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PREFATORY1REMARK. 

T11E Author, who has some confidence in the correctness 
of the \'iews-'set forth in' these• BRIE+' NoT1m; has·been m­
duced to publish them, in the hope that the Unity of the 
Synod of the Presbyterian G!hurch oC Canada may be pre• 
served entire, on the ~round of its own INDEPENDENCE. 

Whate,•er· may be- the ju-agnient-.fonhed on rlie ·causes that 
have given r~se to the D1snuPTION in the ParPnt Church, 
and on the conduct of parties previom: to, and since, that 
e~ent, it co,rmot be of ·a naturo to wu_rrant th:) sPpai'a,tion 
of any one from tbo Canad)ar:i, Church, which still holds to 
itg Qriginal constitution. Np difference of opinion respect­
ing .difficult and complicated proceedings, which have oc:. 
-cur:red on n scene so d:stant. nnd of \~bich fe,v ·among us 
have.v.ery full and perfect information. shot.ildbe allowed 
to .interrupt tbat harmony wh-ich has hitherto prevailed a­
mong .us,: and wh.ich. is so esc;qntial tot.he spiritual edifica­
tion of our people·. Although decHedly inclined to Frc~ 
Church.principles. ll$ the genuine type of Prei-:by.teririAiEin, 
he desiderates no sort of nlliar,ce between the Svnod of 
Canada a~d t!rn Free Chul'ch, h~)yond 'thnt of FR.~TERNI·· 

TY; ~Jld_ t_hough he cannot but condemn that course which 
the Moderates in the Assembly have, as he think:o, in utter 
infatuation, pursued, yet he is not of opinion t·hat tho Sy­
nod of Can,adn, as an independent jurlicatur<', is cal!ed to 
take ·any farther step in r<'fort.nce to the· Establi -.hm<'nt. 
unless it be that of RF.NEWF.D PROTERTATJON AN'D fiESi'RCT­

FUL Rii:MONSTJlA~cE.:_" F,1r m_t/ bretllren and compa­
n;Dns sar.es.1 will 1ww say, Peare he within tliee. Recause 
of the.House of tl1e Lord ou.~ G·,d. I will sef'k thy pnoit." 

ilODERT MACGILL. 
Ning~rn,. Canada \Vest, 

l~h Miu-ch; 1844. 



THE RELATION 

OJ:I' 

TO 

TBE OHUBOB OF SCOTLAND. 

The extraorJinary events which have recently occurred 
in Scotland, by ,,·hich the National Church-esteemed 
one of Lhe BEST and SECUREST in Christendom-has been 
rent into two great l'ival se~t.ions, .have awakened an ear:. 
nest desire in many to be informed of the precise nature 
of t!lat CONNEXION which .subsists between the Synod of 
Canada und the Church ot Scotland, and how WE may 
be affected by the D1sRUPT10N. The question nppears to 
us a ve1·y simp(e one. The following outline of our own 
views will readily suggest the course of a fuller investiga­
tion to those who may be disposed to enter upon it. 

I. \V HAT IS THE CHURCH OF ScoTLAND WITH WHICH W.& 

CLAIM AtFlNITY. 

The Church of Scotland may be regarded, first, as a 
Church of Christ ; and secondly. as Rn establishment. As 
the former, her character is found in her acknowledged 
stnndard::1 of doctl'ine and discipline ; as the latter, it is 
defined in the statute of her I ncorporalion. As the former, 
she continues to exercise at: her prerogativcs,hke any other 
llnestablished Christian Church-such as the ordaining and 
the sending fol'th of Missionaries, the extending herself 
into other lands, and the co-operating with other Ghristian 
Churches for the advancement of true religion in th 
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world. But in her established character she ha~ engaged 
to perform specific duties within the Kmgdqm of Scotland, 
to which specific privileges and l'estrictions are annexed 
by the State. Of these may be named the religious su­
perint~ndellce of parishes as divided by Jaw, and the right 
to the temporal provisJon. cq~nected therewith : but she 
canpot alter the boundat·ies of parishes, nor in any way 
augment or alienate the tiends, nor confer the name or 
privileges of ministel's of the Church of Scotland on any 
who are not, ~eally.ministers of ,the ·establishment. In this 
character she is only an ecclesiastical ctJrporation estab­
lished by parHament,existing pnder a civil statute, enjoying 
certain rights nod pd, ileges in 01·der to the performance of. 
certain speci:fied .du.ties, aQdjt is; not competent for her to 
deviA.te in any instance from its p1·ovisions. 

When any of her ministers or people go beyond the 
Kingdom of Scotland, to which, as an establishment, the 
national Church is limited, their connexion with it ceases; 
her superintendence .and ju-risd1iction e&nnot follow them. 
Yet as a Church of Christ she' is bounil to follow them and 
to provide foi· theh· spiritualjvants to the utmost or her 
ability;. to send with them, or' uftel' them, orduined minis­
ters ; t~ su.r;;tain them by pecuniary aid, to affol'd them her 
counse! ; and although she cannot admit the1J1 into formal 
c.onnexion with hers<:lf as an estahlishment, she can recog­
nize them as her expntriatoo pbild!'en, as her true lineal 
descendants, as one with her by '• adhe.ring to the same 
standards of <loctrine, anc! maTntaining the .same form of 
worship and government ;" and she may testify to the 
world her maternal solicitu<k, and declace to all who in 
any way lend them a helping hand, "inasmuch as ye 
have .done it unto one of the least of these, ye have .done 
it unto me." 
. On this ground or a i·eco.gnized filial reia~ionship, the 
Bntish Government has of ]ate lent its countenance and 
ald ·t~ some of our Colonial Churches •. Although known 
fo it that the Chureh of Sootlabd could not extend itself as 
an 'estahlishn:ient to th.e Coloni~s, yet it has been dispm~ed,· 
QD P•e. groun4, no doubt, of the T~eaty of Union, as ~ell •s .. lh~. Ngh ~stir:nation in which the Church _o,f Sc?tland 
has been ;b.~ld, to ack,1owledge such congrega.t1ons m ihe 



Colonies, Just as if they. bad a rea:I and formal eonne:rion 
,vith the parent church, and ~n cµ rt thoµgh hiaccu rate 
langunge, they have been styled, ~Th·e Ch1;1rch of $cot.land 
in the· Colonies." ThtJs, in the Bm for the settl~ment of 
the Clergy Res~~·ves, we find one-third of the half gran~ed 
fo the Church of Scotland, not to ·the established Church 
or Scotland; but to· ihe Synod of tht;i Presbyterian Church 
of Canada,' held to be her .representative, ·and entitled to 
what'everndvantages may flow from that conn~xion. 
··It is of· importance, tr.erefore, to distinguish the·'ground 
on which the State and ~he General Assembly have agreed 
to· rec~gnize the Synod of Canada, as the representative 
of' the Church of Scotland. Clearly it was not because 
there was any realecclesiastical' connexion, involving ju .. 
risdiction on the one pa'i·t and submission on the other ; 
but b~cause the Synod ut its original formation consisted or 
ministers from the Church of Scotland ; nod because these 
rninislers by their otdination vows, and their Synodal 
constitution, were bound to adhere to the standards and 
government of the parent church. 

It was, moreover, perfectly clear to all parties that the­
ecclesiastical independence of the Synod, which was fully 
understood and admitted at its original fo1·mation, would 
mol'e and more qisplay itself, as our body increased. The 
),llinisters at first composing it were all from Scotland, but 
no one imaginet.l that this would continue tu Le the case in 
u11 future time. The spiritual destitution of _this coun:ry 
required that the Synod should. admit qualified ministers, 
whatever might be their country; n.nd that the most stren­
uous exertions should be made to educate young men for 
the mini:itry. By such measures the original character of 

.the Synod would soon be ehanged ; it would cease to be 
Scottish, it would become Canadian ; and within a genera­
Lion or two, national. peculiuilies · and pl'edileetions would 
become extinct. Not that the Synod will lose its original 
essential character. · It' wm, as may be fondly hoped, 
continue to be such a Church of Christ in Canada, as the 
Church of Scotland i~ in ~c0:tland, adhering steadfastly to 
t~Qtsamu ~tandard~, and diffusing the same spi·ritual bles• 
smgs among the pcoele ; ever, bearing distinct marks, and: 
che:t.'isbiag a grateful recollection> of its Scottia,h origin. 



