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For the Church.

Riv. Str,—I lately presented your readers with a couple of
extracts from Dr. Adam Clarke’s Commentary, shewing the
opiniens which thut pious and learned man enterteined on the
subject of a connexion between the Church and State. His
views on that now often ngitatnd qiestion (and they are those
of & great majority of the Wasleyun Society in England and
Ieelund) exhibit & steiking contrast to those maintuined by many
in Canada, who profess to belong to the same religious body —
How widely their views of [eelesiastieal Potity also differ from
those of the worthy Doctor, the following extracts compared with
the Editorial remuarks in some late Nos, of the Christian Guar-
dian wili abundanily monifest. By inserting them in the columns
of “The Church? you will oblige, Unus.

FROM ADAM CLARKE’S COMMENTARY, ON THE THRES ORDERS OF
THE MINISTRY,

1. " Episcopacy in the Church of God,is of divine appointment;
and shoutd Le mmintained and vespeeted. Under God, there
ehould 1,p supreme Governars in the Clurch as well as in the
Sate. Tlie State bus its Munarch ; the Church has its Bishop ;
one should govern nee onhing to the laws of the land: the other,

ing to the word of Gs1.)” Noteson 1 Timothy, chap. HL.

280w

verse 1.
1L ¢ It scems to have been a proctice dictated by common

sanse, that the most geave and steady of the belierers should be
coployed us deacons ; the most experienced and zealous of the
deacons, shouid be vased 1o the rauk of ¢lders ; and the most
abie awd piogs of the c/rlrrs be conscernted Lighops,”  ##sstesres
Wy deacon, preshyter, and biskop cxisted i the Apostolic
Cinrch, admay therclors be considered of divincorigin.  Ibid
veese b

131 ¢ Nt ouly the ofices which are of divine appointment,
gueh ns Hishop. peehyler and deacon shoull be wmost religiously
proeved b the chimeh, bt thaut they may have tteir full efleet,
thi peesoes txarcining tem, should be such as  the apostle des-

enbes,  [liion witl sucely soffer, when veligious order is either
contomne or netiectod, und gven the words of God will be teat
e vl eomcenipt if nunistered by unholy persons.”?  Tbid in fine.

IV, “tast(ie the | Ep to ‘Tim.) we see more clearly than
olserliwre, what the minidters of the Gospel should be; and
what 19 thy character of the true church.  Bishops, presbylers,
on! deucras ave pacticnlarly described, and their qualifications so
ccumas antinlly detiled, that it is impossible to be ignorant on
this hie<d.?’  Notes at the cnd of the Epistle,

" KEGE:SMPY OF LAYING ON OF IIANDS IN ORDINATION,
Comteating upon the aceount of the appointment of the seven,
deaeons, 9ee Acts chap. 6., the learned commentator remarks,
uiter the 6:h verse,

1. # Ture Apostles prayed for these persons, that they mizht
in every resprect e qualified foe their office, and be made success-
fub i it Awd when they had done this they taid their hands
wpon teme; and by this vite appointed them (o their oflice,  So
then it plidaly appears that the chuice of the Church waus nof
sufieient ; nor did the Church think it suflicient, but as they
koav theiy own members best, the apostles diveeted them verse 3,
to conse thess persons whom they deemesd best qualified necord-
iy by the eritevion luid down by the apostles themselves, that
they shonld be of 4o iest report, and full of the Holy Ghost, and
wisdom.”

bie then praceeds to examine the whale aceount of this trans-
action vider seven particulars, the 7ih of which reads thus :—
¥ When this was dune, (i ¢. prayer offered for them) they laid
their hands wpon them in presenco of the disciples, and thus ap-
pointed them t) this sacred and important work : for it is evident
they <lid not got their commission merely to serve tables, but to
siroclainm, in connexion 1with wnd under the direclion of the apos-
iles, the word of life. Lt no man say that noy of the things
hera enumerated was wnnccessary ; and let no church preiend or
affect 10 do without them.”  Again summing up his observations
uniler soveral baads he says.- 7. “ Let the person be brought (o
those to whom God has given anthority in the church; and let

‘them aflter most solemnly fnvoking God, lay their hands upon
Lim, nccording to the primitive snd aposlalzc plan, and (l)us de-
vote hinv to the wotk of the ministry,”

Tcan hy no means agreo with the werthy Doctor in rcgnrding
the teansaction recorded in Acts 13 v, R, 3 &c. as un ardination of
Barnabas anid Suul in the ccclesidstical sense of the word, by
Bimeon &e.; nor do 1 protind to be able to reconcite some of his
remarics on-this subject with the extracts atready made ; I there-
foro merely introduce the following passages to prove the neces-
eity in his opinion of the imposition of hands in ordination.

