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TORONTO, CANADA, FRIDAY, JANUARY 27, 1843,
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EPISCOPACY AND PRESBYTERIANISM.

THE CASE OF THE REV. MESSRS. LEACH
AND RITCHIE.
(From The Toronto Herald, 19th January, 1843.)

» » » » » »

Had the Presbytery of Toronto allowed the Rev.
Mr. Leach and the Rev. Mr. Ritchie to have resigned
their pastoral charge in peace, and to have left the
Preshyterian Church in quictness, we should have
carefully avoided intermeddling in what was a matter
entirely beyond the pale of either our censure or ap-
proval. But as the Presbytery has thought proper
10 pursue a contrary course, and as all our sympathies

ave been awakened by the intolerance it has shown,
and the persecution it has practised towards these
Zentlemen, we should be stemming the current of our
feelings and doing violence to our opinions, were we
0 remain silent upon the late proceedings in St.
Andrew's Church of this city. This is a task which
We freely acknowledge is entered upon not without
reluctance—indeed, there are many considerations
which render it even painful-—it is our desire to avoid,
80 far as may be, discussions that may grate upon the
National or the religious prejudices of Scotchmen and
Pl‘esbyterians; but we are impelled, as much by-a

Messrs. Leach and Ritchie propose to enter, as by a
sense of justice to these gentlemen, to render such
aid as may be in our power towards vindicating them
from the calumnies so bitterly hurled against their
character, and to shield them from the arrows launched
after them as they went forth from their persecutors.
On Tuesday, Dee. 27th, 1842, the Presbytery met,
and having casually learned that it was an Open Court,
we attended for the purpose of noting its proceedings.
‘The meinbers of Presbytery were, at the time of our
arrival, assembled in a small apartment called, we
believe, the Session Room, where a few ministers sat
Awaiting. In consequence of the absence of the party
Who was to prove the service of the citation on Mr.
each, some delay occurred, and eventually it was

y the Presbytery that Mr. Leach would raise no
“Objectiong on that score. The Presbytery, and those
Who were present, then adjourned to the body of the

urch, when, the Moderator having taken his seat,
the rol] yag read, prayer was made, and Messrs.
cach and Ritchie, who were in attendance, were
<calleq upon to answer to the charges preferred against
them by the Presbytery.

For the proper understanding of the case, it will

as well that we should briefly narrate the antece-

€nt events which led to the present proceeding.—
On the 15th November last, Rev. Mr. Leach (and
We take his case throughout as involving more or
less that of Rev. Mr. Ritchie) addressed a letter to
the Presbytery tendering the resignation of his pas-
toral charge at York Mills, and signifying his purpose
of no longer continuing a member of the Church of
Scotland—a copy of this letter is appended below
(Paper No. 1). The Presbytery thereupon appointed
a Committee to hold a “ brotherly conference' with
Mr. Leach regarding the subjects contained in his
letter, and, on the 5th Dec., a meeting took place
Accordingly ; the proceedings at which will be found
in Paper No. 2, appended below.  The result of this
‘conference was soon apparent, for, oun the 13th of the
same month of Dec., a sort of indictment (technically
termed in the Scotch Church “a Libel’) was drawn
up and agreed to by the Presbytery. The accusations
«contained in that “Libel" Mr. Leach was cited to |
answer. The Church was piercingly eold, and looking |
‘at the shivering forms of the few who were assembled,
and considering the occasion that brought them to-
gether, it was dificult to prevent the mind reverting
10 the scencs enacted in the stern and severe times
‘of the Covenant. The Moderator (Rev. Mr. Lambie)
and the Rev. Messrs. Bell (Presbyter Clerk), W.
Rintoul, George, Galloway, and Barclay (the newly-
inducted minister of St. Andrew’s Church), composed
‘the jury by whom Mr. Leach was to be tried, and it
wes impossible to avoid the impression that neither a
«ispassionate enquiry nor an impartial verdict was to
be expected. The * Libel” was read by Rev. W,
Bell, who dwelt with much emphasis on those pas-
Sages which were thought to bear against the accused
~=a copy of the * Libel” will be found below (Paper
No. 3).” Mr. Leach was then called upon for his
defence, and produced a written paper which he was
2bout to read—a discussion arose as to the propriety
of his being permitted to do so; it was, however, de-
<ided that he should read it (the Moderator showing
in the discussion a gentlemanly and kindly feeling),
it being understood it should then become the pro-
perty of the Presbytery. Mr. Leach accordingly
Mmade his reply to the charges, and we can say, with
Sincerity, that it was read feelingly and impressively,
and upon unprejudiced minds its effects must have
een most forcible. Having concluded, Mr. Leach
Walked up with a firm step and dignified manner, and
laid his defence upon the table. A copy of the reply
Will be found below, No. 4. The question of rele-
Vancy then came up. Mr. Leach objected to the
terms of the libel, admitted the facts, but denied the
inferences attempted to be deduced from them.—
The Preshytery found the “Libel” relevant. Rev.