If. it be tr~,._ f~reror&, 'tllat we are connected with t1\e 
Church !of'- ScotJantl,· rather· in her character of a Church 
of 9hrist~ than in that-~f a~·establ'i~~~nt, it is of: mornen't 
to discriminate i what is pecru}iar· to ·her in ·each of these 
~haracters, that we may maintain tpat which is universal 
and permanent, and l'eject that whicb,is noh-eS'Sential and 
focal. Her uni've1'Sal ·an;d! t,e1rmanent. characteristics. are 
to be found1 in 'he1• CONli'E.SSION ; ANI> CATECHISMS ; in 
her ·nooKsioF D1sc1i.>t.1NE, in her ·DitrEcT<>RY A?IID FoRM 
OF CHURCH GOVERNMENT •. i The accidental and the local 
peculiarities,· ·which a:re not adapted to out circumstances, 
are the Jegal conditions by which she holds c;>f the ·state 
as nn established chtnch, · and by which · her natural 
freedom as a Christian ·church is restricted.· It is 
_out oC these latter peculia1·ities that alH1er l'ecent troubles 
have arisen. Hut as they are connected with that part 
of her constitution which we cannot' copy, not being 
like her established, we are n'ot requii'ed to take part 
in the controversies arisfog out of them. We shalt be 
better employed in offering up fervent prayer to God 
that the Church of our Fathers may be delivered from alt 
evil, and be perpetuated in purity from ,rge to age, a source 
of spiritual life to our .native land~ 
· The Church of Scotland, then, viewed as a Chu·rch. of 
Christ, and· part of His spiritual kingdom, is conC3titutEld in 
obedience to His supreme authority, under those office 
bearea'S which he ha,s appointed, and for the edification of 
its member~ in things divine and ·spiritual. As such it 
cannot derive any authority from kings and Partiaments; 
it cannot without dishonor to Christ's supremacy admit 
their ioterrerence eithe1· to add or to alter a pin in . that 
spiritual tabernaule which God hath erected and not man. 
The Church of Scotland has uniformly held the~~ princi­
ples, aod declal'ed it contrMy to the allegiance which she 
owed to her divine Master to sanction any us1il'pation of 
autho1'ity in thiA sph-itual kingdom by the ~ecular power. 
Thus, in bet· Confeaslon ch. XXX:---"The Lo'rd Jesus as 
King and Hoad of His church hath therein appoin~e,d a 
g~vernment in the hand of· chm·ch otfice1·s, d1sqnct from 
1he ct-vii magistrate;" and in the St;co'll,d: lJqpk of Di,ciplint: 
•'This power ecclesiasticaJ tloweth immediately.from God, 
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and the medi~tor J~sua Chri,,,,a.nd is_spirituaJ,.not having 
a temporal head OD the ear.th, . but oqJy Chrjat, the ·only 
api,ritua) King and Governor of his Kirk" 
. In the civil estabJish~ent of religion in Scotland tbese 
fundamental principles were disti~ctly recognized. by the 
'State. P1·evious to ln67, when her constitution, framed 
:by her own spirituaf office-bearers, was p.resented to J>a~­
liarnent as that which she held and approved, she had 
been exercising fully and, e~tirely all her functions as a 
church o( Ch1·ist, without any connexion with or support 
from the state.: The refoa·m.ers of that time, at the bend 
of whom was Knox, were not men who would have sur­
rendered this principle for Rny temporal provision, 01· to 
plense any King or Parliament. The principles or the 
reformation had pervaded the. Jandt and the state was ve1·y 
well pleased to leave to the ch.ua·ch hel'self the modelling of 
her spii·itual constitution, an.d to ratify it by Jaw when pre­
sented to it. The Church of Scotland therefore is not the 
creature of an act of Pal'liament. The civil legislature 
only ratified the union between Chorch and State, on terms 
that had been agreed upon by the cl1u1·ch, and of which 
her own spil'itual independence was .. the basis. 

The Act 1592, ''commonlv called the GREAT CHARTER 

or THE CHURCH oF ScoTLAND," while it confia·ms the pre­
~eding statute~ passed in fa\·or of the church, unhappily 
bound the yoke of patronage upon the chua·ch and people. 
It should be remembe1·ed that this net was passed in an age 
ip. which ~ery_ ext~avngant ideas were entertained of the 
TOyai prerogatiye,which. was stretched to the extreme limits 
of arbitrariness in matters both ecclesiastical and civil. 
The success of. the S0ve1·eigns in the sister kingdom of 
Englnn?,.also, doubtless inspia'ed James VI wirb the hope 
Qf ob1nmmg •. wh~t he ve.ry m1,1cn desired, a supremacy in 
all the eccles1as t1cal a fftura of Scotland. :11= 

A m•arer. approximation to that perfect spiritual inde­
pende11~P. asserted in her standards was attained by an bCl 

Qf. the S~?ttish Parlia~1ent in .1649, '. b.y which patronage 
was :thol1s~t!<;I, ••as being unlf,J,wfu/. ancl unwarrantable by 

~ S<>fl ,\~drew !\1e'vil'o'e,Speech to the King in HeLherin rtoQ.'a 
tlw.\oty of the Church o(' Scotla:n.d, e 



9: 

the word of God, anrl contrary to the doctrine, and liber· 
ties of t},ia church." And because the rule. for the ap­
pointment of ministers was clearly within the spiritual 
jurisdiction, tho Parliament remitted it to the church. in the 
following terms : ''And becaui,e it is needful that the just. 
and proper interest of congregations and Presbyteries, in 
pr<>viding of kirks with ministers, be clearly determined 
by the General Assembiy, and what is to be accounted a 
congregation.having that 1nterest; therefo1·e, it is hereby 
seriously recommen~ed unto the next Gene1·nl Assembly, 
clearly :o determine the same, and. to condescend upon a 
certain standing way for being a. settled rule therein in all 
time coming." 

Without adverting to the inte·rmediate peric,d in which 
the cond1Jct of the state towarcs the church underwent vari­
ous chnnges, we come to the act 1690 fol' abolishing Prelacy 
(which the infatuated Stewa1·ts perseveringly laboured to 
force upon the Scottish nation,) and for establishing Pres­
byterian Chul'Ch Government. In the same year an act 
was passed, abolishing patronage, nnd declaring that '' in 
case of the vacancy of any . paris~, the her1tors of ·the 
said padsh, being prntestant8, and the elders, are to name 
and propose the persons to the whole congregation, to be 
either approven 01· disapproven by them"-their reMons 
to be st11ted, if they disappl'Oved, and to be judged of ~y 
the Presbytery. These two acts constitute the REVOLQTION · 

SETTLEMENT OF 'l'HE CHURCH OF SCOTLAND, ratifi~d and 
confirmed by the Treaty of Union between Scotland and 
England in 1707, and statuted to " remain and continue 
unalterable." 

It is evident from the second and fourth questfons. in t~e 
formula of Ordination, thut tlte Clzurclz herself still. holds 
to the Revolution settlement as tlte true legal form of lier 
establishment. The second question 1·efers to doc:rine and 
worship, arJd is as follows :-"Do you smcer~ly own and 
believe the whole doctrine contairied in t.he confession ,of 
Faith. approven by the General Assemblies of this church, 
and r~tified by law,in the year 1690, to be foun~ed upon the 
wo~d of God; and do yQu acknowledge. the same as ,the 
confession· of your faith; and will yqu firmly and con­
stantly adhere thereto, aric.J to the utmost. of you1· power 
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assert,· maintatn and -defericl .the sam~, and the purhy or 
worship as- p1•esently practised ·in this il;ational church,and 
asserted in·a.ct 15, A&sembly 1707, entitled, ' act against 
lnnovotiorl'in the worship of God fV' ··The fourth ques­
tion of. the fo.i•mula . refers to government. and· disciplfno, 
and- is as follows :-H Are you persuaded that the Pfesby­
terinn government and discipline of this church ar~ founded 
upon the word of God, and agreeable theret·o; and1 do you 
promise to submit to the said government and discipline, and 
lo concur with the sarrie,and. never to endeavour, directly or 
ir1dil'ectly·, the prejudtce 01· subversion thereof, but to the ut­
most of your power, io your station. to maintain, support, 
and defend the said disciplme and Presbyterian government 
by Kirk-sessions, Presbyteries, Provincial SynodR, and 
General Assemblies,· during all the days of your life 1" 
This formula. of or<finatioo was framed· and adopted 'by 
act of Assembly 1711, and is conformable to the revolution 
settlement in 1690, aq rat!fied in 1707 by the Treaty of 
Union. · The Synod of. Canada uses the sameformuZ.a in 
ordination. It is, therefore, common to both, and expres­
ses the views of both as to the fundamental principles of 
the church. 

