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*METHODIST CHURCH OF
CANADA.

From the Toronto Globe.)
SECOND DAY.
TrURSDAY, August 30.

The Conference resuined its sitting
at nine o’clock. There was a consider-
ably increased attendance of delegates.
After devotional exercises, the minutes
of the preceding session were read and
confirmed.

Memorials in favor of the Union
were presented from the Goderich,
Peterboro’, Lindsay, Owen Sound,
and Bracebridge Districts. A memo-
rial from forty-two widows of deceased
ministers was preeent by Rev. 8, J.
Hunter. These claimants on the
Superannuation Fund prayed that
due consideration be given to the loss
likely to accure to them.

A memorial from Nova Scotia set
forth that the restrictive rules as
found on pages 35 of the Discipline of
the Msthodist Church of Canada
should form a part of the constitution
of the United Church ; that there
should be secured to the Annual Con-
ferences the right and privilege at pre-
sent possessed by the Annual Confer-
ences of the Methodist Church of
Canada, including the veto power,
and that the exercise of the veto power

should apply to the articles of the con- |

stitution of the United Church as

possessed by the first General Confer- |

ence.

The Secretary laid on the table as
supplementing Basis of Union, a tabu-
lated statement of notes of Quarterly
Meetings and alterations in Basis of
Union.

THE PRESIDENTS ADDRESS,

The President, rising, then said—I
think it will be appropriate for me at
this stage to make a few remarks in
connection with the matter as it now
stands. The discussions in the ditler-
ent Annual Conferences, and the dis-
cussions in the public press, indicat
a good many points upon whidh diffi-
culties seemed to arise. In some of
the Annual Conferences expressions
were given very strongly in regard to
the lezal difficulties arising, and the
great danger of proceeding at all in
our present course. I felt myself
under an obligation to this Conference
to put myself in the very best position
I could to answer any question of a
legal character that might arise. I
therefore addressed a list of questions
—or rather, first of all, I thought it
right, as Mr. J. E. Rose, Q.C., a ris-
ing barrister, had been communicated
with on the subject of the legality of
our action, to go and converse with
him in order to ascertain what course
ought to be pursued by me, as Presi-
dent of the Conference, to obtain such
information as I thought the Confer-

ence would be likely to require. After |

a very long conversation, in which we
went over theaction of the Cenference,
he said he was surprised at the cor-
rectness of the action of the different
Conferences, and except upon one
point he could not see that there could
be any question raised as to the
legality of action, and that was as to
what he called exceeding the instruc-
ions of the General Conference on the
subject of the General Superinten-
dency. T said to him what T am here
to say, simply —not to discuss or de-
bate — that the committee of the
Methodist Church of Canada did not
receive instructions. You will not
accept that I know-——(several vuices

““No, no"")—and I tell you, how-
ever, exactly what I said, so that you
wiil know what occured between us. 1
said we received no instructions, and
I then cave Mr. Rose a history of the
re:olution and of the vote. 1 said the
resolutions took up what was called
the constitutional question, because
theire was a pressure to kunow whether
the Conference would accept a Gen-
eral \u;wnnh'ndt'n-'y or not. The
Conference  did  aceept  the General
Sup rintendeney. provided that it did
not mcerfere as set forth in the reso-
Inrion. I satd it was not givea to the
Com nittee as an instruction ; it was
siunly done in answer to an  earnest
desive on the part of certatn members
of the Conferenuces to know what the
Coaference was willinrg to do on that
[Uestion on which 1t was most sensi-
tive.  We discussed the matter for a
lonr time. Mr. Rose took pretty
stron: sround at tirst, but moditied 1t
as we went along, and iinally he be-
cauie silent, but whether I convinced
lin or not I don't know. At all
events, he said it amounted to nothing.
A« the General Conference had to act
m the case, 1t was for them to decide,
and could prove no impediment what-
ever. They could decide what in
their judzmeat was correet in regard
to the cas>. I maid to him, ** What
would you do !’ He said, *‘ My idea
is that you would be wise to submit
the waatter to two of the best counsel
in Oatario.” I said, ““ Will you aid