Ir. Ritchie, against whom a nearly similar libel was
found, made no other defence beyond avowing that, so
far as the cases coincided, he concurred in the senti-
Ments just expressed by Mr. Leach; and disclaiming
the charge of levity and insincerity, declared that he
'ad acted in the sincerity of his heart, and conscien-

tously, as believing it to be in accordance with the
f]octrine promulgated by the Saviour. The “ Libel”
in his case was also found relevant  Some discussion
took place; but as the same points were again brought
forward, at a subsequent part of the proceedings, it
18 not necessary to notice them here. A conference
was proposed, and accepted by Mr. Leach, but de-
«<lined by Mr. Ritchie, and the Prcsbytery withdrew,
having adjourned to half-past six in the evening.

At the Evening Session, the Moderator's Chair
was taken by the Rev. Mr. Galloway, its former occu-
pant, the Rev. Mr. Lambie, having gone home.  And
here we take occasion to record our testimony to the
impartiality of this gentleman’s conduct as regards
his official duties, and his courtcous demeanour to-
wards Messrs. Leach and Ritchie personally. The
conference having reported that they bad a meeting
with the accused parties, but found them unwilling
to either retract their opinions, or recede from their
present position, the Rev. Mr. Bell suggested that
the accused should be required to answer guilty or
not guilty to the offence charged in the libel, and
Mr. Leach being so questioned, replied that he ad-
mitted all the material facts, but denied the infe-
vences ; .and pleaded guilty to having stated as his
settled conviction,

1st. That Presbyterian ordination is not valid;

2nd. That the Presbyterian Church is not the
Church of Christ ; :

3rd. That the form of government of the Presby-
terian Church is subversive of discipline and order.

On the motion of Mr. George, the charges were
read seriatim, and Mr. Leach pleaded not guilty to the
first—adumitted having said what appears in'the other
charges, and pleaded guilty to saying so, but not
guilty as regards the facts of heresy, schism, &c. A
long discussion ensued, in which it was attempted to
be shewn by the Presbytery, that “inconsistency”
was proved by Mr. Leach having at his ordination
taken certain vows and obligations which implied an

of Nov. 15th he said that, until lately, he had not
been able to devote “any time” to the question, and
that “levity” was evident by the fact that 'lle lfad
only two days previous to his l.el'ter of resignation
performed the functions of the ministry. The alter-
native attempted to be forced upon Mr. Leach was,
that if he sincerely discharged the .dutlef of t_he mi-
nistry only two days previous to his resignation, h'e
was rash and inconsiderate in resigning; buf that if
his resignation was the result of consideratm.n, the
two intervening days could not have prO(lllC?d it, and
therefore he was guilty of profaning the ordmax_lces of
religion, ' by administering them when he considered
he had no authority for doing so.

The finding the “libel” proven then came up, and
after along discussion, marked by an unseemly warmth
in some of the speakers, it was found proven, 21l the
Presbytery voting in support of it. The accased
party having thus been found guilty, sentence of de-
position was read in the usual form, and the Pres-
bytery separated.

Ilad not our senses testified to the reality of what
we witnessed, we could scarcely have believed that,
in the nineteenth century, a scene like that which St.
Andrew’s Church presented on the 27th December,
could have taken place; and if in the morning the
mind reverted to the times of the Covenant, the pro-
ceedings of the evening forced the memory back to
the days when Inquisitions and Auto-da-fes branded
the irresistible convictions of conscience as heresy
and schism; and sought by fire and faggot to stay
the progress of reformed opinions. Assembled within
the walls of a place of worship, five men sat in judg-
ment upon the belief of a brother, and, after invoking
the blessing of God upon their acts, proceeded to
punish, so far as they durst, the difference of opinion
he conscientiously entertained.

Most persons have considered impartiality a ne-
cessary ingredient in judicial proceedings; but how
far this was observed in the present instance, may be
gathered from the fact that the Presbytery of five sat
in the triple character of accusers, witnesses, and
jurors—the Presbytery which framed the “libel,”
sat in judgment on its allegations; and the Pres-
bytery which the accused parties had provoked by
leaving, erected itself into a tribunal of condemnation
—throughout all their proceedings, from the receipt
of Mr. Leach’s letter of resignation to the passing
sentence of deposition, the minds of the Presbyters
had been made up—a foregone conclusion had been
arrived at ere they came into court—and, upon so
palpable a mockery of judicial proceedings, they find
Messrs. Leach and Ritchie guilty—of what? of wor-
shipping God according to the dictates of conscience !
and in all the intolerance of narrow minds, they proceed
to depose those who had already left their communion !

It might also have been expected that previous to
pronouncing sentence against what they called “the
heresy and schism’ of Messrs. Leach and Ritchie,
the Presbytery would have advanced gome argument
to show that the opinions they so rashly condemned
were heretical and schismatic—but we listened in
vain for such arguments. The only approach to ar-
gument was made by Mr. Rintoul, and his remarks
went more to show the effects Mr Leach’'s opinions
would have upon the Church of Scotland, than to
demonstrate that they were heretical or schismatic.
Uuless it were admi-ted that the Church of Scotland
was alone the Church of Christ, and all other per-
suasions heretical and schismatic, Mr. Rintoul's argu-
ment was not wo: th a straw.