The Church of Scotland, however, is not now in the 
precise state which her ordination formula contemplates, 
and as established at the Revolution and by the Treaty of 

1Union. Not more than five years had elapsed (1712) 
when this fundamental and "unalterable" condition of the 
Treaty was violated by the machinations of an in·fidel 
minister,* and the perfidy of a subservient parliament,and 
patronage which had been formerly declared, "unlawful 
and unwarranta/Jle l,y lite t0ord of God, and contrary to 
the doctrines tlnd lilJerlies of this church," was revived,in 
despite of the protestations of the General Assembly and 
the voice of the Scottish nation~ The Assembly continued 
her protestations annually, until 1784, ag~inst thi.s act, as 
n violation of national faith and an infringement of the 
inal_ienable ~ights of a christian people. From that year 
until 1834, rn consequence of the ascendency o( .MODEIU· 

Tl&M, the Assembly ceased formally to ptotest against pat-

• See Appendix, Note A. 
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ronage, rind to -seek'redress for the wrong that -bad·. bee 
inflicted 'on the Chu~-ch, but a faithfu.l band within he1·, sti 
contin'ued to '"sign and 1ci·y ," because of the aborhina•ritu 

"With the 'ii~w -of' aliating ·the evi'ls o'f .patronage, th 
Ge.nera1 .Assem,bly· hi 1884 passed the' VETo...:.LAw, whic 
gave a n~gative voice to the people in the election of thei 
minister~ und· secured the great principfo, "that no min-ii 
ter sho11.ld be· intruded iiito a congregation. contrary to tli 
,,oice ef. the major part of the corrimwnitants. ,r Variimi 
circumstances Jed to the: adopting of this measure at thE 
par.ticular.conjuncture. · Within· the· chm·ch, vi'ta:l-l'eligio 
had been greatly 1·evived, and church accommodatian to 
larger extent was required than what the Jaw·pr0Yidedfo1 
wit/tout the church, the passage of tµe reform Bill, a fe.1 
years previously'; had given a larger' expansion to th 
i:;pirit of liberty. In short the .condition·of • society i 
Scotland had undergone a total re·volutton. Had ri· bee 
the same in 1834, ns in 1712, when the great body of th 
landholders and pali'ons were Presbyte1·ians, arid the grei 
body of the people in a conditio·n approaching to serfdon 
a modified form of pa:u-onag~ might not only have bee 
endurabl;e, but, in some respects, beneficiaJ.. Under 
mona1·chicnl government and'an ancient aristocracy',and 
lengthenP,d gradation· of rank and property, if is ha1·dly co1 
ceivable that the right of electing ministers,whose incomE 
were mostly drawn from the landlord, should be committe 
to the cottarsand hind'l, which itvirtua:Hy would have bee 
had the right of vote been limited to actual communicant• 
No analogous instance could be found in the then existir. 
frame-work of Scottish society. The elective frai 
chise in the state was limited to a very small number of pe 
sons~ The law of pati•onage, therefore, made the eccles 
asitcal f1·anchise analogous; that is, it pluced it in the hanc 
of the Crown, and the great landed p11oprieto1·s. . ,But t~ 
condition of society in Scotland in 1834 was vnstly diffe: 
ent. The elective franchise had been extended: ·to a 
classes of the people ; the spit·it of liberty which groYI 
with inteHigence and reviving religion had gained strengd 
the ge'nilis of Presbyterianism., always· tending to the ai 
sertion of' popular rightR, had acquired g·l'eater energ~ 
In these cil'oumstances, it was not to be im$gined· thi 
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atronage wou14 stand unassailed,. But there were.oth~r 
auses. The aristocracy of Scot1and_ is not what it once 
1as. It IS no longer PrE;sby}erian ; it is now An­
'licised in its character and religion. Most of_ .. the 
ristocrncy are not only _ resiqent , in England ; they 
ave become English by their ~ngrafting upon Er:,glis.fi 
locks. Scotland is not now their country; it is only,~ 
rovince of England, wh~1·e thei(~states lie, and in whi~h 
1e religious peculiarities of the people are indulged accor­
ing to ancient ctUtom. Such ar. atistocracy can have no. 
ery strong hold upou the ajfectior_is of the people, and the 
x:ercise of their l'ights as patrons will always be Jooked 
·pon with suspicion, anJ is very likely to be exercised 
Jithout much deference to the popµlar wish or well-being. 

The full time, therefore, had c<:>me, for the modification 
f the Jaw of patronage. - The church had every dispos­
ioc to deal gently with it, doubtless out of regard to the 
,1·ge number who held that mocjified patronage was not 
1 evil, and also from the g1·eat improb:-bility of their ob· 
:ining the concurrence of the_ staJe, if they should trench 
: all on what are held to be the .civil rights of patrons. 
7ith the difficulties of her position full in view, and with 
.e advice of the highest legal authorities in the state, 
1d in conformity wit!l what she h~ld to be her inherent 
~d constitulional rights, she enacted the VE·ro LAw. The. 
'.vii courts decided that this was an infringement of the 
ltrimonial rights of the patrons ; the church maintained 
~r gl'Ound; frequent collisions ensued between the civil 
1d eccf.esinstical courts; the administ1:ation of the day, 
ough - frequently invoked, would bring no relief: the 
[SRUPTION followed, and has left. the fabric of the estab._ 
,1hment in ruins. 
, An imp01'tant question arises: w~ich of the two sections, -
)\V fatniliarly known as the RESIDUARY, and the FREE 

HURCH, is tmly tlie Cliurc/1, of Scotland, as defined at the 
:volution settlement. Those who maintain that the Church 

;: Scotland is always THAT which is presently acknowledg •. 
ii by the state, will fir.cl it within the walls of the estab-
11hment. On the other hand, those who look for a church, 
1issessing all the characteristics of t/1,at establisl,ed at the 
l~olution, possessed of undoubted spiritual independence, 
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and free from the yoke of patronage, will find it in th~ 
Free Church. · Many are of the opinion that the ~ime wi~ 
speedily come, when even the state will acknowledge an~ 
redress those wrongs wb.ich have enforced her separation, 
· It is not,however,the object of this inquiry to show wbic~ 

of the l wo · parties have t,he better claim to be. regurded a: 
the Church of Scotland on the ground of constitution~ 
law, and the maintainance of those i:bnditio~s on which thi 
establishment was based at the revolution, and confhmei 
by the Treaty of Union. The state, of course, decides i1 
favor of the "RESIDUARY," nnd whatever qual'rel may bi 
with the state fo1· this decision, and for the mournful cau 
ses ·which have rendered such a discrimination necessary 
the Residuarv must be held bv us as the. Church of Scot 
}and, established by Jaw; as.that church With which WI 

stand in a filial relation ; a relation which, slight as it is 
it would be inexpedient and undutiful to seek to dissolve 
on any other ground, than an open und manifest departur1 
from the fundamentals of those common standards b• 
which the Church of Scotland and the Synod of Canad'. 
are equally bound as affiliated churches of the. Lord Jesu 
Christ. "" 

But this can never be a barrier to the Synod's entranc( 
into fraternal correspondence with the Free Church Oi 

Scotland, with which we have so many personal ties, anc 
to the ministers of which our Church in Canada is unde1 
so many obligations,-to say nothing of the yet undete1·mi 
ned question, which multitudes, however, have already de 
te1·mined in their own minds, that SHE, the uncompromi 
sing though disinhe.ited advocate of the princ!pl~s of tht 
revo)ution settlement, is the true Church · of Scotland, ac 
cording to that treaty, to which a nation'& faith was so, 
lemnly pledged, that it should " 1·emain and con:inu~ un, 
alterable." 