me in the arrangement of the ques.
tions to be propounded?’ Here we
found a difficuity at once. He said,
[ ““In my judgment you should subm-t
| the case to C. Robinson, Q.C., and
| Hon. Edward Blake, who will give
| you such legal advice as you could
!safely act upon.” We found a diffi-
| culty as Mr. Blake was across the
| ocean. I left Mr. Rose, and went to
seé what other way out of the diffi-
culty I could find which would be
| satisfactory to my own mind. I may
say that I told Mr. Rose that if he ex-
L perienced any difficulty in answering
[ the question I put to him to consult
| Mr. Robinson. He found no difficulty,
as in his judgment the answers were
| 80 palpable that no lawyer could take
| exception to them. I beg to call upon
the Secretary to read the questions
| and Mr. Rose’s opinion.

| Dr. Sutherland then read the follow-
ing legal opinion, obtained from Mr.
Rose
{ To Rev.8 D. Rice, D. D., and Reo. A.
Sutherland, D D, Toronte :
“GBNTLEMEY,—] have the honor to ac-
knowledge the *receipt of your favor of the
46th July inst, submitting to me for my
[ opinion  certain  qu.stions relating to
| the Union of the Methodist Churches. From
! your letter of instructions and the converea-

[ tions that | have had with the venerable |

| President, I assume as a fact that it is not

. - . |
| the intention ot the Church immediately to |

| act up n the azre meuotgof Union which you
| mav enter into otherwise than to meet in a
I general Conference or asse:noly of the unite |
bodies, and there to settle upon the rules of
of order and discipli.e, or in other words to
provide a resoluti n suspending the Union,
| because it may be, as above indicated that
all that you had doue and will do wil be
| perfectly consummated without lagislation.
| The legislation sought for will be neceseary

as a matter of expediency, and to make el ar
Cand indisputable all titles to the Ckureh

property. First, I think that the General
| Couterence of the united Church mav as well

eleet a chairman or President pro tem., and

may pro-eed to clect a General Super ntend -

ent who shall discharge the duties of the

office as provideld tor Yy the constitution. |

postpouing the changes which are providel
by su b agree nent until oppor-umty 1s had
to apply to the Lesislature of the province
and of the Domniniou for confirmation of th
agreement. [ advise, therefors, in answer to
rthe fiest question, that 1t will be perfectly
 ptoper Jor. the Genera! Conferenee of=the
{ umited Church to meet and proceed with the
| detaiix of the Union scheme and form a dis-
cipline for the united Churcih. I thiuk you
must a-sume that everyrhngz thit has been
done up tothe present by the hodies prop »ming
to enter inio the Union has been lagally dou-,
and a ting upon that assumption you will
proceed as it all foruis provided by the con-
stitutions of the varions Churcches had been
‘ully obs rved, as such indeed may be the
tact. Secoud, I think that atter proceeding
thus far you may pass a resolution that such
legislative sanction - be asked for from the
Legislatures of the several provinces and of
the Dominion as you may bz advised by
counsel learned in the law shall b essential
for the purpose of validating your actions

confirming your agreewment, and vesting the |
property of the eontracting partiey in the |

anited Church ~ No objection can be ade
as to such action so long as the President is
not called upou to act in performance of any
duties of the offi e until after legislation has
been obtainad. In a word, repeating soine-
what what I have stated b fore, I would ad-
vise that the General Confcrence meet 1u
| Bellevills as provided ; that upon the action
| of the General Conferenc being in coufirina-
| tion of the st ps 80 far taken towards Uunion
you then proceed to hol1a united Conf rence ;
that at thi- umited Conference y ou formulate
a constitution for the government of the
Church, and nominate your officers te carry
out that coust'*ution, apply to the varicus
Legislatures for the necessary legislation,and
it may bhe convenicot to name a day upan

which the machinery of the united Church |

shall be put ininotion, fixing sach dav at
a date bevond the tiine u cessary for obtain
ing the proposed legislation, say the lsc of
June, 1884, or such other date as may seem
to you conves.ient, making due allowance for
the length of the session at Ottawa. Asa
matter of extra precaution, it might be well
to adjourn the General Cooference of the
preseut Methodist Church at the call of the
chair to consider any matters and pass any
resolutions that counsel, upon consderation,
Ay tuink necessary.”’