While condemning Mr. Leach for “levity,” did it
not occur to one ninister, that in a Court which he
himself designated “A Court of Jesus Christ” it
was worse than “levity”’ to illustrate his philippic
by allusions to “crockery and dry goods?” and,
while another denounced the heresy of casting off “so~-
lemn vows and obligations,” is it not wonderful that his
own conscience does not prick him for similar conduct?

It is fortunate for Messrs. Leach and Ritchie, that
fheir reverend brethren had not the power to execute
Jjudgment—op surcly would they have suffered at the
stake for their opinions. The spirit of a Bonner ani-
mated one reverend speaker ; and the fires of Smith-
field gleamed in the excited language of another.—
Of the four gentlemen who took part in the so-called
trial of Messrs, Leach and Ritchie for an alleged
offence committed against themselves, Mr. Rintoul was
the only one who demeaned himself as a gentleman—
his tone it is true was warm and severe, and his lan-
guage Was too frequently marked by asperity, but his
general bearing was courteous. But as regards his
arguments, we would ask him where would have been
the I’rf)testant faith? where the churches of the Re-
formation? and where the Church of Scotland itself ?
had not the obligation of solemn vows and engage-
ments been considered ag nothing when compared
with the truth! Had not Wicliffe acted upon his
conscientious convictions, the Church of Rome might
to this hour have maintained its sway. Mr. Barclay
took no part in the proceedings, beyond voting with
the rest of the Presbytery. My, Galloway dully ac-
quitted the office of Moderator. On the shoulders
of Messrs. Bell and George devolved the pleasing
duty of vituperation and intolerance. As we listened
to the vehement ravings of the one, the embodied
spirit of some trooper of the commonwealth stood
before us; and as the other poured forth a wild tor-
rent of words, disconnected and unmeaning, it required
no stretch of imagination to believe Bothwell Brigg
was near at hand, and that some Corporal Pound-text
was exhorting his fellows to be up and doing even
unto slaying.

The censure passed by these reverend gentlemen,
cannot affect Messrs. Leach and Ritchie in the esti-
mation of any right-minded and unbiased man. It
may gratify the barsh feelings of some; but we can-
not think so lightly of the Church of Scotland as to
think that the vindictive conduct of four interested
persons, (three of whom in learning, talent and elo-
quence are quite inferior to the object of their perse-
cution) can afford pleasure to many.—The Church
of Scotland in its day has suffered oppression enough
to have taught it mercy: and it ought to be the last
to raise a persecuting howl against any who through
the force of conscience may have found other minis-
trations to sit under, and sought other Churches in
which to worship.

( Copy of Mr. Leack’s Letter of Resignation, )
No. L. g
Toronto, November 15, 1842,

Rev. and dear Sir,—] have, through you, to request
the Presbytery of Toronto to accept of my resignation
of the charge of York Mills; and I hereby signify
my purpose of continuing no longer a minister of the
Church of Scotland.

Itis but a proper respect to those with whom I
hiave so long been associated to state the reasons that
have moved me to determine upon this separation.

It was not until lately that I was enabled to de-
vote any time to the important question of Church
Goverunment; and now, after the most serious con-
sideration which it has been in my power to bestow
on the subject, I have arrived at the conclusions, that
the ordination of Ministers in the Presbyterian Church
is not authorized by the Word of God—and, that it is
not conformable to the practice of the Church in the
earlier times.

Besides this, it is with me a matter of perfect con-
viction, that the Presbyterian form of Chureh Govern.
ment is practically destructive of order—that the
right exercise of ecclesiastical authority cannot be
maintained by it, but that on the contrary the relation

intimacy with Church Government, while in his letter

between the Pastor and the flock is inverted.

With these views I have, at great sacrifice of natu-
ral feeling and from no unworthy motive that I am
conscious of, resolved upon the course which I have
now taken—persuaded, that by continuing a Minister
of the Church of Scotland, I should be doing violence
to my own convictions, and should be refusing to give
my testimony in favourof the Episcopal form of Church
Government, while I believe it to have the sanction of
those who were divinely authorised to establish it for
the defence and advancement of the interests of the
Kingdom of God among men.

With the most friendly feeling towards you, and
every member of the Presbytery of Toronto,

I am, Rev. and dear Sir,
Your’s most truly,
Wirtiam T. Leacn.

To the Rev. the Moderator of the Presbytery of
Toronto.

No. IL.
Copy of Part of a Letter addressed to My, Leach, by the

Clerk of the Presbytery of Toronto.

Toronto, 21st November, 1842,

Dear Sir,—1I am directed by the Presbytery of
Toronto to inform you, that a Committee of Presby-
tery has been appointed to confer with you, “in a
brotherly way,” on the subject of your letter to the
Presbytery last week; and that the Committee will
meet for that purpose in the Session Room of St.
Andrew's Church, Toronto City,cn Monday, the 5th
Dec., next, at 5 P. M., and to request, as I now do,
your attendance with them for the aforesaid purpose.

(Signed) Axprew Benr,
Preshytery Clerk:

A brief Minute of the Proceeding at this Conference.