II. WHAT IS THE TRUE RELATION WHICH THE PRESBY 

TERIAN CHURCH OF CANADA HOLDS lN RESPECT OF THJ 

CHURCH OF ScoTLAND. 

Previous to 18~1, several congregations, professin·g ad 

• See Appendix, Note B. 



a .. 
1erence to the ,Church, of .Scotland, .had been -,formed, in 

~anada, but. no bond of unity subsisted among them; 
,rhey had no :ecclesiastical judiic&tures sa.ve, tile Session in 
iJach congregn.tion, nor had they ever: ,been. recogniied in 
,rny, form by tile pa:rnnt chureh. thou,g)l·the, minisr.ers had 
12een ordained by; Presby.teries in:Scotland, a.nd &~ir,.mem­
,.:iers gene1·aHy. had· been adhel'ent.s of, lhe national Cbutch. 
11 In that· y.ear, a CONVENTION, of ministers.and elder~. met 
i:1t Kingston and formed themseives.-into a Synod and four 
ef1rcsbyteries, assuming the fitle. 0f ,THE PRESBYTERIAN 

~BURCH OF CANADA, rN· CONNEXION "ITH THE 0HURCH O]j' 

µ3cOTLAND,--"leaving it t-o.the Venerahle, tlie Gentral As­
•j'lembly, ,to determine tlie particular, nature of tllat comze.x-

fon whick shall su,bsist between :this Synod and tlte Genera/. 
rAssembly of the Church of Scotland.". 
ic What our designation should be, gave. rise to very 
.~engthened and warm discussion. · Some. wished the Sy-
1nod to be wholly independent of the·pa1·ent Church, nnd 
:,iproposed thnt the title shou Id• be, '.'Tm: SY.NOP OF' THE 

: PRESBYT-E'RIAN CHURCH OF CANADA." . Some wi3hed that 
Twe should be incorporated with:the pa1-ent Church, like the 

• ePresbytery of Calcutta, and the reserving clatLse was ,in~ 
1~e·rted(in our minute With the hope on thej1: part :that re­
)4>resentation in, and incorporation with, the General .As~ 
•vsembly, would be conceded.* Others sustained the reser. 
11Ving clause in the hope that some relation of FRATERNITY 

~,night be established between the pa1·ent Church and the 
1r.olonioI,, from which the latter .might de.rive assistance 
cin the procuring of ministers, and·· t-he means of. .s.up:-
1Eporting them. A fourth pat·ty. consented to t/1.e t'ajur: 
1"1conditionality annexed to oll r assumed title, because it was 
.agreeable to the parties holding-the .preceding views, nnd 

>,the ir.sertion of it secu,red una•nimitv at a time when it was 
aexceedingly desirable; but for~see"ing. nevertheless, that 
vthe parent Church co1lld not anrl would not admit any co-
9onial chnrch into incorporation with he1·, and to rep1·esen-
tation in her Assembly, and asserting that ·our self:assumed 

t.connexion with her could not be any thing b,it nominal. 
s Time has c.onfi rmed the col'fectness of the opinions of the 
,·first nnd last of these pa-rties. It is now admitted on· nil 

• ~eo Appcn<li:c, Nole C. 
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hands- that our connexion ;withithe Church of Scotland· is 
buhiominal,, andthat. the ecclesiastical· independence.of tho 
synod of Canada is .. a ~atternot .10 be1 gainayed .. 

It may be estali>Hshed·, on the following: gl'Ou~ds: 
I. That the. ministers and commissioners of congrega• 

tions,'who met'in Co~VENTI.oN, in order .to constituteitbo 
Synod~ though, alLwhen in Scotland· copnected with the· 
Established Ohtn-ch, yet· were in Canada, both. in,;fact and 
law, beyond its·.jurisdfotion, at the ·period ,that this. step wa$ 
taken. 

2. That tho Synod was a self-constituted .body, which 
did· not derive its powe1·s from the· General Assembly, but 
these resulted· from thnt inherent and constitutional right. 
which beloogs\to all Presbytel"ian ministe1·s and cocgregar 
tions placed: in similar circumstances.* 

3. That this inherent and independent ri.ghtis.plai'n]y,im­
plied in the terms used in tho first cla~se of :the Declara~ 
tory Enactment which reached this country.in J,ul.y, 1833.t 

4. That· this J:?eclaratory Enactment ,does, not· define, 
and the General Assembly never has attempted'- to ·define, 
what the, Synod·left to ·its detel'mina·tion, the naturn of our 
connexion with it;. because,: strictly speaking,: no· presbg,· 
terial connexion did or could .subsi·st: REcoONITION on the 
pa1·t of the Assembly, .on the groltnd of certain conditions 
prescribed to the colonial churches, would be the more ap· 
propriate term. 

6. That a.I though the determination of this .question was 
left in indefinite terms to the General. Assembly, that ve­
nerable· body could .not have ,pla~ed the Synod: of Canada. 
in any relation implying dependence and. jurijdiction, 
without granting to ·it incorporation and representation­
privileges that could not have been conferred upon any 
colonial church consistently with :its own Charter .<>f · In­
corporation. 

6. lt is quite clear, moreover, from the correspondence 
held with leading members of the General Assembly, tha.t 
such a connexion was never contemplated by ·therll/. t 

* :See Appendix,: NoteD. 
t See Appendix, Not1;; E. :. ., + See Letters in Appendix, Note C, and several o~ the same 

.tenor were received from other lea.di'ng ministers of tho Church. 
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7. · All the proviaions of.the Declaratory. Enactment are 
crlnfOQDable· to these views- of the perfect:independenc~ ·of 
th, Synod •.. It declares what is proper and erpedient ; 
recommends, but does not enjoin; never speaks · of con­
nexion or juristliciion ; e-vidently anticipates a time when 
even its recommendationa shall be inapplicable·to our circum• 
stances : and appoints a committee for giving advice and 
assistance, if we ~hall choo,e to ask them. Here is a.fra­
ternal relation, but manifestly no presbyterial cmne:cioti. 

8. The framers of this Enactment knew far betrer our 
true position in regard to the Church of Scotlar.d, than we 
did ourselves; and it is not to be doubted that, had this 
document reached the Synod in 1831, instead of 1833, it 
would have substituted for the self-assumerl and unaut/1.0-
rized clause '"IN CONNEXION WITH THE CHURCH OF ScoT­
'LAND," whfoh forms part of its present title, the far more 
appropriate description, which the General Assembly itself 
has used, ,. adhering to the standards of the Church of 
Scotland, and maintaining lier form of worship and go­
vernment.'' 

9. This latter clause clearly describes our true character 
and position. There are some points connected with the Es­
tablished Church of Scotland, as it now exists, which many 
of our ministers and people, both at home and in the colo­
nies, utterly 1·enounce and condemn-most of them grow­
ing out of the grievance of patl'Onage. In short, when we 
speak strictly and, technicallg of the Church of Scotland, 
we understand it in the sense in which it is used in the 
o'rdination foJ'mula, nnd particula1·ly in the second question 
of it. rsee page 9.] · 

10. 8ver since the formation of the Synod, it has acted 
as an independent ,judicature; nor have its actings ever 
been called in question .by the General Assembly, though, 
in at least five remarkable instances, the Synod had gone 
in advance of that position which the Declal'atory Enact­
ment had recommended it to assn me :-1, the admission of 
Presbyterian ministers from other bodies; 2, the licensing 
of probationers ; 3, the education of young men for the 
ministry ; 4, the nppointing or new regulations for tho 
course of theological study; 5, the entrance into corre­
spondence with other Presbyterian churches ;-acts· o.s 
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uneq11ivocally proving the exe.rcise of -ecclesiastical inde­
p~'denee aa any that could-be named. 

ll. As the General Assembly :could not constituti<>llally 
have claimt,d jur-isdic·t1Qn ,oyer the Synocf,.-,without iocorpo• 
ration ~nd rep~sentatfon, so neither could:the.Synod h"m 
yielded to it, without a dangerous· and· unwarranted 1ur­
render of its o~n and the pebple~11 spiritual rights and, liber• 
ties. 

Uf. WBETHER THE TEMPORAL ADVANTAGES WHICH THI:. 