Rev. Dr. Williams said that he had

gave a different opinion altogether
from the one read. It was Mr. Be-
thune's opinion on the case.

Mr. J. T. Moore rose to a point of

order. No document could be referred

to unless it had tirst beeu tabled.

The Secretary thought the docu-
ment should be tabled and the instruc-
tions given to Mr. Bethune as well.

The Conference then adjourned.

AFTERNOON SITTING.
In the aiternoon session, on
motion it was decided that the case
presented to Mr. Jas. Bothune, Q. C.,
and his opinion thereon, be read. Tue
sase and opiuioil wore recad as fol-
lows : -
1st. In the Basis of Union the follow-
inr amougst other changes are made in
th: \_:u\g'(\nm»m of the Methodist Church
of Cantdh : —(First) The authorizition
of ths General Superintendent to open
the Annual Conference and preside dur-
ing the first day of its session, and after-
wards alternately with the President
elected by the Annual Conference, and to
ordain ministers and joiatly sign the
ordination parchments. (Second) The
composition of the Annual Conference,
by the introduction of equal lay repre-
sentation, and (Third) she provisioa for
merging the Methodist Church of Cnada
in 8 propused gaited Church composel of

the Methodist Church of Canada. the
Methodist Episcopal Church, the Primi-
tive Methodist, and the Bible Christian
Churches.  Is there any legal ground for
denying that any or att’such changes are
constitutional changes demanding a three
fourths majority vote in the General
Conference, accouding to the provisions
of the Book of Discipline, pdge 28, No.
11 (?) Can the members of the adjourn-
ed General Conference legally constitute
themselves members of the proposed
united Conference, or must they be elect-
ed by the District Meetings and Annual
C nferences which in ‘the Methodist
Church of Canada appoint delegates to
the General Conterences or is it the ac-

| ceptance of the Basis of Union by the ma-

jority of the Quarterly Meetings and
Anoual Conferences equivalent to a legal

| election to the united Conference? If 80,

what is the Learing of, the fact that the
London Conference rejected the Basis
upon the case? (3) Doesthe provision
of the Basis relating to the General

| Superintendent so meet restricitive rules
| of the Methodist Episcopal Church touch-

ing Kpiscopacy, as to make it impossible
for any party in that Chureh to claim and

| retain possession of the Church and other

properties? (4) Im case one or more
of the Churches proposing to unite should
be prohibited by parent Conferences in

England, whese consent must be obtained, |

can the rest of the Churchei:« Jegally

unite, or will not the failure of aay one |

to come into the Union invalidate the
Basis of Union which was devised by re-
presentatives of all the Churches on con-
dition of a general Union, and must not
the Basis then be submitted to the next
ensuing Annual Conferences? (5) Does
the action of Quarterly Mectings and
Annual Conferences, or the terms of the
resolution of the last General Coni'r n:e

| to give effect to the Union—seé Journal

o! Con‘ercace paze 232—bind the General

| Conference to consummate Union, or is
the Conf:rence free to reject the Basis, |

especially in view of the fat that the

Committee on Union exceeded the limi- |
| tation embodied in the resolution found

on page 240, section 2, of the Journal of

Conference? (6) In case of illegality |
{in any of the points above indicated, |
| what would the effect be upon the titles |
| of property involyed if dissentients chose |

to appeal to courts of Jaw? (7) Has
the General Cogferencedpomer to dgaway

with the restrictive rules, Nos. 1, 2,3 and |
4, page 28 of the Bouk of Discipline? |
(8) If the term constitutional change be |
{ not covered by the Discipline, does Basis

require an unaniinous vote ?
MR. BETHUNB'S ANSWERS,

In answer to the first question, [ have

to say that assumiung the proposed Union |

to be a constitutional change within the

| meaning of tue Book of biscipline of the

Methodist Church of Canada, 1 think that

there is no manuner of doubt that the Union |
cannot be ednsummated unless it has |

securcd or shall secure a majority of
three-tourths of the members of the
General Conference, as set forth in part
3, chapter 1, section 1, sabsection 11. |

| emterwain the gravest doubt whether the

proposed Union is a constitutional chdoge
within the meaning of the subsection

| just referred to. 1 have considered the
cases in the 5th and 6th vofume of the !