1L, " They laid hands upon them, thus solemnly appointing
“thém to that particular work”——"Is it not being wise above
what is' written to say, ' When God has called an¢ given av-
thovity, there is no need of ordination or appointment from man,
I'would just ask tho objector; why :then, when God had called
Bawmabas and Suul to the worl, did he command the Church to
seporate thew to him for that very work 7 And why did they,
in obedience, fast, pray, and lay kands on them 1" '

The opinions of A, Clarke ura of course 10 us no-more than
those of a good man, possessing no anthority only as we con-
ceive them to be ‘sauctioned by seriptural precept-and apostolic
practice; but surely with Wesleyan Mothodists they should have
ut Jeast equal weight with those of the Presbyterian author
whose very crroncous views of ordination the Editor of the

- Guardian lately laid before his rcadew with evident marks of
approbation.
Unus.

LETTER 5.
Tovonte, 2nd December, 1837,
T'o Tne Moxore. Wirniam Monrkis:

Sir,—In your letter to Lord Glenelg, dated 13th July 1837,
you complain, * that nolwnhstnndmg the opinion of the Law
* (Mficers of the Crown in 1819 in favour of the claim of the
i« cl:urch of Scotland to a share of the proceeds of the Clergy Re-

sceves in both the Canadns, and also the promise of Lord Bath-
“urst im 1823, the rocommendation of the commiittee of the
i Ilcuss of Commons in 1828, and the messago of Sir John Col-

THht €Hnrel.

“borne to the Colonial Parliament of the 25th January 1832, in
“ favour of the claim, not one farthing of the funds arising from
“ the sale of these lands has ever been paid to the Ministers of
* the Scots Church in that country.”

Would noi any person, on reading this passage, infer that the
Ministers of the Scots Church had been left totally unprovided
for; and would he not siare at the hardihood of the writer, when
told that a liberat allowance had been made for their support {or
several years before the sale of the clergy lands commenced or
even produced one farthing? Yet such is the fact. You knewor
oaght to have known, that the substantial part of this complaint
was more than sutisfied before it wus made ;—that hud your
cleray depended upon the disposable fund arising from the Cler-
2y Resecves really sold, they would have remained several years
longer without any assistance, and that the amount even now is
far less than they have actually received. To reasonable pco-
ple, it will, therefure, appear guite extraordinary that Government
should be found fault with for not assisting your clergy from a
source which yielded nothing for some time aficr they were pro-
vided for, and, moreaver, when it did begin to yield a graduaily
increasing revenuc, Was not at the disposal of Government with-
out the auihortiy of some Judxcnal proceeding or explanatory en-
actment,

It would, however, seem that no assistance which it is in the
power of her Mujesty to give, avails any thing unless it be at our
expense :—otherwise, insiead of complaining, you would have
acknowledged with gratitude what had been done for your church,
for surely the provision was not the less beneficial because the
Secretary of the Colonies, discovered the means of bestowing it
without laying hands on the property of the Estublished Church.

In regard to the opinion of the Crown Lawyers in 1819 on
the subject of the Clergy Reserves, it is, as I have already re-
marked, far from satisfuctory.

1. White it admits the clergy of the church of Scotland along
with thase of the church of England to share in the rents and
profits arising from the rescrved lands under the defective word-
ing of one solitary clause, viz, Section 37 of 31st Geo. 3J chap.
31, it declares that the King might, under the 38th section, en-
dow any particular Pursonage or Rectory with the whole lands
allotted or appropriated in that Township or Parish. Now itis
obvious that if all the lunds were thus attached to Parsonages or
Rectories under the 38th clause, there would be no rents or pro-
fis 1o divide under the 37th :—it would therefore appear to com-
mon minds, such high authority notwithsianding, that the clerg)
of the church of England and no other are contemplated in the
Constitutional Act,

2. Itis likewisc to be remarked, that we have opinions which
we believe far sounder in law, and from authority equally res-
pectable, in favour of this common sense construction, which de-
clares that the provisions of Lhe Statute contemplate the clergy of
the church of England and no other body whatever,

