ay atteation has beea drawa to this subject

from the Synod having u[lv,poimed me President of
the Sustenfation Board, but more from my admi«
ration of onr Church’s return to the great princie
ple of Ministers of the Church holding their tem-
poral adeantages in common with (zt‘e.nmfl‘tr. a#
Jur as computible with the state of Socicty in which
we lire.

In my letter to the Editor of the Banner, (on
the principle of the public Sustentation Scheme, )
1 nlluded to one cxcellent and beneficial effect
which would be sure immediately  to flow from ev-
ery congregation’s supporting, and interesting itself
for the whole Churcly, viz., thut the whole Church,
and every Minister and adherent of it, would then
have w direct and lively dinterest in wniching for
the prozperity of each congregation, But even if
the immediate advantages of the ncw plan over
the old one, may not be so very evident to every
wind as they now are to wine, I sh?uld think that
no one, with the enthusiasm of & churchtnan
atall events, will be unwilling to admit that the
Ministers hisve, at least, (1n proposing to the peo-
ple so great a1 object as the general support of the
Gospel in the Frovince,) paid their people?s dis-
ctimination and christian principle, a farhigher
compliment than if they had left it to be concider-
edas hutherto, that if a man paid hisseat reat he
was performing all the duty required of him by
God, (however much he could well afford to give, )
and thus might confidently louk for the blesstng of
Almighty God.

1 am, dear Sir,
Your most ohedient servant.
1SAAC BUCHANAN.

A n—

MEETING OF THE SUSTENTATION
BOARD

Of the Presbyterian Church of Canada.

1 hereby tequest that the members of the Sus-
| tentation Board of the Preshyterian Church of Ca-
‘nadu, will mectat the store of John MeMurrich,
Fisq., Treasurer of the Board, on Wednesday, the
26th inst., at 12 o'clock noon.

ISAAC BUCHANAN, President.

N. B. With refercnce -to the above meeting of
the Sustentation Board, and the minute of Com-
mission 18th ultimo, itis carnestly to be desired
that each congregation should communicate with-
out delay one or other of the followiny decisions to
Mr. Westland or Mr. James Shaw, the sccretarics
at Toronto; viz:

That having adopted both the principle and the
details of the Sustentativn Scheme, they expect
tq contribute 30 muck to the sustentation fund
during the current year.  Or,

That having nerely adopted the pinciple, and
retsining their own congregational arrangeunents
as 10 the nanagement of temporalitice, they have
resolved to cast all that they maise for the support
of the ministry into the fund, stating the ascer-
tained or probubdle amount.  Or,

That being for the present restrained by circum-
stances—such as the being yet without a settled
minister, or having come under apecial enguge-
ments 1o @ minister from which they have not been
relieved—from placing themselves on the fund,
they are prepared (in lieo of the surplus revenue.
anticipated in their case by the Scheme) te con-
tribute to the fund daring the cumrent year, a spe-
cified amount towards the support of weak coagre-
gations,

1have fixed on the 26th February because the
Commission of the Synod meéts on that day, at
To. “nto—thus securing the Board the advantage
of & couference with that body, especially with the
view of its making a_public explanation of the dif-
ference between the inherent and delegated powers
of the deacons, such as will make congregations
feel more mitisfied in adopting" the -Sustentation
Scheme’s details. .

The necessity of 8 public and perinanent sus-
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