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it mll have the effect of le:wmU many of the poorer parts of thxa countrv nuierablv supplied

- with the means of grace, and in very few parts of it will the ministers of religion beable to -

- obtain anything’ like u certain or 1dequ.mte support 3 and that by repealing the Act of

- the Imperial Legislature, declared in the strongest manner to be a final settlement, all
' confidence will be destroyed in the btabxlxtv ‘md securxty of any Acts of the Bntxah Parlm-

- ment in future.

" Your memorialists do - therefore carnesﬂy besecch Your Majesty 10 refu~e assent to
the address of the House of Assembly, and to preserve in all its integrity the settlement
already made of the Clergy Reserves for the support of that relwxon w}nch emlteth a
natlon.

Slancd in name and by appomtmcnt of the Preabytery, ‘
“J. Marcory SMirH, M.A_

CANADA.

———

Modemtox of I’xcsbyter), Pro. tem.
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\IEMORANDU\L

*  Toe Memonal of the Presbytcry of l\mmton havmrr been forwarded to the
Governor-General with a view to its being’ tr'm~m1tted to Her M.ue~ty s Principal Secretary -
of State for the Colonies for pre~entat10n, xt is submltted that the followmrr explanatory

. remarks should accompany the same.

“There is a studious attempt throurrhout the Mcmon.d to pcrsu'ulc t]le Brmeh public, -

who must necessarily be but little ‘lcquamted with the state of public opinion in Canada,
that the dissatisfaction which has been felt with the Imperial Clergy Rescrve Act has been
~ on the part of that portion of the population professing: the Roman Catholic faith. - It is
difficult to understand how any parties so well acquainted with facts as the Presbytery of
Kingston could venture on such a statement. The Clergy Reserve question has never been

a«nt'tted in that part of Lower Canada inhabitated by the Frem.h Canadians w ho constitute

- the great bulk of the Roman Catholic population.

1t so happens that in Upper Canada, where, for the Tast tw enty vears, . -the Clcrgy ‘
‘Reserve question has been a fruitful subject of discord, as has been admitted by succes sive -

 Governors, there is but one Roman Catholic member of the Provineial Parliament. Tt 'is,
~moreover, perfectly well known that the agitation_against the present settlement of the
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~Clergy Reserves has been conducted by Ev: anfrchc'll Pro otestants, both ministers and laymen,

‘mcludmﬂ lay members of the churches of Enn'land and Scotland. These are facts which

cannot be. dlS[)llth in Canada. It is true that the Roman Catholic members of the House,
or u wajority of them, have felt it their duty to aid the great majority of the people, of

Upper Canada in obtaining a more \1txafa(,t01y scttlement of a quesnon in which the Lttter ‘

feel the deepest interest.

The Memorial under consideration affirms th.tt thc Address pmvmﬂ' the 1epe'11 of the
“ Imperial Act was, “in its leading principles, carried by a very slender majority in the
 House of A-sembl) » The + lc.ldmo principle” of the Address was the repeal of the

Imperial Aet, or an- affirmation ‘that the present scttlement is an unsatisf: actory one. It
-will be found by reference to the votes and pr oceedings in the ‘House;, that an amendment -

'was introduced by the Hon. Mr. Cayley, that it is « me\pedlent to disturb or unsettle ” the

existing law. Here there is a test ot the opinion of the House regarding the ¢ leading : 1
‘prmcxple. The division was 16 to 52. 'The 16 were all members of the Churches of -
England and Scotland. Of the nm]omtv of 52, 26 are certainly Protestants, including

‘membexa of the Church-of England, Pxeﬂbytemna, \Iethodmt:, ‘md other. denomnmtxons
26 arc Roman Catholics. ‘The “slender majority ” referred to in the Memorial: will. be
found to have been that by which the 29th re~olutlon was carried. - On analysing that’

"division it will be found that the <“slender majority” was caused, 1st, By the sccession of

- certain French Canadian and Roman Catholic ‘members, who' could not concur in one part -

of the resolutions; 2ndly, By the sccession of certain other members who would not consent

to recognise: the claims of existing incumbents. The representation that th(, ¢lender ma-

jority was obtained by: Roman Catholic votes will be found to be incor rect, in point of fact, -
as the Roman Catholic, votes were equally div ided, and the resolution was carried by a
_ Protestant mzqonty, though 2. ‘slender one, for the reasons ahe.u]y stated. ‘Tt is surcely .

~ mecessary to notice that part of the Memorial which alleges as n grievance to Protestants..
“that the House of Assembly which has passed the Address his «r:mted acts of ‘incorpora- .
' tion to numerous bodies of Roman Catholics, © cntitling them to hold fixed property.” The = .~
Parliament of Canada has:shown every. desire to .lﬁ'ord facilities to all denominations of . -
_ Christians to hold property: purchase(l with their own means for the. buppolt of relmlon, or’
_the maintenance of educational and charitable institutions. It is certamly not inconsistent - . .
~with this policy to object to the endowment thh the property of the pubhc of one or,more - o

. favoured denominations of Christians. =~
‘Itis alleged in the Memorial that * the obJect” of’ the Address isthe dlversxon of' the Clergy

“Reserves from the support of rehnxon altogether to that of secular education from which reli- -

gion is industriously excluded. ° This statement is' incorrect in two particulars; lst, The

| ",Addrc 88 doc~ not aﬂhm the expedlencv ot dn crtmfr the Clergy Re serves from “r‘ehgi‘ou's: to :

U