SYNOD HAS OBTAINED J'ROM THE GOVERNMENT, OR ANY 

OTHER PARTY, UNDER ITS PRESENT DES10NATION, MAY BK 

PUT IN PERIL BY ANY MEASURES LIKELY TO BE ADO.PTJ:D. 

These consist of smaJI parcels of land, bestowed:upon a 
few congregations ; of small sums of money granted in 
certain cases to aid in building churches; of an annun.l 
allowance to certain ministers ; and of the right to a ce1·­
tain portion of the proceeds of the Clergy. Reserves 

.The continued possessit:>n of these advantages will <le­
pend upon the fulfilment of the conditions on which .they 
were bestowed, of which tho fundamental element is •• nd· 
hering to tlie standards of the Church ot:.__Scotland :" a 
aepa1·ture from these would imply a for(eitu1·e of the· ad­
vantagfls. 

It ought to be remembered that these advantages were 
not claimed, and they were not obtained, solely on th.e 
'ground of our connexion with the Church of Scotland, bul 
on our rights as Scotchmen in a B1·itish colony, under the 
Treaty of Union. The claimants, doubtless, asserted theil' 
adherence to the national church according as it might be 
understood conformabty with that treaty, and with th€ 
laws and constitution of the church as then establisl1etl. 

No capricious and arbitrary denial of RECOGNITION, or 
de~laration of non-relationship "ith a colonial church, 1{ 
such were possible, on the part of the General As6embl), 
can abrogate the rights of the subjects of the kingdo~ o{ 
Scotland, as guaranteed by thtt Treaty of Union. Thf'se 
remain as established in 1707, whatever revolutions the 
church may undergo, or whatever may be the character of 
i,s proceedings, 



To suppose an extreme case. Were the Synod to ?esol:ve­
that the existing establishment of Scotland, on account of 
:ie'rpractical .defection from her standards, or on ao1cou:nt 
>f tho new interpretation of'the laws nffectittg her, and the 
1ew legi~lation ·oC: t~~ British Par,liament !n her affairs 
11ithoul'- lier consent, 1s not the- church establishment of the 
:?evolution set-tlement, as recog,11ized in the formula' of. or­
lination, and that on account cf fundamental changes it 
:ould not acknowledge her to be the true Church o_f Sc~t­
and ; a declara:tion to this effect, whether made in· erroir, 
,r·on true grounds, could not affect tlie essential character 
,f ·the Synod of Canada, 01· endanger any of her temporal 
nterests1 so long as she -herself unequivocally maintained 
1er original position, and fnithfully adhered to _the common 
tandn'rds. If· this .opinion on a case so extreme be cor­
ect, no steps are likely to be taken which will endanger 
:1e temporalities of the Canadian church. 

IV. WHAT THE GENERAL AssEMBLY· ArND Tl!E SYNOD 

·F CANADA MIGHT BE AT LIBERTY TO no, ( OCCUPYING 

ACH AN INDEPENDENT POSITlON. THOUGH STANDING TO 

ACH OTIJE.R. IN A CLOSE Flil.ATER.NAL RELATIONSHIP,) IN 

ERTAIN SUPPOSED EMERGENCIES. 

1. Ifthe proceedings of the Synod were manifestly at 
.ariance wi.th the standards of the Church of Scotland, it 
·ould be competent for the Assembly to declare that her 
~ia:tionship to the -Synod w11s annulled. Such a declarn­
on, supposing that the grounds were valid, would through 
1e intel'vention of the civil courts here have the effect of de­
riving the church of al I the advantages that she possessed 

vi'l'tue of tniit relation~hip. 'But apart frorrt any such 
,~1:rnuion by the General Assembly, the sa.mo deprivation 
ou(d,follow. wel'e an action instituted by any competent 
trti~idn the proper ci~il court for mnlversation of trust. 
he property and privil'eges of4he chilrch·are held on cer­
in conditions, nod to ap,ply them alienai'ly might be the 
·ound of a civil action. · ' · · . 
2. On the other hand,, if -the General: Asserr.bly · should 
ll into heresy, or depart from &he standards of the church 
wbirh it is bound by its constitution, as well as the 
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Syhod, it would be equally competent for the latter to de-, 
clare its connexion with such an Assembly dissolved, and 
yet hold all the advantages originally received in virtue of 
that connexion, because it consists not in the intercourse 
of persons, but in an adherence to the common faith. 

3, But differences of a less important kind mny arise, 
which, though not sufficient to warrant a declaration of 
non-intercourse, might yet place the parties in an attitude 
of opposition. The:, causes of her present disruption may 
be held by some to be of thia kind. The Church of Scot­
land still professes to adhere to her standards ; yet, as is 
alleged, the "Residua t·y" has connived at the encroach­
ment of the civil courts upon the fundamental libe1·:ies of 
the church. If this were proved to the satisfaction of the 
Synod, and so resolved, it would not be inconsistent with 
mutual relations, for the Synod to send a letter of protesta­
tion and respectful l'emonstrance to the Genera! Assembly. 

V. ONE OR. TWO lHSCONCEPTIONS RECTIFIED. 

1. "1 am resolved to remain nn longer a minister of tlte 
Church of Scotland,'' exclaims a poor Canadian minister, 
with the interdicts of the Court of Session in his eye, and 
the warm zeal of Free-Churchism in his heart. Patience, 
Brother, take heed; you ne€d put yourself to no trouble 011 

this account ;-ynu never wne a minister OF the Church of 
Scotland-at besl you are only from it. Some one of her 
Presbyteries conferred upon you the "rninisterium ·vagum," 
and sent you away '•free:'' that is all you have derived 
from he1·, and all the connexion you have with her. You 
are not surely inclined to renounce the ministerial charac­
ter with which she invested you, and which she will never 
take away from you without. some gravet· offence lhan any 
with which you are chargeable. lL will be time ~nough to 
consider the question of a change in you\' ecclesiastical 
connexion, ,\/hen you return to yo1u· native country. .In 
Canada, you never were in bondage; the interdicts of the 
Court of Session don·'t extend so far. Jtalous as you are 
of spiritual independence, be thankful for the possession 
of it. Pity those that have it not up to the measure of your 
wiehes; aud if Providence has bloissed you with the means, 
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1
1elp those who are contending for so great a good• in tho 
nidst of many sacrifices, and in the face of the great 1tnd 
)owerful of the world who would crush them. 

2. '' 1 hold to the Estahlisliment," exclaims another, 
'tl,e old mother Clmrcl, of Scotland." Very well, brother, 
rou use your liberty. No one can compel ; ou to believe 
hat SHE is not the true old mother who is at p1·esent sit­
i'ng within the deserted walls, notwithstanding all that the 
leserters have asserted in their '' CLAIM OF RIGHT&," and 
n their deed of "DEMISSION' AND SEPARATION."-But Rt all 
,vents, you do not mean that you will hold to the church 
:stablishment as if you were really a part of it, seeing y-,u 
ire no part of it at all, by its own declaration. You can-
1ot mean this. Nor do you mean that you entirely ap-
1rove of the whole course which those who now constitutH 
he establishment have pursued in recent coutroversics i 
'No, sir, but I mean by my adherence an approval of 
nother church, as tlie best establishment in the world!" 
{ cry well ; you ore entitled to hold that opinion, and I 
·ather think the fieryest Free-Church man will agree 
,ith you in it, notwithstanding the abominations by which 
n his judgment the na!ional church has been defiled. But 
.here are some things, brother, connected with the 
>resent establishment, that you surely do not fully ap­
>rove : as for instance, unlimited patronage,-the late 
rndeniable intrusions of the Court of Hession int~ the spi­
·itual domain,-the restraints laid upon church-extension 
>y the degradation of the qu.oad sacra ministers 1 '' No, 
11r, I don't appro,·e of theso thrngs; I wish n remedy to b.e 
>l·ovided for them." Very well. \Vho can deny your 
·ight to hold thlilsc opinions with such limitations; and why 
ihould not you and your brother on the other side, who are 
tdhermg substantmlly to the same object, as defined in tho 
)rdination formula, not continue to dwell in unity and love, 
m the free, and scriptural, nnd truly Church-of•Scotland 
grouIJd, which the Synod of Canndn. occupies! 
. 3. Anc4 •' What sl,all we do?" (:Xclaim a group of sturdy 

b11ckwoodsmen, crowding around their minister as he come&­
otn of his log chm·ch, after having faithfully expounded to 
them the doctrine of spiritual independence-•' Wliat •hall 
we do 1 Shull we hold hy tile ' Old Rtsiduary,' or go with 
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ti," 'Free Ckurcl, 1'" "Oh, Donnl<l, Donald," says th 
minister mildly to the chiof speaker, '' what clatter is thi 
you are continually making about 'the Strathbogie mini 
liters,' and 'the Marnoch case,' and tho • interdicts,' an 
t~1e 'disruption,' and 'the Free Church.' and 'the Resi 
duary ,' and ' shall we STAY IN f or ' will we GO OUT 1 
How, Donald. -cu.n ye either stay in, or go out, when yo 
are not IN at all? and you·have not been IN the Church o 
Scotland since you left the quay of Grecnock. And hav 
vou not be~n an cider of the Free Church in the Seate 
Block of ever since you came to Canada, and lon