The request conveyed by the Clerk of the Presby=
tery's letter, was punctually complied with, and the
following account of what passed, being given from
memory, must be regarded as a very compendious one:
Mr. Ritchie, who was present, and a party as much
interested in the matter as Mr. Leach, bears testi-
mony to its general accuracy.

The business of the evening was commenced with
a prayer by the Moderator. The less solemn part of
the conference followed. After a little hesitation,
some question, from one of the Committee, gave Mr.
Leach occasion to say, that the fact stated in his let-
ter of resignation, was the best explanation of the
course of conduct taken by him, viz.—* That the or-
dination of ministers in the Presbyterian Charch is
not authorised in the Word of God,”” and that if they
could shew him the contrary, he was open to convic-
tion, and would continue without hesitation in the
religious communion he had previously professed, and
that for this end, all he would require from the Com-
mittee would be, to show him a single unexceptionable
instance, in the Word of God, of an ordination having
taken place, without the agency of one, at least, of a su-
perior order of clergy.

A conversation ensued about the signification of
the words “Presbyter,”—* Bishop,”—* Overseer,"
&c. It was stated, and correctly, that * Presbyters'
were sometimes named * Bishops,” and * Bishops'’
“Presbyters ;"* and a considerable part of the confe-
rence passed in plodding amidst a jumble of words,
which have no bearing at all upon the matter in ques-
tion. It was contended on the part of Mr. Leach,
that the words * Bishop,” * Presbyter,”” &c. were of
no force in the argument,—that these words were not
then appropriated as they are now—that they gave
no specific designation—and that the only matter to
be controverted was, the existence of a superior order,
who alone, had the authority of ordaining others to the
office of the miinistry.

Scotch Puseyism,and the doctrine of the Apostoli-
cal Succession, were then adverted to. The absurdity
of any such thing as an Apostolical Succession was
undertaken to be shewn by one of the committee.
Where, it was asked, are now the miraculoas powers
with which Christ endued his Apostles? Where are
their syccessors, who inherit the Spiritual graces which
Christ pestowed upon them? Why the Apostles
were inspired by the Spirit of God. The inability to
do justice to the e’oguence of the Rev. Gentleman who
conducted on the part of the Presbytery at this part
of the conference, is to be regretted ; and, if in what
he said, there was avy additional argument against
Apostolical Succession, (which cs.:rtamly was not per-
ceived at the time) the omitting it would l.:e cause of
much greater regret. These arguments, if so they
may be called, were answered by Mr. Leach to the
effect gubstantially, that it was not asserted that the
Successors of the Apostles inherited “their personal
qualities ;" their miraculous powers; or even the same
magnitude of spiritual graces, by wlnc!x t.he Apostles
were so eminently qualified for their mission—that to
assert these was unnecessary to the maintaining of the
position assumed, viz: that there is no instance in
the Word of God of a Presbyterian ordination ; that
the Apostles must have had Successors, to whom they
intrusted the government of the Church, if any govern-
ment was to be appointed ; and the power to ordain,
if any spiritual privilege was inherent in ordination ;
and, that the question was, whether the individuals,
to whom these powers were intrusted, belonged to an
order in the church, superior to others, and were re-
garded as having a legitimute authority over them. Re-
ference was here made to some of the instructions of
St. Paul, to Timothy and Titus,  Ordain Presbyters
in every city,” *To reccive not an accusation against
them, but before two or three witnesses”—to re-
buke them,” if needs were &c. &c. &e.

1 Tim. ii. 14,—* Neglect not the gift that is in
thee, which was given thee by prophecy, and the lay-
ing on of the hands of the Presbytery,” was cited by
a member of the Committee as an instance of Presby-
terian Ordination, DBut who composed the Presby-
tery ? it was asked in reply. If this were the unex-
ceptionable instance required, it ought to be made
manifest by the Committee that no Apostle was pre-
sent upon the occasion ; for that the Apostle St. Paul
was indeed present, seemed, at least, highly probable
from his admonition to Timothy elsewhere given—
¢ Stir up the gift of God which is in thee, by putting
on of my hands,” It was urged that it was the part
of the Committee to shew that this was in reality an
unexceptionable instance of an ordination where 1o
Apostle had  hand in the transaction.  No, it was re-
plied,—it belongs toyou to shew that some Apostle iqd,

b certainly does not."

“It does.”

“It does not,”

“It does Sir; it is enough for us that e Presyy-
tery ordaineq.”

“1It is not enough for me—will you take Calyin's
interpretation of the passage ?”

“No we will take no man's interpretation of it.”
Here followed some criticism on the prepositions
pera and giq.,

"J'his uot being regarded by Messrs. Leach and
Ritchie as the unexceptionable instance required, a
member of the Committee cited that of the ordination
of Paul and Barnabas in the Church of Antioch, Acts,
xiii.—It was argued by one of the Committee, that
this was an ordination by Presbyters; that there was
no mention except this, of the ordination of Barnabas;
that there was no mention of Barnabas having preach-
ed the gospel before this transaction ; and, as he is
known to have preached afterwards therefore, that
this ordination was Barnabas's ordination to the min-
istry.