old series ot the Upper Canada Queen'’s
Beneh Reports, in which the question as

| to ths Union of the then Methodist |

Churches of Upper Canada was coasidered.
Chief Justice dir John Robinson and Mr.

the two Methodist bodies could unite in

| doing away with Episcopacy, as a dis-

tinctive feature of the then Episcopal
Metihodist Chucch, but Sir Jam s Macauicy
dissented trom that view, and [ think
that tihe current of modern decision ac-

| cords with his view ot the law. Except

for the funds belonging to the various
Churches propesing to unite sund their
Church properties courts ot justice wouid
notinterfere with the Union, but it is now
settied that where there are these funds
and Church properties courts wiil inter-
fere and protect and dissentient from the
Union 1 the enjoyment eof his rignt to
have the trusts upou wiich the fuuds aud

\ ! ., | properties a.c held carried out. hink
a legal document in his pocket which | e : N Pk

it very probable that if an attempt be
madc to consuminate the Union of the
Churches referredd to before legistation
sanctioning it been obtain-d, the
conrts of justice tmay be compelled, 1f
applied to vy any \member of any ot the
Churches who may be atfected pecaniarily
to any extent by the proposed Union, to
restrain its consummation. The Courts
appeated to will i that event, I think,
look at the matte€ as one of contracy,
and wil ‘enquice dwhether uader the
phrase - Cunstitutional Changes " it was
intended, tor instance. to al.ow three-
fourths of the members of the Geaeral
Conference to ettect Umion with the
Roinan Catholic Church or the I’resuy-
tevian Chuarch ; the construction of the
whole  Discipiine points only to such
changes us might be thought advisable
witkin the Mecthodsst Church, but not to
the extinction of the then existing Meth-
odist Church. I mention this that it
may not be assumed that I think that
the Union can be consummated by the
majority reterred to. In amswer to the
second question, I have to say that unless
the discipline be altered expressly, 1 do
not se¢ how the members of the adjourned

General Conference can constitute them- |

selves members of the proposed General

Conference, because | muderstand that !

the Discipline pruvides in clear and ex-
plicit teims for the coastitution eof the
mesabership of the Geaeral Confereace by

election in each Annual District Meeting
preceeding the General Conference (4.;
part 2, tlu‘l}llﬂ I, section 1, subse tion 4)

Of course, if the General Conference c¢an.
under the phryse “constitutional changes,

consummate the Unijon, | suppose it must
also bave the power 1o alter the part of
the Di cipline just referred to, and so
could constitute the members of the
General Conference members of the pro.
posed Conference. I do not think that
the' Geneeal Conference could make the
c.hl.ge referred to so as to g0 into opera-
tion except under subsection 12 of the
chapler and section just referred to, In
answer to the third question I have to
say that [ think hot. In answer to the
fourtly question | have to say that [ think
that if the Basis fails as to any of the
Churches it necessarily fiils as to the
whole, It ishas.-d entirely on the union of
all the Churches.  In answer to the fifth
question, | have 10 say that [ think the
Ueneml Conference may reject the Basis
of Unlon ifit thinks fit to do so. I think

I have already answered the sixth ques- |

tion, but if not { may further add that in
the absence of legislation san tioning tke
Union the dissential portion of the people
now constituting the Methodist Church
| of Camada might remain under the present

co tion and maiLntain possession of |

all Church properties. In answer to
the seventh question I have to say that
| beyofid doubt the General Conference has
no power to interferc with the restrictive
rulest referred to. In apswer to the
eightikquestion, I think so.
L (Signed) Jaues BeraUNE.

August 28, 1883.

It was moved and seconded that |

these documents be priuted. The
motioB carried by 66 votes against 51.