1 

hefote the Free Church of Scoiland was dreamed of b 
tho;;e who now talk most loudlv about it 1 You at lea5 
are not afraid of patl'onage and Cresar. in thesa backwoodi 
Jf you P.hould ever return tu SU1hcrland, it will then b 
your duty to consider whether yo..i ought to hold to th 
Esr.ablishment, 01· join the Free Church, hut you need nc 
perp1c1'. yourself or you1· neighbors about the questio 
hero ; only, Donald, if you can spal'C it, and if you pleas 
you may e,en stretch a point to 3pare it, you ma." send th 
price of the young heifer you sold on F1·idny, to help yoq 
old fellow parishioners in Suthel'land, whom the fact:, 
wishes to compel to worship G-0d in a way thnt may pleas 
the Duke, though they know, perhaps fully as well ash 
Grace, how God is to be worshipped. '\V" e cannot stun~ 
my good friend, any violation of the right3 ofconscience...; 
we must help them. The price of you,· hei;er, and of~ 
or three bushels of wheat from each of your neighbors i 
She Block, wiU be n stone in their kirk. ' Les.s din, Di 
nald, and mair woo.' " 

V. CoN.cLUDING REMARKa. 

By a careful comparison of notes on this subject nmon 
1hose who fully understand it-by keeping in view the e! 
sential merits of the case-by rejecting inaccurate, a11 

undefined expressions which we have brought from ou 
n~live land. and which are not appropriate to om· cirr.un 
stances in Canada-it will be admitted that we occupy a 
jndependent position as one of the Christian churches iii 
1hi11 colony ; and thal so long as we adhere faithfully f 
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1our standards, we may correspond with any other church, 
:nnd disapprove and remonstrate, as may be deemed right 
::and dutiful, without putting any of our interests in peril. 

It would indeed be a grievous and intolerable hindrance 
-to Presbyterianism in this colony, were the church court~ 
~ere to be held bound to approve or to follow all the prn· 
peedings of the Scottish Establishment, or to take any part 
,in the troubles that arise within it in consequence of its 
i:onnexion with the State. We are connected with it rather 
;in its character of a Church of Christ, than in that of an 
~~stablishment. It exi1:1ted in the former character long 
pefore it was connected with the State, and all its standa!'ds 
fero formed priol' to this connexion. It is in its non­
,stablished condition, therefor~. that we find its true model; 
;his alone we are under obligations to copy, and this only 
;s adapted to our circumstances. 
·, Give us, then, this model, free from those peculiarities 
which have grown up around it in consequence ot its civil 
.\stablishment ;-give us this model of scriptural Presby-
1erianism, and it will in progress of time secure for itself 
rn establishment in the understandings and in the affec• 
iions of the people of this land ;-purify it from all mere 
~ationality, ant! let it be conformed in all things "to the 
pattern showed upon the Mount," n1 d within less than a 
fentury the Synod of Canada. may c imprehend under its 
~a~to1·al superintendence a church n c. re numerous thun tb,1 

aational establishment of Scotland e mr had under its wing. 
I Closely connected as the great body of the Presbyterian­
iommunity in Cannda are with Scotland, and dear as its 
1hurch is to us-, we a:·e constrained to look with intense in­
l3rest on the issue of the struggle going on there. It is 
aot to be doubted that the ecclesiastieal reformation will 
1dvance ; that the establishment will either be '' RE-NODEL-

1Eo* oR. OVERTHROWN;" but be it the tme or the other, the 
~hu!·ch of the Scottish nation will never be consumed­
/le will rise fresh and renovated from amidst the fiery tri­
ulations through which she is passing. There are manv 
bund me11 and true yet within the establishment, although 
~ 

i * .To remodel, ""ould only he to restore the Church to i.ts eon­
liLµlional and legal privileges. See Append.i~,. 'So.to A., 
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'they had not the courage to be martyrs. The mightv 
talent of the F1·ee Church will be plied unweal'iedly for hc~r 
reformation ; nnd if the Church of Scotland shall su1 vive 
as a national established church, its new treaty of con­
nexion with the State will be more enlightened anrl scrip­
tural than any that James VI., and modern statesmen of; 
his school, have e•1e1· yet favoured. And is 1t too much 
to liope that when the grievances which have given rise 
,to the various SECE5Sl0Ns are 1ernoved, the entirn Presbv­
tcriauism of Scotlan:d may lie hurmoniously united withi1, 
the same fold 1 

There are other denominations also, which, by some 
slight modification of their respective peculiarities, might 
be attracted within the circle of fraternal co-operation, if 
not 0f incorporation. There is a strnng nffiuitf between 
the Free P1 esbyterianism of Scotland, and the Congregn­
tionalism of England. 'vVhat should prevent their union 1 
1t would be of immense advantage to the cause of truth. 
,vere such an union effected, the old Puritanism of Eng­
land might y1,3t lift its head ; another Westminster Assem. 
bly might be convened, nnd another national Co,·enant 
-entered into under better auspices than the former. Then, 
again, Free Churchism and .Methodism are practically 
within sight of each other; the.five points, calmly nnd mo­
derntely inte1·preted by tbe wisest of both parties, 1'1ight 
not prove an insuperable barrier ; more akin in their prac­
tical operations, they will become more akin in ·heir sen­
timents. A good understanding, and a frequenl commu­
n:on between these bodies, wouid have a powerful influ­
ence in advancing the reformation, and in promoting the 
unity of the Church Cuholic. This hope makes ona Jook 
upon them with n kinder eye a.nd a warmer charity. The 
unity of the Cliurch will be ratified on Bible and .Mis1ion­
ary ground. Events prognosticate its approach • 

. May it not be that the Suprnme Head of the Church, 
0 who holds the stars in his right hand,,~· has constrained 
those faithful men of the Free Church to get out from an 
establishment so coerced bv the recent encl'oachments of 
the civil power that it could neither extend nor reform it­
tie)f, not only that the work of reformation may be carried 
on mol'e e.tfectu..;,.lly in Scotland ; but that thefr example ond 
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l'tt)irit may be diffused into other lands, where the C~urch is 
still in bondage to Cres:1r, that they too may be stirred up 
to assert their spiritual indepeodence1 and come forth into 
that Jibe1·tv wherewith Christ has made them free 1 

The pr~gress of the Prntestant Reformation has been 
checked and.marred by State control more than by any other 
cause. Worldly politicians taking the Church under their 
protection have formed and fashioned her fo1· theil· own 
ends, heedless of the great enrl fo1· which she is ordained 
of God, and of t!te divine rule by which she i3 to be go­
verned. The comp]et} purgation of the errors and cor­
ruptions of by-gone times will not be etfucted while these 
Uzznhs touch the ark ;,-the work must be done by cleane.r 
hands. 