To this it was replied, that the case mentioned was
not an ordination to an office, but merely an appoint-
ment to a temporary mission, the narrative of which

follows the record of the appointment, and is conclud=

ed in these words :—* And thence sailed to Antioch,
from whence they had been recommended to the grace
of God for the work which they had fulfilled.” Acts
xiv. 26. Besides, that St. Paul, being an apostle,
could not then be ordained to the office of the min=
istry—and that, besides this, though no mention is
made of his having preached before, it could not be
concluded that he was nof ordained, and did not preach
before ; g very irrelevant conclusion it would be.

This same instance was reverted to three or fouf
times in the course of the couference.

The next matter of controversy regarded thos¢
“elders that ruled well,” and were therefore to be
“ counted worthy of double honour.” “That rule
well”—which implied it was said, that these Elders
or Presbyters had authority over others.

True, but it neither expresses nor implies a denial
of others having authority over them, that you have
authm-ily to honour those Presbyters that rule well;
to “rebuke them” and “rebuke them sharply” if need
be, you haye authority superior to that of those whom
you * honour” or * rebuke.”

Occasion was taken by Mr. Leach at this stage of
the controversy to refer to the opinions of some of the
chiefs of the reformation, as favourable to episcopacy.
The light thay might have been shed upon the ques-
tion, by such authorities as these, was apparently not

terian Church is not authorised in the word of God,
Cliurch of Christ in the earlicr times.

above specified enter into the solemn vows and en-
gagements above specified, as also the various other

the Church of Scotland at ordination and admission,
and more especially that you did renew the same on
the 16th day of August last, at your admission to the
pastoral charge at York Mills, and in virtue of the
ministerial and pastoral character and powers confer-
red upon you in consequence of said vows and en-
gagements on your part, you did continue in all re-
spects to avail yourself of the emoluments and privi-
leges, and to exercise the functions of a minister of the
Presbyterian Church of Cdnada, in connesion with
the Charch of Scotland, until within two days of the
time when you wrote a letter to the said Presbytery
of Toronto, requesting thent to accept of your resig-
nation of the charge of York Mills, and signifying
your purpose of continuing no longer a minister of the
Church of Seotland ; and in particular, that you did

noticed by the committee. -A grateful silence ensued,
till something was said by Mr. Leach as to the fact,
rather remarkable as it seemed, that the form of the
Church of Christ should have been Episcopal for fif-
teen hundred years. This was at once contradicted
by the committee ; and the assertion hazarded that
for three hundred years from it establishment, it was
Presbyterian!  The authority of St. Jerome was ad-
duced to corroborate this remarkable allegation : but
when it was asserted on the other hand, that St.
Jerome himself denied the authority of a Presbyter
to ordain, this authority was not further insisted on.
After some conversation about the Waldeuses, the
controversy terminated. The question of Episcopacy
was no longer argued ; and the Moderator declared
that there was no probability of arriving at a satisfac-
tory conclusion, or words to that effect.  This “ con-
ference, in a brotherly way," which Mr. Leach had been
‘“requested to attend,” suddenly changed its charac-
ter. Preparations had been made for much more
serious business § and, when the ¢lerk of the Présby-
tery was ready to take down in writing the questions
and answers, various questions were put to Mr. Leach
with great solemnity, one after another, and the greater
part of them answered with perfect simplicity—DMr.
Leach, for one, never having dreamed that these an=
swers were to be clutched “in the way of a brotherly |
conference,’” to form the substratum of a calumnious
and persecuting judicial proceeding against him.
Among the questions put in this manuer was the
following :—Do you consider the Church of Scotland
a Churchof Christ? 'I'he answer given to this, which
seems to havegiven muchoffence, was in these words—