The committee of the Hoase of Commons in 1828 do not con-
cur exactly in the opinionof the Crown Lawyers in 1819, - They
knew that no peculiar privileges could be extended to the Kirk
of Scotlund out of that Kingdom to which all otiser Presbyterian
denominations were not equally entitled, for it was in cvidence
befure them,~—yct they go much farther, and state that, with
respect (o the distribution of the procceds of the reserved lands
generally, they are of opinion that the framers of the Act sought
to reserve to Government the right to apply the money, if they
thought fit, to nny Protestant clergy. The commitiee at the
same time, confirms the Establishment of Rectories; and enter-
twin no doubt that the intention of those persons who brought
forward the measure in Parliament was to endow with Parson.
age-houses and Glebe-lands the clergy of the Church of Eng-
lund, at the discretion of the local Government.

3. The terms upon which you propose to make peace wnlh
the Church of England.

In your letter to Lord Glenelg, dated 26th June 1837, you pro-
pose certain terms of sccommodation, and you begin with re-
marking * that i the Members of the church of England and
* Scotland in Canoda would lay aside all jealousy and go hand
* in hand togcther as brethren professing - the same faith, they |,
“ need not fear the effects.of their enemies.”” While making use
of this sugared language, what:was your ‘object in going to
Eugland7=—why the robbery and destruction of our Church,

und yet your mouth speaks peace! You and your constituents |

have pursucd us with unrelesting fury for a long series of years.
You have sought, by every means, to deprive vs of eur vested
vights, and destroy our.usefulness; even to take from us the
marks by which our Ecclesiastical Establishment is character-

"ised,—our Pursonages, Rectories and endowments; and while

you thus desire to trample us in the dust, you-claim manses,
-glebes, carporations, and all the  privileges of your church-as in
Scotland. And when all these objects are obtained, you are

"disposed to remove your feel.from our necks, to lift us-from the
' ground, and 1o call upon-us in.the language of gentleness to lay
‘aside all jealousy and walk hand in hand with our most bitter

enemies and oppressors. Is.not this adding insult to .injury ?

"We harbour no enmity or jealousy against you, butwhet you
-force upon us in self-defence. Al that we require of you is to let

us and our rights alone, We desire no collision with you nor
any other denomination of christians, We have never found
fuult with the Government for giving you assistance, nor op-
posed its increase: all that. we. have ever desired is that your
church should not be supported at the expense of ours.

You well know that from the earliest settlement of this Pro-
vince, until your agitation respecting the Clergy Reserves, the
greatest cordiality and indeed courtesy, prevailed among all de-
nominutions of christians and their spiritual teachers. Ifa change
has taken place, so far as the two national churches are concern-
ed, to which of them is it owing 1

Your plan of accommodation is t0 give one third to the church
of England' one third to the church of Scotland ; and the re-
maining third for the support of such other denommatlons as Her
Moajesty’s' Government may select.

Had you gone to London merely to propose this plan, and not
for the destruction of the Rectories, we should not have com-
plained; for though we can never consent to give you any part,

much less two thirds, of & property which is at present legally

ours, yet it was competent for the Imperial Parliament to deal

with your proposition as they might deem fit, and it would have”

been our duty to submit. It is, however, very clear that, If your

plan had been entertained by the Government, it could have

been carried into effcct without interfering with the Rectories s~
the trifling endowments attached to them might have formed a

part of the third (more than 800,000 acres) coming to the church

of England; consequently, this interference was altogether gra-

witous, uad has served no other purpose than to excite the ma-

lignant passions of your people and a determined spirit of ;f,;g.

tance on ours. As rcgards the justice of your plan, nothing 'S
its favour can be said. 1. It deprives the church of two thirds of
her patrimony. 2. It gives the Kirk, whose members are not
one fourth so mony as those of the Church, an equal share,—

that is four times their fair proportion; and this without regard

1o the difference of the Government of the two Churches, 3. It

gives to the Kirk us much as to all other Protestant Denomina-

tions, who have the same claim ; for if the 31st of Geo. 3d chap.
31, be extended in its 37th Section beyond the church of England,
it includes all Protestant denominations in the Province'.

