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THE TEMPORALITIES' FUND 0F THE PRESBYTERIAN
CHURCH 0F CANADA IN CONNECTION WITH

THE CHURCH 0F SCOTLAND.

1VI.
The long struggle of ýixty-three ycars was over ; the Clergy Reserves Nverc

secularized . the dlaims on tbcm conimuted - the Fund constitutcd ; there wvas
no longer anything ta be gaîned by profcssing warmi attachnment ta the Church
of Scotland. As in the case of the suitor of Hood's hieroine, Miss Kilmnansegg
with the Golden Lcg,

WVho camne to courtl that heiress rich,
And kîielt at lier foot-I needîî't -,ay whichi

I3eiieging lier Castle of SalfA,

the Clergy Reserves being gone, aIl oUier reserve mighit lic dispcnsed witb.
The ink was scarcely dry on the Act of Incorporation of the I 'emporaities'
Fund Board, whlen the work of brcaking ni) the Church wvas begun. In i 86o,
the first opîen attemipt wvas made, but unsuccessfully. 'l'lie design was not ,
bowcver, àbaîidoned, unfly Iiustpaned. I well remiember a local lolitician ini

my salad days, whose nase, like Thaekeray's, ivould bave been imiproved liy
being Ilpartiaily Romanised," wlbo uscd ta lay bis finger over the invurted arclb
of that ruined bridge and wbispcr mysteriousiy: 4' If you xvant ta manufacture
public opinion, get bold of a lot of entbusiastic bo% s." This w-as the îirocess
adopted in the l)resent case, by the two or tbree who 'vere pullîug- the secret
strings. In 1870, it was bclievcd that the pear xvas ri pe, an(I a letter was sprung
upon the Synod, signed by the Rev. 1)r. ()rmiston. Moderator, inii S69, of the
Canada Prcsbyterian Clburcb, addressed ta Rev. P r. Jenkins, wxho, that same
year, wxas Moderator of the Presbyterian Church of Cilnada, in connection with
the Church of Scotland. It was represented that the appointmcent of a ('om-
mittce ta, confer on union, the ostensible abject of the letter. xvas simiply an act
of courtesy, and a resulfll)tion of the 01(1 negotiations for the re- admission of
those wha biad seccded in 1844. Taken 1w' surpîrise, the Synod alluwed a
Carnrittee ta be appointed, the onflv audible abjection being the solitary protest
froîîx the Rev. Hli Niven, ,uît 'l'lic. Te Committce sat for twvo years, its
proccedings attracting littie, if a:iy, attention. In 1873, When a substantive
proposai xvas made, opposition w-as at once arouscd. But in the meantimie the
officiai gentlemen interested liad not been idie. They liad secured contrai of
the Cburcli paper iii 187 2, and made of it a Union organ ; inany of the youniger
ministers of the Church, knawing nothing of the questions at issue, were easily
influenced, and it xvas caoliy assumred that the principle of Union bad been con-
ceded, and that ail tbat rcmained xvas ta settle the terms.

Two theories bave been held as ta the legisiative powers of the Supreme
Court of the Church (Generai Assemluly or Synod, as the case na)' lie). 'l'lie
one is, that aIl laws spring from the Supreme Court, the otiier tlîat thcy originate
in the inferior judicatories, before being considered by the whole Church. 'l'lie
distinction is one of very grave significance, and the latter had alway's beexi
hield as the true theory, as well as observed in practice by the branch in Canada
of the Church of Scotland. By eitber theory, however, no legislatian could lie
initîated in the Supremne Court, except on an Oiverture, that is a proposition, a
representatian, setting out the reasons for legisiation. It is not a petition,
although it may accasianaliy be in that form. D)r. Hill, in bis "lChurch
Practice,", iii expiaining the Barrier Act, thus describes the Overture :

Il"he proposai of making a new general law, or of repealing an nid one, wlich, in our
ecclesiastical language, is termed an Overture, originates with sorne individiial. whn generally
lays il before bis presbytery or synod, that it may he sent to the General Assemrbly as their
Overture. The General Assembhly may dismiss the Overture, if they judge it tinneeessary or
improper, or adopt it as it was sent, or introduce any alteration which the malter or fox-m
seemns ta require. If it is xot dismnissed, it jr transmitted in its original or itr amrended foxrn
to the severaI preshyteries of the Church for theix- consideration, with an injuniction in send up
their opinionf 10 the next General Assemhly, mwho may pars it into a standing law, if the more
general opinion of the Church agree thereunto ; that is if flot lers than forty presbyteries
approve."