The experience of every branch of the Church, sipce 
the Monk of Saxony began his career, plainly testifies that 
without freedom and independence in nil spiritual matters 
no Church. can either reform its1c·lf from ancient corrup­
t.ions, or long maintain itself in purity and usefulness. In 
Scotland, a strnnuous effort i~ now being made to assert 
thi~ spiritual independence ns the inalienable right of the 
G hurch, and the patrimonial in!rnritacce of every Scotch­
man. Who can turn away his eyes from the arena, or 
look with indifference upon the combatants 1 

On this continent-in this colony-we fully enjoy ail 
the advantages for which, they are contending. But in the 
Church, as in the State,. itndependence nmong an ungodly 
people will. very cer;tainJy degenerate into· lawlessness 
This is the side on. which our danger lies. The· spirit of 
insubordination that spurns at. the scer>t1·e ~·f Cresar, will 
not meekly submit to the yoke of Christ. Lrt it be in­
scribed on every pillar of the Churcb,-let it be engraven 
on the soul of every worshippe1· within it, that the freedom 
with which C~ris: has made us free must be l'egulated by 
the laws of Has kingdom-and wo be to the people that in­
(.ringe them. "ln the keepi11g of hi.s commandment& the1e 
u great reu,ard.'' 



APPENDIX. 

A 

The Kirk of Scotland was established by the rrood 
Regent Murray and the Parliament of Scotland, and wr;'stell 
the charter of her liberties from the despot James VI. by 
moral eaergy, with the exception of patronage, which was 
~till laid on her. Finally, at t!ie Revolution settlement 
\Villiam re-enacted that charter, but abolished patronage. 
Thus the Kirk of Scotland was establ-ished, receivfd her en­
dowments, and the protection of law, from her native King 
and Parliament; and its constituti-on, as settled at the Re­
volution, received the sanction of the Scottish State, and be­
came part of the constitution of this country. 

Then came the Union ; the ministers and people 'Vere 
afraid that this would open up the Kirk to innovations from 
the feelings of Endishmen in favour of prelacy, which they 
themselves abhorred, and hence arose the violent opposition 
to the Union: most of all ditl tltiiy feel uneasy at the prospect 
of the temporal affairs of the Kirk hein~ managed by those 
who are called lords spiritual, and thus be reduced to the ne­
cessity of seeing the Kirk un;cknowled~ecl hy the State and 
hcreft of its endowments, or of submitting to its arrange­
ments being· forced upon them accordin~ to the opinions of 
the Eno-Ii sh prelates who had a seat in the Parliament which· 
was ahont to he called into existence as supreme over the 
whole Island. 

To sc1'.•l •'.'. therefore, the constitution of the Kirk, its esta­
hlishme11t ancl endowments, and·, in short, to place these 
beyond the reach of the English mcn1hers who were sup­
posed to he hostile to them, the Scottish Parliament passed' 
the Act of Secmity, srcuring the Kirk of Scotland in her 
,von,hip, doctri11e, discipline, and ~overu111ent according to 
the Revolution setllc1•1e11t, which act was incorporated into 
the Treat\· of Union, and declared in that Treaty to be 
a fundamental and essentia1 condition of the Union, to con­
tinue for ever. 

For what pnrpose, tl:e 1 :, were these stipulations made? 
They were cle::1rly restrictwn~ upon the power orthe British 
PatliatnC:'ll t. I' lacin!!' them beyond ! IH·ir rnach as the inalie,a­
able politic •l ri!!hts o .. i' the T(irk :111<1 people of Scotland, and 
which tli<:: British Parliament s'..nuld have no powe1· to sub­
Yert-

Mille a<lcle ca•<'nas 
~ffngiet tam hlllc scelcr:\t:!· vincuJa Proteu11. 
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E\'il men may in one sense be said to be stronger th.an 
good men-no moral restraint can bind them ; so the security 
of a treaty could not secure the Kirk from the hands of those 
who showed the low standing they held in creation by their 
freedom from the control of right. 

Bolingbroke and his partJ· came into power thrnugh the 
influence of a tiring-woman, To prepare the way for the rn­
tnrn of the Stual'ts to the throne, they passed an act anent 
patronages, with a lying preamble, and thus broke the treaty 
which had just been signed, and passed an act beyond their 
powers. and of the most unconstitutional kind. 

If it be true, as I conceive it most undoubtedly is. that 
the British Parliament have not the constitutional power to 
deprive us of our endowments and our Kirk's constitution. 
then the British Parliament cannot insist upon what they 
know to he ultra vires. 

I noticed by chance in the Courier newspaper an article 
upon this same question. It hints, at the end, of a new ad­
JUstment of the compact between the Church·and the State-. 
Does the Courier think we are maJ? No: we will main­
tain our right~ and the constitution of the J{irk as they were 
settled at the Union.-Extract from a letter in the London 
Globe, Sept. 5th., 1840. 

B 

The Princeton Review, animadvertine; upon the hostile 
attitude which some leading organs of the Free Church have 
assumed towards tiie Establishment, as if no communion 
were to be held with it, and "the parish minister were to 
be regarded as the one excommunicated man of the district," 
thus remarks:-'' This course, if right, will be found expe­
dient ; if wron2;, it must prove disastrous. We are con­
strained to think it wron~, because it proceeds on the false 
assumption that the prese.nt Established Church of Scotland 
is not a church '>f Jesus Christ. That this ;s a false assump­
tion is to us plain, because according; to the common stan­
dards of the Free anrl of the Established Chul'ch, and accord­
ing to the common doctrine of Christendom, and the plain 
teacbin~ ot the scriptures, a church is a body of men profess­
ini the true religiP11. That the Established Church do 
profess the tr~1e re1igi~11 is plain, because they have the very 
same Contess,c,n oi Fa,• h, and therefore make the very same 
profession t!:at :," made by their seceding brethre,1. If it be 
said that they d1tfer ~'" to tlw importaut doctrine of the lord­
ship of Christ.over his church, the answer is, first, that both 
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parties hold to the same verbal statement of that doctrine 
and differ only as to the application of it, or as to the princi~ 
pies which flow from it; and secondlv, that admittinl1' the 
Establishment to he in error as to tha°t doctrine, such ~l'ror 
cannot work a forfcitme of their church state, unless it cuts 
thP.m off from Christ and the hope of salvation. This it can­
not do, because, according to the scriptures, all who repent of 
their sins and put their trust in Christ are in a slate of union 
with him, and of course in a state of grace and salvation. 
Besides, the doctrine that a church is not to be regarded as 
a true church of Christ unless perfectly pure as to its doc­
trines, is inconsistent with our common standards ; it is 
inconsistent with the Bible, and with common sense, and the 
common judgment of the people of God in all places and in 
all ages. Tlrnre is also a glaring i Monsistency, in making 
the practical recognition of the spiritual independence of the 
church necessary to its very existen(ile, with the past and 
present conduct of these hreth,ren lhemselve~. It may even 
be doubted whether, accurding. to their principles, the Church 
of Scotland itself, bef.oFe the passage of the Veto Act, had not 
practically:for many ?;enerations (?) renouncedthis very doc­
trine of spi11itual independence ; for it had not only submitted 
to the domination ot the state, but had lent its aid in crush­
ing the rights of the people, and the ind1,pendence of the 
church courts, which it now so nobly vindicates-."-Those 
,vho are at a distance can form a much more dispassionate 
judgment of both parties, than these parties can do of each 
other ; and it is gratifying to find so distinct a testimony in 
favor of the Church of Scotland, as still a church of Christ, 
notwithstanding her defections, from writers who have ad­
vanced much farther in their notions of ecclesiastical freedom 
than the most innovating of the Free Churchmen of Scotland 
are yet prepared to go. 