The seeming illiberality of this opinion may appear

Leach, that it was givea in answer to their own ques-
tion and by them made public. Upon reflection they
may even admit the possibility of its being correet.
The Committee were well aware before putting
the question that bad Mr. Leach considered the
Church of Scotiand a Church of Christ, there could
be no Jjust cause for leaving it. What absurdity to
speak of pumbers of Churches of Christ, or of one
Chureh of Christ being a better Church of Christ
than anothr: there is but one Church of Christ which
h‘“’. any title to expect the fulfilment of the promises
whlch.he gave to his Apostles, and other Churches are
secessiong from the Church of Christ, and the Church
of Scotlanq s such secession.
No. III.
(Copy of “Libel” found by the Presbytery against Rev.
Mr. Leach.)
Mr. Wiltiam T urnbull Leach, Minister of the
Church ayq congregation at York Mills, in the Pres-
bytc.ry of Toronto,—you are indicted and accused at
the instanee of the Moderator and members of the
said Rev, Presbytery of Toronto. That, albeit, by
the word of God and the laws and discipline of the
Church of §¢otland, inconsideratenes, insincerity, and
ITeverence in making solemn vows and engagements
28 also eyity and irreverence in regard to the obli-
8211on of sch vows and engagements after they have
heerf Made—and rashness and inconsiderateness in
Casting off the same—and the profanation of the ordi-
nances of' religion—and moreover the holding of the
hcret_wal and schismatical opinions that no ordination
of ministers is valid, but that conferred by, or in pre-
sence of, a prelatical bishop,—that the Church of
S.cotland is not a Church of Christ—and that the or-
dination of yinisters of the Presbyterian Church, is not
::IUt!lm'ised in the word of God—are effences most pre-
Judicial to the interests of morality and subversive of
the fundmental principles of the Gospel dispensation,
and of charity and peace among Christians—and ge.
verely punishable by the laws and rules of the Church,
Yet true it is, and of verity, that you, the said
William Pyrobull Leach, are guilty of the said offen-
cee or of one or other of them. In so far as previously
to your being Jicensed to preach the Gospel, you so-
lemnly declared that you owned the Presbyterian
Government and Discipline established in the Church
of Smtlaud, and that you were persuaded that the said
discipline and Church government are founded upon
the Holy Seriptures, agreeable thereto—and solemnly
promised that you would submit yourself to the said
discipline and government, and would never endeavour
directly or indirectly the prejudice or subversion of
the same, or follow any divisive course therefrom—
and you solemnly renounced all doctrines, tenets or
opinions contrary to, or inconsistent with the said dis-
cipline or government—such declarations, promises,
and renouncements, being invariably required of, and
made by suceessful candidates for license in the Church
of Scotland ; and previously to your ordination to the
holy ministry, and previously to your admission as
minister of St. Andrew's Church, Toronto, and pre-
viously to your admission as minister of the Church
at York Mills, you did on each of these three occa-
sions suceessively, make solemn declaration in the pre-
sence of God and Ilis servants in the ministry, that
you were persuaded that Presbyterian government and
discipline of this Church are founded upon the word
of God, and agreeable thercto, and did promise to
submit to the saig government and discipline, and to
concur with the same, and never to endeavour directly
or indirectly the prejudice or subversion thereof, but
to the utmost of your power, in your station, to main-
tain, support, and defend the said discipline and Pres-
byterian governmeny by Kirk Sessions, Presbyteries.
Provincial Synods and General Assemblies during all
the days of your life,—and you did further solemnly
vow and engage, that according to your power, you
would maintain the unity and peace of this Church
against €1TOr anq gchism, notwithstanding of what-
ever trouble or persecution might arise, and that you
would follow no diyisive course from the present es-
tablished discipline and government of this Church—
such declarationg, promises, and engagements being in-
variably required of and made by ministers at their
ordination and admission in the Chureh of Scotland ;
and yet, notwithstanding the distinct and specific
character of these solemn vows and engagements so
often repeated by you, and at considerable intervals
of time, you do now declare in your letter to the Pres-

It is a painful and mortifying fact that it is not."" | Jagt specified and solemn winisterial act of your dis-

to many reprehensible, but they ought to remember | own declaration s above specified, without consulting
that it was not thrust spon the Committee by Mr. any of your co-Presbyters after you began to enter-

sit and vote in the Synod of the aforesaid Church, at
its late session, holden in the city of Montreal, be-
tween the 7th and 12th days of July last, and in the
Presbytery of 'Foronto at its late meetings at York
Mills, on the 16th day of August last, and at Hornby;
in the township of Esquesing on the 16th day of Sep-
tember last, at which latter meéting you took part as
a member of Preshytery, in the solemn service of in-
ducting a minister to the pastoral charge of the con-
gregation at that place; as also you did on Sabbath
the 6th day of November last, or on one or other of
the days of that month, or of October immediately
preceding, preside at and take part in the ordination
of certain members of the Church at York Mills, to
the office of ruling elders ; and farther, that you did,
on Sabbath the 13th day of November last, dispense
the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper to the members
of the Church at York Mills, and throughout the
whole series of' the acts and ministrations above spe-
cified, you did not on any occasion, or in respect of
any of the said acts and ministrations above specified,
manifest or express to any of your brethren of the
Synod, or Presbytery, or Kirk Session, any hesitation
or doubt as to the validity and propriety thereof; and
and farther, in the course of a conference between a
committee of the Presbytery of Toronto and you, on
the 5th day of December instant, you did declare and
dllow to be taken down in writing as your declaration,
that after you entertained doubts, you did not con-
sult any of your co-Presbyters, yet you nevertheless
did, on the 15th day of November last, and within
three months of your solemn renewal of your ordina-
tion vows as aforesaid, and within two days after the

pensation of the Lord's Supper, and aceording to your

tain doubts, write aletter to the Presbytery of Toronto,
in which as aforesaid you signify your purpose of con-
tinuing no longer a miuister of the Church of Scot-
land, on the ground, as you state, that after the most
serious consideration which it had been in your power

was not until lately that you were enabled to devote
any time to the important question of Church govetn-
ment, and that you have now arrived at those concl=
sions, that the ordination of ministers in the Presby-

and that it is not conformable to the practice of the

And inasmuch
as that notwithstanding you did at the several times

solemn vows and engagements required of ministers of

could say so. On the contrary, I apprebended that
Your resentment would be excited to rather an inordi-
nate degree, and the event has but too well justified
the apprehension. How much better would it have
been had you suffered me to act quietly according to
my own conviction of duty—following, in a case of
such inferior importance; the conduct of the Presbys
tery of Edinburgh in the case of Mr. Marshall.