Substitute for IlGeneral Aseembiy," the namne of IlSynod," the latter being
the Supreme Court of the Church in Canada, and the above is a plain statement
of how the question should have iîeen subinitted, if such a revolutianary
proposai as the extinction of the Churcli couid have been submitted ta the
Synad. There is, however, anc essentiai point of difference between tbe Barrier
Act iii Scotiand and bere. In Scotiand, as xviii be scen from the above extract,'
it requires the express consent of a majarity of Presbyteries before an Act of
the Cburch can b.ecome vaiid; in the brancb in Canada, ta meet a ternporary
difficulty ivitl rcspect ta its legislation, a radical charge %xvas introduced, by
wbicb tbe adoption oif a proposcd law became dependent, nat on the formai
consent of Presbyteries, but on the absence of dissent on the part of the majarity,
so that by a littie careful maniplîuation, a proposai iibt be carried ini Synod,
which bad neyer been discussed at ail in the mnferor Church Courts, even
aithouigh ail formai steps lhad been taken.

l'le introduction of the proposai ta put an end ta the seliarate existence of
the Church witbaut an Overture bias been reprcsented as a trifling breach of
technicai practice, which xvas not of the siigbtest possibile canse(luence. In
reality it was a Revoiution. 'l'le introduction af an Overture showvs that the
proposai bias been carefuliy discussed bcforehand, and bias to same extent
engaged the attention of the members of th'le Churcb. In this case a letter was
addressed by one gentleman, Rev. Dr. Ormiston, not a member of the Cburcb,
ta, another, Rev. Dr. Jenkins, who had but a few years before been admitted ta
share its priviieges. Each, it is true, ivas Moderator for the time beîng, but it
was neot even 'pretended that the letter was written officially. This private,
unofficiaI document was read ta the Synod by Dr. Jenkîns, who having suid,
with that easy grace which is bis peculiar charm, from Arminianism ta Calvinism,
naw made himseif useful in the interests of offlciaiism, in setting himself ta,
create that wandering desire an the part of the Church he had sa recentiy
joined, with which hie had himself been seized in his theaiogicaily nomadic life.

Whether a majarity or minarity agreed ta break up the Church, and ta ask
the loical legisiation ta set aside the conditions an which the Trust Funds and
congregationai properties were held, is nat the paint at issue. But as a matter
of fact, apa.rt from purely legal consideratiofis the question was settled by a

sma]l mninority, instead of by a majority. By the returns made ta the Synod, it
appcared that there wvere 138 congregations entitled ta be representcd in the
Synod. According ta, ecclesiasti cal law, the minister and an eider fromn each
congrcgation are members of the Synod, making 276 congregational representa-
tives. 'l'li Professors of Queen's College, being mîinisters of the Church, are
also menibers, and of these there were five, being 281 in aIl. In June, 1874, at
Ottawa, SS voted for Union, a little more than 33 per cent. In November,
1874, at loroato, 68 voted for Union, about 26 pier cent., or littie more than
one-fourth of the w~hole Synod, and oni the representatian that the Synod hiad
decided by Il an over%%hIeliinig majority" in favour of Union, legisiatian wvas
granted, by which those wvho adhered ta their Church were cleclared ta have
forfeited the righits carefully secured ta them by their titie deeds.

TIhose wvho took in hand the wvork af breaking up) the Church boasted that
they and thieir allies iii the other bodies hiad been promised legisiation, and that
once granted, no Court of lav would entertain thTe question as ta what violation
to the contracts between the parties interested hiad been committed. It may be
sa, yet even then it nîay not be useless ta look for a little at the violations of
lav that took p)lace.

It is cxceedingly dcoubtfül if the Synod had any righit ta discuss the pro-
posai ta b)reak up the Churcli and to mierge its existence inita that af another
body. By decisions of the highiest Court of Scotland, confirmed in the Privy
Couincil, it lias been dcclared, that a resolution ta, fortu a union with a separate
body is nat an act of management properly falling ta be regulated by the vaice
of the majority, but ane affecting the use, possession and destination of the
l)rol)erty of the body. WTaiving, however, thc question of competency, it cannot
be doubted that, iî1 sa seriaus a step) as ivas conteniplatcd, the contract regu-
latîng the internai l)roccedings shouild have been strictly fulfilled. Fýor the first
time, oni the contrary, the regulation as ta the introduction of a seriaus change
was broken and the Synod wvas made the originator of a most important
measure, witbout any preliminary safeguard. Much stress hias been laid by
writers on Papalismi and Vaticanism upan the cvii influence of the Cietria over
the Church of Ramie. Without discussing that particular point, there can be
noc question that under another naine a Citria lias been steadily gaining power
and influence within the different Presbyterian bodies in Canada. Already
there is a cry from the new United Presbyterians, that they are no langer a
I>rcsbyterian body, but a church govcrncd by commnittees. Let me very briefly
point out one or twa of the illegal steps that were taken ta carry out the ivili
of this Protestant Gur-ia, in the casc befare us.