But would such a distribution give satisfaction? It might be
agreeable 1o the majority of the natives of Scotland and their
descendants in the Province, but to none else. *“Other denomi.
nations,” says the Rev’d Mr. Nolan, a respectable Methodist
clergyman, *“‘consider their own claims upon Government full as
“ good as the claims of the Seotch Kitk ;—claims not fonnded
*in law, but in their necessity, in their usefulness, in their num-
“bers; in their good moral conduct, in their loyalty, even in
“ their moderation ; in not teasing the Government for pecuni-
“ ary assistance, in not calumniuting the clergy of the church, in
“not making an array of their numbers, though so much greater
“‘than the Scoteh communion, to intimidate the church ;}—alt
“ which strongly recommend them to the favour of Government.
“[ do not mean to say that they are collectively more numerous - -
“than the Scotch communicn, for that would convey a false idea
“ of the number of the latter ; but that some ot the Sects indi~ -
“vidually are more numercus than the Scotch communion.” —
The Rev’d Mr. Alder gives similar evidence before the come
mittee of the House of Commons. To expect that such a mea-
sure of distribution s you propose, would settle the question of
the Reserves in a satisfactory manner to any but your own peo-
ple, is the greatest absurdity. :

And here I will observe that, however mueh inclined Hcr Mav '

jesty’s Government may be, from your urgent representations, 1o+

favour the Scotch church, it will be found a matier of extreme:
delicacy on the part of EHer Majesty’s Representative in this cc~
lony. Several denominations consider themselves equally ‘ress -
pectable with that in connexion with the Kirk of Scotland, and -
look with great jealousy at any preference conferred upon ' hep
adherents. To the church of England, as the religion of the
Sovereign, and recognised by the Constitution,” they ‘may’bé
disposed to yield some deference; but I will venture to say that
no policy will be found more unpopular, or generally offensive, -
than to place the Kirk of Scotland above the denominations with
which it is classed in Lord Ripon’s Desputch, and in the differ<
ent proceedings of the Imperial Government, having for their ‘ob'é

jeet pecuniary assistance to different religious communities in”

the colony. crmE

On rcaching Liverpool, you invoked the assistance of the
Rev’d Dr. McLeod and the Rev’d Dr, McFarlane; and I regret
that these respeclable clergymen did not comply with your re-
quest. Had they done so, I am persuaded that your proceedmgu
would have been very different buth in object and temper.

Even your invitation betrays the bitterness of your spi?ii
against the Established Church :— “as the influence of the Epls-
“ copal Church in Canada will be exerted to the utmost to couns .-
* teract ihe object of my Mission to this country,lwxll feel greally
** obliged, if you will have the goodness ‘to give me a helpm,
“ hand at the Colonial Office; and | suppose this can most ef- -
* fectually be done by engaging the support of leadmg memberl
‘“of the Liegislature.  Perhaps Principal McFarIane will also bc

“kind enough to render me assistance in the way which he may
* think wnll best answer the purpose. No time ought to be lost ; £
“for if the subject is to be brought before Paxhament the present
“Session, it cannot be taken up too soon.’*

You were doubtless much surprised, and perbnps not a_little
‘mortified, that we did not consider your mission of sufficient im~
portance to write a singlo line, or make a single movement :—the
Rectories had been establicshed on ample authority ; they ‘had-
been confirmed by the Legislature ; and they interfered with nos
claim from your church or any other denomination, Your re-
ception, I confess, weuld have surprised us; if any thing in the-
present times covld surprise us ;—but we do not believe that tho
leaning of the Colonial depanment against the Rectones pro--‘ )
ceedcd from any love to your church, but fiom an antlpnlhy ‘to
Church Establishments in general, which seems to have obtamcd
a footing in high places.

Had the venerable clergymen, whom you invited, come tOf
your aid, they would, I am fully persuaded, have advnsed you
to pursve the same conrse that Dr. Mearns adopted in 1623, —
This excellent person applied to Governmem, in the name of lhe
General Assembly, for some provision for their Missionaries i in
North America; but left it to the wisdom of Government to deo
vise the funds which may be applicable for this purpose. The
answer returned was favourahle, and it has heen nobly fulﬁlled ;
for ever since 1826, assistance has been provided for Mxmsteu
of the church of Scotland serving in Upper Canada.

Had both or either of the Reverend Gentlemen come to_ yout
aid, they would have deprecated your attack upon the Rectoms
as absolute insanity; and so far would they have been from bemg
displeased at their erection, that they would have hailed the mea-
sure as affording the best possible ground for soliciting fartlm‘
aid in support of their own Church, Any attack upon the sister
Establishment they would have sternly forbidden, as pecullarly
dangerous in the present times, and certain fo defeat your ob-
jeet. ‘They too well knew the’ disposition of the’ Mlmstty in
respect to National Churches, and the mmg strength of the ‘con-
servalive spirit to have countenanced you in tearing to pieces the