It is certain indeed, that the case was of such &
nature, as to try in you soméwhat severely that Chris-
tian Charity, which thinketh no evil, and‘that wisdom
which migat best serve the caunse of your God and
mine—It was a case most likely to stir into action
the worst of human passions—you wete assailed at a
point where it is natural to suppose you would be par-
ticularly sensitive—To find your right to the position
which you hold in the religious societies, over
which you severally preside—to find that right, so
securely and confidently held, questioned—to be
charged with the error of misleading so many thousands
by your influence and example, to find these, and
many other things obviously implied or asserted, in
my letter of resignation, could hurdly fail to evoke a
spitit of opposition and resentment,  But, these very
circumstances, which I have mentioned, ought to have
made you the more guarded in your proceedings
against me.  If you had acted prudently you would
have taken care, that every accusation you made was
supported by unquestionable evidence—you would
have avoided the suspicion of being actuated by re-
sentment; and; far more cautiously still, would you
have shunued even the appearance of having recourse
to calumuies in order to disarm my testimony to the
truth—the temptation to do so was undoubtedly a
strong ove, and if" it appears you have been guilty of
ity I trust I can forgive it.

First Accusativn—That T am guilty of inconsider=
ateness, insincerity and irreverence, in making solemn
vows and engagements=—see date of lieenve and ordis
nation, &¢. &e.

Upon the supposition that this accusation were
Just; it would be extreniely gratifying tolearn by what
remarkable species of evidence the Presbytery of
Torotito arrived at their conclusion. Unless the
Presbytery desire me to believe what they say, simply
because they say so, I hardly know what they mean.

I cannot indeed forbear from expressing my surprise
that the Presbytery should have had so clear a vision
into the thoughts of'a person’s heart when he placed
himself under the obligation of solemn vows and
engagements:  This is a circumstance which really
perplexes my understanding, more especially as some
of these solemn vows and engagements were made by
e, before any member of the Presbytery, as I sup-
pose, knew that I liad a being! when certainly not
one of them was present and probably far distant;
and then, how they should hayve forgotten them for so
many years, and ouly remembered them the other day,

18 a matter truly wonderful,—low all this prete'r- :
natural knowledge should so suddenly be concentrated,

in order to cast upon me the reproach of “irreverence
and insincerity and inconsiderateness,”' would appear
to me the mostremarkable thing of all, did I not know
how strangely people's passions sonietimes dictate to
their judgmert. To be the searcher of hearts; is
usually allowed to be the prerogative of God—and I
trast that this is a doctrine which the Presby
not agreed to repudiate.—Nor do 1 mean the slightest
offence if 1 deny that the Presbytery are in possession

tery have

to bestow upon the subject, you have arrived at those
conclusions—that the ordination of ministers in the
Presbyterian Church is not authorised in the word of
God, and that it is not conformable to the practice of
the Church of Chuist in the earlier times—further de-
claring in said letter, that it is with you a matter of
perfect conviction, that the Presbyterian form of
Church government is practically destructive of order:
that the right exercise of ecclesiastical authority
cannot be maintained by it, but that on the contrary,
the relation between the pastor and the flock is inver-
ted, and that you are persuaded that by continuing a
minister of the Church of Scotland, you would be
doing violence to your convictions, and refusing to
give your testimony in favour of the Episcopal form
of Church government, while you believed it to have
the sanction of those who were divinely authorised to
establish it for the defence and advancement of the
interests of the Kingdom of God among men, thereby
manifesting levity and irreverence in regard to the ob-
ligation of the solemn vows and engagements you had
repeatedly made and so recently renewed and acted on
as aforesaid, and rashness and inconsiderateness in
casting off the same, and in coming to conclusions and
admitting convictions directly opposed to and subver-
sive of said solemn vows and engagements,and the whole
principles and powers involved therein, within two days
after you had engaged in the most solemn acts, indi-
cating a full persuasion of the obligation of said vows
and engagements and the validity of the principles and
powers involved therein; or otherwiso, if you had come
to the said conclusions, and entertained the said con-
victions previously to your dispensation of the Sacra-
ment of the Lord’s Supper, on the 13th of November
last as aforesaid, and consequently did not regard
yourself as possesging the powers of an ordained mi-
nister, you-did in said dispensation of the Lor:d's
Supper, in such circumstances, profane the most im-
portant and sacred funetions of the holy ministry, and
the most sacred rite of our holy religion.