C 

The author of these BRIEF NOTES, in the days of his inex­
perience, belono-ed to this class. In a letter addressed to a dis­
tinguished Mi·nisterofthe Church of Scotland, in 183.1, i_mme­
diately after the formation o{ the Syn~d, he expressed l~1mself 
thus :-" It will greatly promote the mter~st~ of our Churcl.1 
in .Canada, were the General Assembly d1stmctly to recog­
~ize our Synod as in connexion with the r.hurch, and ap-

. point some rne;ns by which the conn.exion may not be 
1nerely nomsnal, but real. As you .will learn fr~m <;mr 
minutes and the accompanying merno~1al, the determinatio~ 
of tho natu1e- of our rtobtion is left entirely to the Genera_l 
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Asisembly, But may I suggest one thing as desirable, th~t 
the General Assembly should receive a represe.ntation from 
our Church every alternate year, and that a Commissioner 
from the General .Assembly should visit the Synod of Cana­
da every second or fourth year. In this way our connexion 
with the Parent Church would be more certainly preserved, 
and our influence with the Imperial Government through 
the Assembly wm1ld be greater. It is desirable that the 
legislators of our church should speedily come to some de­
cision on tlie question, whether the General Assembly can 
extend its jurisdiction be}·ond Scotland into territories ac­
·quired :::ince the Union? The Church of England fouud no 
difficulty in uniting Canada to the Diocese oi Canterbury : 
hut the establishment of the North seems more timid. Jf, 
however, they are in doubt about the matter, and think 
Presbyterianism a i;ystem worth contending for, the timid 
might petition for a parliamentary sanction to receive their 
own colonial churches under their jurisdiction ; for it i!.i 
neither Christian nor politic that our Mother Uhurch should 
shut herself up within her own little fortress, and refuse to 
extend protection to, aud to form alliance with, those who 
naturally. belong to her." Before this letter could have 
reachP.d Scotland, one was received from the eminent minis­
ter to who1n it was addressed, containing the following sen­
timents :-" I hope that ere no~v you have met togtther 
and formed yourselves into a Synod on the principles of the 
Church of Scotland, and that the Committee of the General 
Assembly in reporting to the next Assembly may have it rn 
their power to recommend the Synod or Church in Canada 
to the rrotection of the Church of Scotland. You should 
r.igidly adhere to ,the constitution and government of the 
parent church, that you may without hesitation be recog­
nized, if not as a branch oF, at.)east as a branch FROM, our 
truly scriptural establishment, The right of sendincr repre­
sentatives cannot he granted, and if conceded, w~uld do 
more harm than good. It seems to be very ~enerally ad 
mitted that the Presbytery of India is a gross anomaly, and 
that it would be much better to ;withhold the right of repre­
sentation to the Assembly. You will. govern yourselves 
ecclesiastically fat· better than we can do." In another 
letter, dated 26th May, 1882, at the time when the Declara­
tory Enactment was prepared by the Assembly to be sent 
down to Presbyteries, he· says respecting it:-" It is not 
pr~posed that yo~ sh_ould have the right of sending represen• 
tatives. The Prmc1pal (Macfarlan), and, I believe all the 
leading men of the church, arelconvinced that in :iilowing 
ll representation to the churcheS:in India, the Assembly'. ex-
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ceeded its po~vers and committe~ a great error. Altaching 
the greatest importance to residence, I should think tho 
right of representation an evil rather than a good; or if pas• 
11essed and not usecl, a mere show thinO', that you would he 
better with.out. Besides the right (if erepresentation could 
1carcely exist, 01· uther could not at all exist, without the 
right of superintendence and government on our part ; and it 
would not be easy to exercise such superintendence over 
courts on the other sicle of the Atlantic. See, for example, 
how tl10Presbyteryof Edinburgh are bothered with the Pres­
bytery ot Calcutta, ancl how difficult they have found it to 
attend to complaints from that quarter, and to redress the 
eYils complained of.t' Again, in July, 1833 :-" l ~hall look 
with expedation for the promised account of your Synoct·s 
proceedings in Au~ust. If I mistake not the institution of 
that Court. and your Presbyteries under it, ha,·e done good 
to the Presbyterian (Church of Scotland) cause in Canada· 
Jn the eye of the government you are an organized and uni· 
ted body. They appear to acknowledge you as ~uch, and 
you owe it more to your own exertions than to those of your 
friends in Britain, that there 1s now an approximation to a 
more equal distribution of the good things between you an,t 
the Church of England in Canada!'-Letters from ·the Rev. 
Dr. Patrick .Macfarlane, of Glremock. 

D 

The followin~ extracts from th~ Memorial nddressed by 
the Synod to the General Assembly on its formation, may 

serve to illustrate the nature of the Synod's relation to the 

Assembl_t. No reply, as we recollect, was ever received 

to this Memorial, and, generally speaking, nil the com­

munications of the Synod were treated by the Assemt.ly 

in the same wuy. 

•**Your Memorialisb~ in thus actclressingyou, primarily 
design to inform you of the formation of an Ecclesi~stical 
Union amon"' themselves· and in terms of the resolution by 

r, ' b . 
which they were com,tituted i_nto a Sy.nod, to. su m1t t ... o you 
the determination of the preclse relation ,vb1ch the Synod 
shall have to your Venerable B.ody; and with~l to crave the 
coun~el of youi· matured experience, and the aid and encou~ 
rae:ement which you may be able to extend tow~rds them. 

Your Memorialists holding firmly to the authonz~d i.tand­
ards of the Church of Scotland, have considered their Ecclfl• 
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siastieal Union is the natural result of the common views 
on Church policy, which they entertain, and the common 
spiritual office with which they have been invested, in con­
.nection with the circumstance of theit· living in the same 
,Provinces; and they have accordingly united themselves 
into a Synod, branched out into four distinct Preshytel'ies : 
and a union flowing out of a higher principle than mere ex­
pediency, will, they confidently hope, through the Divine 
hlessing, remedy evils undet· which their Churches have 
hitherto laboured, and conduce to the i,Janting of new 
Churches. • * • "' • 

Those and other obvious considerations appeared to 
your .Memorialists to justify their forming- themselves into a 
Synod-And your .l\fomori:ilists humhly hope that this step 
shall ohtain the sanction of your V Pnerahle Body: and your 
.Memorialists respectfully a\Vait your decision as to the par­
ticular nature of that connexion which shall subsist between 
this Synod and your Venerable Assembly-confident, that 
theil' Churches will not he left hy you in a less favoured 
situation to the Established Church of Scotland. than that 
in which the Episcopal Church in these and other foreign 
parts stands t.o the Established Church of England. * 'i< 

E 

DECLARATORY ENACTMENT. 

Passed by tlie ·General Assembly of the Clmrcli of Scot-. 
lmid, Iilay, 1833. 

That it is proper and expedient for Ordained Ministers.of 
tlie Church of Scotland con11ected witl1 fixed Congregations 
i11 anv of the British Colo11ies, to form themselves, where 
~irc·J1;istances permit, into Presbyteries and Synods, adher­
ing to th:• Standards oj this Chnrch, and maintaining her form 
.of' IViirship ar..d Gouernrnent. 

That no Minister should he receive<l as a Member of anv 
such Presh_vtery or t-ynod, when tirst formed, who has n-0t 
hc_e~ ordained by a Pre~hytery of this Church ; tliat n<> 
M 11uster of this Church should he afterwards received as a, 
l\1e,nber, who does not come spcciallv recommended from 
tht:Pr~sbyterybywhomhe wasordained,or where hie has last 
resided; and that no Prohalioner of this Churc11 should re­
ceive o!·dination from any such Pr.esbytery, excert on his 
producmg extract of Liccnr,(•, with a t':!st1monial of tiis ~ood 
character, from the PresbJtery or Preshvt.,,.;,, .. witliin whoiu 
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bounds h.e has resided, down to the time of his lea vin(J' Scot-
land. "' 

ThaJ it is not expedient for snch Presbyteries, in the pre­
sent state of education in the colonies, to exercise the power 
of Licensing Probationers; but 1hat Licentiates of the 
Church of Scotland, who sha'.l he ordained by any such 
Presbytery to a particular charge in the manner above de­
scribed, shall remain in Cull communion with the Church of 
Scotland, and retain all the rights and privileges which 
belong to Licentiates or the Ministers of this Church ; and 
that Members of Congregations under the charge of Minis­
ters so ordained shall, on coming to Scotland, be admitted 
to Chmch privileges, on the production of satisfactory certi­
ficates of their moral character from the Minister and Session 
of the Congregation to which they have belonged. 

That it is earnestly recommended to all Ministers and Pro­
hationers cf this Church, who remove to those Colonies 
within which such Presbyteries are constituted, to pnt 
themselves under the inspection of the Presbytery of the 
hounds within which they may reside: and in the event of 
their returning to this country, to produce Testimonials from 
such Presbytery or Presbyteries of their character and con 
duct during their absence. 

That a sta,nding Committee shall be named by the General 
Assembly, to correspond with such Churches i11 the Colonies, 
for the ptuposc of givin~ advice on any question with regard to 
which t!tey may choose to consitlt the Church of Scotland, an<l 
atfor<linw them such aid as it may he in the power of the 
Committee tu give in all matters affecting their rights aud 
intere.sls 
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