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<all in favour of Mr. Spencer. A petition was
then presented, praying that the Presbytery
should not proceed with the moderation. They
complied with the request of the petitioners,
and adjourned to the town of Port Hope, to
give those who called Mr. Spencer an oppor-
tunity of incrensing the amount of their sub-
scriptious, which fellshort of the minimum sum
required by the law of the church. Mr.
Syprencer's friends made an efiort, and raised the
amount of the subscription to $312, which they
further increased from the rents arising from
seats, making up the minimum stipend required.
Still further delay was occasioned by the Pres-
_ bytery until they beld an adjourned meeting in

Aontreal.

Tbe first point of the appeal is the unconsti.
tutionality of the action of the Presbytery. In
the minutes of Synod for 1863, it is enjoined
that after & congregation have fully complied
with the rules and regulations of the church,
and no objection is offered to the doctrine or
moral character of an elected minister, the
Presbytery wmay proceed with the moderation of
the call and final settlement of the miinister.
But in 1867, at a meeting in Moutreal, this act
was changed, and in accordance with the terms
of this act the Presbytery of Toronto refused
to moderate the call, first on the ground that
there was not perfect unanimity in the matter
of the call, and that harmony might be restored
if other candidates were heard. Well,sir, an
opportunity was given to the minority of
choosing snother, but they took no steps what-
ever in the matter, and the majority wished
the Presbytery to proceed with the induction,
but they objected doing so because there was
not unanimity. But, I wouldask, i3 it possible
according to the constitution of men's minds to
secure unabdimity in a call to any clergyman ?
No, there was one vote in favour of 3r.
McLeilan of Mulmur, and one in favour of Mr.
McLennan of Demerara, and a few voted for
1o one, while all the rest were in favour of Mr.
Spencer, Has not the majority used every
cffort 1o conciliate the minority ?  And seeing
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that the great majority of the congregation, 27 |

to 5, have expressed their opinion in favour of
Mr. Spencer, have the Presbytery of Toronto
acted fairly towards us in refusing to meet our
wishes? Itisa rule absolu <ly necessary tobe
observed that the minority slbould acquiesce in
the views of the majority, especially when that
majority is so large as it was in this case.
These are the chief facts, and 1 do not know
that I bave apything clse to say in the matter
Jjust now,

Mr. Campbell (Markbam) : I will endeavour
to be as brief as possible, because I regard it us
untecessary to say much. It is & very clear
case ; it requires no lengthened discussion or
great wisdom to decide upon its merits.  jt
will be necessary to go back upon the history
of ihe case to sec on whatit hinges. As already
stated, the request for muderation was made to
the Presbytery over a year ago.  The Preshy-
fery mutin the afiernoon.
East was late, and some members did net arrive
in time for the opening of the mecting.  Datit
will be shown that upon this fact the whole
casc turns, that on account of the absence of
these members, facts were not ascertained which
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had they been known, the case would have
been stopped at the very threshold; the first
moderativn would not have been granted, but
owing to the want of these facts the case went
on to moderation. Mr. Galbraith was appointed
by the majority of the congiegation to appear
there as their representative to request moudera-
tion. But when Mr. G. presented his owu
credentials he neglected to present a ver) im-
portant documnent entrusted to him by the
minurity, and allowed the Presbytery tv gv vu
without informivg them. 1Mad the Presbytery
possessed this information they would bave
unanimously decided to proceed no further with
the moderason. That paper, as we found out
afterwards, represented that there was a strong
feeling of opposition against Mr. Spencer being
settled in Bowmanville ; and not only so, but
this feeling wag manifested by a pumber of the
most influential parties in the congregation—
parties who from the outset bad taken the
deepest interest in the welfare of the congrega-
tion and the church at large—~parties who were
able to judge in all these things, and who had
shown a degree of wisdom in former years,
which but few manifest in such circumstances.
1t appeared afterwards from that paper that
not cnly was there a strong party as far as
moral iofluence was concerned, but as far as
financial interests were concerned, notwith-
standing the Statemcnts made in your Learing.
As stated by the former Treasurer of the
congregation, at least half the financial
ability under the previous pastorship of the
congregation was to be found among the
minority ; and the Presbytery saw no reason
for disputing the word of that gentleman, a
gentleman of standing in the community, and
a member of our Local lLegislature. What
esplanation can Mr. Galbraith give for bis not
having lai@ that document before us? Mode-
rator:—This is not a case where tbe Presby-
tery could proceed according to the law of the
Cburch of Scotland. In Scotland & minister
may be settled if he gets 8 presentation, even
though there be a majority against him,  But
i. is not so here, where we are entirely de-
pendent upon the voluntary system, I am sorry
to say,(laughter), and likely to be more de-
pendent in the future. 1n a case like this.
where thejcongregation wore weak, numerically
and tinancially—1 will uut say spiritually; be-
canse itis not for me w pudge of that—1that
during the pastoraie of our we “thy Clerk it was
with the greatest difficulty they made up thn
stipend they had promized. The idea that an
man could live in a place like B. without ex-
trancous aid is preposicrous ; it will not do fur
the Synod 10 losk upon this case in the fighto!
a majority or minorits: tnl-ss the cougregation
are united to & wman. their very (aistence is im-
perilled.  Toey caunot affurd to divide, if they
could c¢xist in a divided state, the Presbytery
would have proceeded with the settlement ol
Mr. Spencer. It was stated by the last speaker
that means were adopted to reconcile the views
of the minority to those of the majority; so fu:
as I know npo cflort of the kind was made
This Synod will sce that the members of Preshy-

- tery kad to objuct to gain by rdfus.ng to scitle

Mr. Speacer. Tlas is shown by the fact that
when the first moderation Was requested, Me.