And in so far as you did declare it in your said
letter to the Presbytery of Toronto, of date 15th
November last, to be your conclusion, that the ordin-
ation of ministers in the Presbyterian Church is not
authorised in the word of God, and did use and allow

of such a Prerogative—=if I should deny that they are
in possession of the miysterious power of diviné into
the spirits of their fellow ereaturcs, and that, whether
they kiow them to be in the flesh or not. If there
was a man on the Indian hills whe, a dozen of years
ago, assumed the obligation of certain vows and en-
gagements, how am I to suppose that tle Preshvtery
of Toronto can now tell that he did so sincerélv or
insincerely, piously orimpiously, tho’ they never be}’ore
saw his face; or heard of him? How am Ito suppose
that they can travel back thro' the interval of 80 many
years and scrutinize his conscience, as it was then
right or not right with God? I know not what othe;
people may think, for people think so differently, but
I must believe for my own part, that the Presbytery
has brought th's accusation against me not without
some levity and inconsiderateness ang irreverence
themselves—I wont say with insincerity,
may cut another's throat, bclieving very
he is doing good and l‘ightcnuﬂly.—();ﬂy as the Pres-
bytery must have known that this accusation was from
the very nature of it incapable of proof, it must be
regarded as a mere gratuitous euluminy, a calumwy
cast on'a Christian brother, under the solemnity of &
judicial proeedure, and “for the glory of God ar;d the
edification of the Church and the teprop of such of-
fenders in all time to come!” -~

Second Accusation—That 1 am guilty of
and irreverence in tegard to the obligation
vows and engagements after they have been made, and
rashness and inconsideratenegg incasting off the sa:ne."

There are here two accusationg— ] ovi
irreverence in regard to the nbliqatiollxnc')fI;:::lltlyv:!v‘v(:
and engagements after they haye been made.  What
strikes me as remarkable in this aceusation is the cir-
cumstanee, that it is the first vime that such an aceu-
sation should have been mage,

During the time that I acted agamn
the Presbyterian Synod of Canada; d
years that I held the charge of 8t Andrew's Chureh
in Toronto; and during the shree months 1 was pas~
tor of the cangregation at York Mills, no such accusa=
tion was ever brought against me. No member of
the Presbytery, during the lapse of so many years, gave
me the slightest intimation of such a fault. One

fer a person
sincerely that

“levity
of such

iissfonary under
uring the seven

to be worded as containing your deliberate opinion
the following statements and words in the course of
conference between a committee of said Presbytery
and you, on the 5th day of December instant, viz:—

“That it was a painful and mortifying fact, that
the Church of Scotland was not a Church of Christ”
—and in the course of the said conference did also
expresaly avow the opinion *that noordination is valid
but that conferred by orin presence of a prelatical
bishop.””  You do entertain and hold the heretical
and schismatical opinions that the ordination of minis-
ters in the Presbyterian Church is not authorised in
the word of God—that the Church of Scotland is not
a Church of Christ, and that no ordination is valid
but that conferred by or in the presence of a prelati-
cal bishop—these being grievous errors, clearly con-
trary to the word of God and the mind of the greater
part of the reformed Churches.

All which or part thereof being found proven
against you, the said Mr. William Turnbull Leach,
by the said Reverend Presbytery of Toronto, before
which you are to be tried in terms of your own public
confession, or after habile and competent proof, You,

and the usage observed in such cases for the

of others holding the same sacred office

mit the like offences in all time coming.
Signed at Toronto, in name, présence,

appointment of the Presbytery of Toronto

two years, by
(Signed) War. Baintou, Mod. P05y

Axp'w. Bery, Preshy. Clerk

No. 1V.

(Copy of Rev. Mr. Leach's veply io the « Libel ™)

bytery of Toronto, dated 15th November last, that it

v

construction of my motives—I should be happy if

the said William Turnbull Leach, ought to be punished
according to the rules and discipline of the Chmrch,

: glory of
God, the edification of the Church, and to the terror

» Dot to com-

and by

: _ / , this thir-
teenth day of Deceinber, eighteen hundred angd forty-

I cannot say that previously to your receiving my
letter of resignation, I anticipated from you a right

might have expected that some admonition would
have been given him, were it only out of kindness or
charity. 1 can ouly profess myself utterly at a loss
to know upon what evidence the Presbytery have built
this accusation.  If they succeed in substantiating it,
I shall feel as much surprised as they ought to do, if
they fail to do so.

The next part of this accusation is, “levity and
rashness in casting off' the same.” Supposing that
this accusation were true, which it is not, it is always
so surprising how the presbytery should come to know
every thing so completely. I wonder they are not
ashamed of making accusations against a person withs -
out evidence. When the question regarding the
validity of Presbyterian ordination, became to me a
matter of intense interest, my last thought at night
and my first thought in the morning, it certainly did
not occar to me that the Presbytery would accuse me
of want of consideration or inconsiderateness. But
then, thewr aceusation is so flatly wade, that I would
almost be persuaded to believe myself a fool and guilty
of all the wickedness which they impute; were it not
that having sonie remembrance of the matters that so
deeply interested me, and some remaining conscious-
ness of my personal identity, I know that their accu-
sation is perfectly false,

Besides, thisis an accusation which it was really
possible for them to ascertain the truth of : it was
possible for them to ascertain whether my denial of
the validity of Presbyterian ordination could be sup-
ported by me with any arguments that bespoke
thoughtfulness, or considetation—and they did ascer=
tain it—After an edrnest controversy, the majoriiy of
the Presbytcry must have known that I had bestowed
some serious cousideration upon the subject; and the
wonder is, for it is all very wounderful, that a day or
two after, they should judicially accuse me of “leyiy"®
and “inconsiderateness,” when they had had an (;p-
portunity of ascertaining the contrary, and might have
prolonged that opportunity till now, if such had been
I| their inclinaticn. It is stated too, several times in

R