1 bave showvn already, that by a camplete violation of ail ecclesiasticai
procedure, the proposai ta break up the Church, under the name of Union, was
sprung upon the Synod. Had that proposai been campetent, and liad it been
Iegally brouglit forward, the measure proposed would have been sent dawn tai
Presbyteries for consideration. Beyond Presbyteries, according ta the grada-
tions fixed by the Presbyterian formn of Cburch. government, the Synod had no
right ta go. If the Prcsbyteries thoughit it desirable, or had. been instructed by
the Synod, ta consuit Kirk Sessions they hiad the power ta do so, and the Kirk
Sessions, in turn, liad the duty of bringing the matter befare Congregatians.
TI'ere would thus have bccn prcscrved the riglit of reference from the Synod
dowvnwards, and cf appeal fromn Congregations through. the regular Church
Courts upwards, as provided for in the polity of ail Presbyterian bodies. But
the ruling power, the Cturia in the Synod, boldly vioiated the laws carefully
devised for the deliberate consideration of every proposed change, even when
that change is of a very unimportant character, and sent down the basis of'
Union direct ta Congregations, without any provision being made for rectifying
irregularities oir setling disputes. Many of the returns were manifestiy incor-
rect,1 conigregations compiained that their votes had been grossiy misrepresented ;
the returns, in short, were so little ta be trusted, that Dr. Snodgrass moved, at
the Synod held iii Ottaiva in June, 1874, that a poil, carefuily supervised,
shouild be taken of ail the congregations, shewing the numbers present and
voting, before praceeding further, but this revoit against the curia would flot be
tolerated, and the resolution %vas witbdrawn. Appeais from congregations were
refused ta, be heard, on the grouind that these must be made ta Presbyteries, who,
had previously refused tai hear them on the ground that the Synod had sent the
basis of union direct ta congregations, who were thus bounid ta send their
findings direct ta Synod. In this ingeniaus way the rights of the people were-
completcly trampied on.

'l'le illegalities did not end here. It was found that the basis of union wvas.
sa unsatisfactory that a new anc hiad become necessary. This new basis it was
resoived ta send down in the same way as the first, and it was mnoved that it be
sent down in terrus of the Barrier Act. By that Act, no proposai can be dis-
cussed at a speciai meeting, but must be taken up at a regular meeting of
Presbytery, so as, ta prevent measuires being carried by surprise ; nor can it be
considered until the next regular meeting of Synod, wbich wouid have been in
the present case ini june, 1875. But the officiai gentlemen were a phalanx;
the generai body of the menibers was unorganised, and it was resolved that the
returnis shouid be made ta an adj'ournedl meeting, ta be held in Toronto in
November. That adjaurned meeting was constituted in violation of the iaws of
every Presbyterian body; the Barrier Act, one of the greatest canstitutionai
safeguards we possess, and which had. neyer been infringed upan before, was
disregarded, in the face of pratests and of the ciearest proof of the illegality of
the whoie praceedings. TIhere voted then for union, as I have already stated,
oniy 67 out Of 261, the merest fraction over one-fourth of the Synod, and this
small minority was taken as representing the Synad , and an their demand,
and an the dernand of members of other Preshyterian bodies, numbering, we
are toid, 65o nhinisters and congregatians, whose demands no Legis/ature would
d'are to resist, the Synod in connectian with the Church of Scotland, with 138
corigregatians, was declared by local acts ta, be no langer entitied ta the benefit
of the Act of Taleration, its funds were transferred tai another arganizatian, and
its adherents deprived of their congregatioali praperties, which were handed
aver ta* ather Presbyterian badies, on the strength of these being a majarity.
Yet smug respectability, with uplifted b>ands, stands aghast at the spread af
Cammuflism 1

Interesting as the case mnay be ta, ane part of the cammunity, it is flot iess
sa ta every mnhabitant af Canada. If any man choose ta canstitute a Trust,
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