The Basis of Union was taken as
read. |

Re® Dr. Sutherland said he had
theuglt from the very exliaustive and
exhauting discussion which had gone
on duking last year in Conference, so-
cial assemblies, and the press, it
would'scarcely be necessary to go over
the ground again and reiterate argu-

very general desire among the breth-
ren who did not see exactly as did sup-
portes¥of the Basis of Union, that the
whole thing should be gone over
again. An observation or two would
be in place in regard to the assemb-
ling of this Conference. As that had

{ been a matter somewhat questioned

the point was submitted to legal coun- |

sel some time before the meeting of

ion given was most decided and pos
| itive that there was an inherent right

| in the constitution of all deliberative

bodies to adjourn their sessions and
meet again at any time and place they
might decide. The manner in which
the Basis had been submitted to the
Quarterly Meetings had been (ues-

| tioned, but after all it came to be a

simple question of yes or no—the de
claration that if they were willing to
accept the Basis with certain moditi-
cations was equal to rejecting it. He
did not regard the resolution passed
at the Hamilton Conference as an in-
struction to the Union Committee—
first, because it was not passed as an
instruction, and second, because when

| Justice Sherwood séemed to think that | passed there was no Union Committee

to whom to give instructions, and
there was no intimation given that it
was an instruction to a Committee to
be appointed. It was not an instruc-
tion, but an expression of the prefer-

enceof Conferenceat that time without i

declaring that they would not modify
their judgzmentif they mightsee reason
to doso. When the Committee mét in

| Toronto the uudcrsmmlmg arrived at

was that they would endeavor to se-
cure that point in the Basis, if possi-
ble, andif found impossible that they
should be left free to use their judy-
ment as to how far they should make
concessions. When that decision was
reached in Union Committee it was
chietly on the ground that anything
less than was conceded in regard to
General Superintendency wouid cer
taiuly impenl the property Leld by
the Methodist Episcopal Church.
That Caurch met them on very broad
and br. t rerly ground. and said in ef-
fect that they were prepared to meet
them as far as they ceuld go with a
legal safety, and they could not be
asked tu go fuither. The Methodist
Church was now entering on an era
fraught with great importauce, not
only to them as a Church, but to the
whole cause of Christianity in the Do-
minion, and perhaps to some exteut
throughout the world. [t must not
be foirgotten that the decision reached
will have etfect prejudicially or other-
wise ou the efforts for the umfication
of the Churches on the earth. That
was shown plainly by the utterances
of the public press, both secular and

religious, on this continent and the |

cld worid. A remarkable fearure 1
connection with the movement was

that all the journals with one excep- |
tion pronounced most positively to be |

in favor of the Union scheme, and ex-
ressed the earncst hope that it would
carried 10 a successful issue. That
indweated clsarly e current of puo.e

opinion. I the questiva was of great

ment8'with which every one was fa- |
miliag - There appeared, however, a |

the Aunual Conferences. Tl opii- |

importance twelve months ago, it is 8is wae Cirried by a censtitutional
manifold so now, because it had gone Mmajority they would have peace m
through successful stages of (1,_.\-;.1(.},. the Church so long as sun and on
ment, and had been carefully consid- endure, and that the minister w ald
t."d and exhaustively discussed. The get all he needed and the lay man all
. iaity had pronounced their verdict he wanted. The Church was never
with a concensus of opinion amount- more quiet than during. the pPAst; nine
Ing to virtual unanimity, and even Yearsand yet no one complained of
ministers by a very large majority had the Irck of supervision. No one had
endorsed the same movement. They a right to cowplan of an wfringement
had now reached the final stage, ©f his rights. The Church had
where it remained to be seen whether Mmoreover,been carried on most ec xnn-'
a very small minority in the Church . mically, more®so indeed than it w uld
was to be sutlicient to slock the great- | be in the future. In recard to the
| est connexional measure that had ever  (ieneral Superintendeucy, he looked
come befure them for consideration, upon the expression as found in the
and which had been endorsed by a Journals, as one of priuciple rather
larger majority of laity and ministers than a simple instruction as t. what
than any question in the past. With committee should do. Althoush the
regard to the movement, as to its ori- committee had not been formed it
gin, he mighe say as the school boy could be given as an instriction ‘o
did to his teacher whom he had committee when called into X stenee,
thrashed,** 1 did not begin the tight.”
He did not commence the prﬁsent s1s of Union.  He was clad that the
| movement. No one seemed to know tendency of public sentiment was in
i ltsurl,_-ln’it seemed to spring up spon- favor of l‘lliwn, but at the sane time

| @aneously, it began to be talked about ' he heard that the trend of publhic n-°
'n the papers, it got into Couferences, | 1on wasin favor of skepticism. When
resolutions were formulated, ana al- | allusion was made to unanimiy of
most before they were awars of it,  sentiment he wanted to know where
| they were et with this movement in | it was to be found ; there were at
| fa\'n‘r of Methodist Union. The con- | least 90 quarterly Meetinss whieh had
clusion he arrived at in regard to it | not voted for the Basis, and in some
| was _that, l}aving assumed such pro-  of those which voted in favor of it the
| portions, it must be dealt with in | majonties were trifling, and the nine-
| some way. The next conclusion 'ty mcluded some of the lir st of the
which he reached was that the ques- Quarterly Boards, aud these jnish.
tion had assumed such a shape before Ivga larse proporion of eans for
the Christian public to-day, that the | carrying forward work.. He found
| Methodlst Church of Canada strong ' that 431 mimsters voted for the Basis
[ as she is—couid not affurd to take an  aud 201 agamst,  Taking the nanber
| unfrieudly attitude toward it. The  of cifective ministers at 1015, there
[ duty of the Toronto Committee was | Were 3533 who did not vote at all, and
; not to formulate a constitution of dis- | those added to the 251 zuve 554 who
{ cipline  for the future Church, but ! eicher voted azainst Bas's or dil vot
simply to agree upon a basis on which | vote.  Where then was unaniuty ?
a aiscipline might be formulated in @ There was no doubt much power in
the future. That would be a suffici- | Union, and he had labored hard te
| ent answer to those who complained | reach what was called comuon gro und.
| that certain matters were omitted | They had a guod deal of trouble in
| from the Basis. It was complained | reaching common ground in 1873, bat
that the restrictive rules were not in | they did reach it. The iuk on the
the Basis, and argued that thercforo | compact was hardly dry before some
| they were not to appear in the con | persons commenced to puli the Chiurch
| stitution of the Church of the future. | government to pieces, and declared it
; Who gave those persoms authority to = Was a rope of sand. I U.ion was
| make such unqualiied statements 1 carried there would be no ditiiculty
{ That matter-was not overlookezd by , 1u St Catherines over it.  They were
the Joint Committee, for Profcssor | at peace, and those who were tond of
Jurwash called attention to it, and circulating fly sheets shou!d keep them
the reason why they were not taken ' out of that district.  Ho had boen
up was because the Committee was  attacked for having stated that the
| not called together to consider details | restrictive rules had been left out
but to agree on general principles, aud | 1utentonaily, but the Sceiciai, uad
| 1t was taken for granted that the re- ' admitted they were so left out, Lecause
[ strictive rules would not be omitted. it was not the intention of the com-
Four Churches were entering the  mittee to formnlate a disciphne. 1In
' Union, and it was mamfest that the forming a DBasis it was 1mportant
| Church of the future could not pro-  to limit the power of the law makers.
| ceed along the lines of disciplinc of | He was asked to join the Urion with-
any one of the contracting bodies. | ©ut the power ot the law makers being
| These bodies were almost identical | limited, but he never would place ab-
in principle, and it would be difficult ' solute power in the hands of any one,
to justify their continued separation. | not even in Queen or "‘"“5““'""'-
Every one was looking at the matter | He thought Conference would not
with a critical eye, and very good rea- | make snch change in the Church gov-
sons would be required to justify their | ernment as to abandon four of six re-
separation. The importaut question  strictive rules. He was not prepared
was whether the compromises made | tv leave it to any majority to say what
touched the essentials of the polity | he should believe and how he should
| of any Church, and thus became a | Worship God.  The constitution of
| matter of principle. Allthe Churches | the Church did not empower Confer-
conceded something in the Union ence to acccept the Basis of Union
movement, and excepting the Bible , Without '-h""m. restrictive rules beiny
Christian, the Methodist Church of | inserted. Tney never contemplated
| Canada conceded less than the others. | they would reach a position where
{ It Union were consummated, 1t wouid | those rules would be abaindoned.
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