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RTRODUCTION



Religion has always played a major role in Montreal's history.
Although it was founded in 1642, no Protestant churches were established
until after the British Conquest of New France in 1760. The influx of
English speaking settlers brought several Protestant churches to Montreal
and by 1822 there were five separate Protestant churches of three denomi-
nations, two Presbyterian, two Methodist and one Church of Lngland. The
sixth church was the "American Presbyterian Church of MHontreal", founded
in 1822 it was one of the most interesting churches established in
Montreal.

The Church was founded by a group of United States born Montreal
residents to serve as their spiritual center, for they did not find the
Church of Scotland atmosphere in the other two Presbyterian churches in
Montreal to their liking. This group joined the Presbyterian Church in
the United States in 1824 and remained connected to it, rather than to
any Canadian Presbyterian Church, until 1925 when it joined the United
Church of Canada.

The Church was founded at the beginning of a significant period
of Montreal's growth and it grew up with the city as the latter expanded
from a population of 206,000 to 90,000, This growth forced the establish-
ment of more Protestant Churches and, whéré?the Church was one in six in
1822, it was one in twenty-four in 1861. This thesis is an attempt to
describe the growth and history of the Church from its foundation in 1822
to 1866.

This period of forty-four years was chosen because it covers the
period during which the Churéh occupied the building it erected on the

northeast corner of McGill and St. James Streets. In 1865, this site
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was abandoned in favour of a new one at the corner of Drummond and
Dorchester Streets.

The Church was an extremely active organization throughout the
four decades, and, as a result, a chronological treatment of its history
would have been impractical, Consequently, the arrangement adopted is a
topical one wherein the various aspects of the Church's life have been
treated as units for the whole period of forty-four years. These topies
have been grouped into three basic divisions, - THE ORIGIN AND GROWIH OF
THE CHURCH, THE RELIGIOUS LIF:L OF THX CHURCH and THE CHURCH IN THE
COMMUNITY.

The first section deals with the background and origins of the
Church, its material progress and its fight for recognition as a Church,
Such things as the fabric and the finances of the Church are also dealt
with in this section,

The second section is thehistory of the Church's "raison d'etre",
The Religious Life of the Church has been approached from the anéle of the
Church’s composition. Thus this section contains the chapters on the
Session, the Ministry and the Congregation. The chapter on the Church in
Being is an attempt to reconstruct some of the services provided by the
Church for its Congregation. This was difficult, as contemporary writers
took such things for granted and made rno record of them. The one excep-
tion to this was in the case of the Sunday School whére the ample records
left by the Sunday School Society jusﬁify a separate chapter,

The third section is an attempt to-relate the life of the Church
to the history of Montreal. This section has been subdivided into two

chapters. The first on the Church's place in the religious life of
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Montreal and the second on its place in the secular life. This section is
by no means exhéustive and is only intended to suggest the general lines
along which the Church and the city may have affected each other.

The study was hampered by the very few detailed studies either
of Canadian church history or of the history of Montreal. Consequently,
some topics have had to be treated in a general way rather than in a de-
tailed study.

A large number of the sources used were handwritten minute and
record books of various churches and organizations. Few of these had any
pagination end reference to them in the foot-notes has been made by
Volume number and by date rather than by page number, The majority of
these sources W@re located in the Erskine and American United Church and
I wish to express my very deep apﬁreciation to the Session of that Church
for their very gracious permission to use their Archives,

I should like to acknowledge the very valuable advice and assisi-
ance of my advisor, Professor J., I. Cooper, in both the research neces-
sary for, and the preparation of, this thesis. My thanks are also due
Lo the Librarians of McGill's Redpath, Divinity and Law Libraries, and
especially Mr. Stassny, for their aid,

I should also like to express by thanks to my parents and to
Miss Valerie Ross for the assistance they have given me in the prepara-
tion of the manuscript, and to Miss P. Davis and Miss M. Simons who

typed the master copy of the thesis.

(This thesis was reproduced by Keuffel & Zsser of Canada,

Ltd.'s Helios "Black" process.)
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TiHE AMERICAN PRESBYTERTAN CHURCH

1825 - 1865

This stood on the north-east corner of
St.James and MeGill Streets. The house
on the left belonged to Samuel Hedge and
was where some of the initial meetings
- of the Church were held. The Bible
House stood on St.James Street at the
left of the picture.
The date of the picture is unknown.
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THE CHURCH

from the pulpit
with the organ
in the center of
the gallery
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THE CHURCH
from the back of the
auditorium. The
plagque on the wall to
the left of the pul-
pit is in memory of
the Rev.Caleb Strong
(now in the vestibule
of the Erskine and
American United
Church)
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PART 1.

TFE ORIGIN AND THE GROWTH OF THE
CHURCH



Chapter 1.

MONTREAL IN THE 1820's



The American Presbyterian Church of Montreal which was establish-
ed in the winter of 1822-23 was founded during a significant period of the
city's history. The conditions which made this period significant did not
cause its establishment, but serve as a background for its foundation and
later development. |

Although originally founded as a missionary post in 1642,
Montreal's position at the head of ocean navigation and at the foot of the
Great Lakes Basin had made it a major center of the fur trade. At the end
of the French Regime, Montreal was only just emerging from the rough and
ready conditions that characterized frontier towns. Its prosperity was
based largely on the fur trade, which even at this time.étretched across
nearly three.quarters of the continent. W

Under British rule the fur trade expanded and Montreal became
the capital of a huge commercial empire extending throughout the Great
Lakes Basin and iﬁto the Canadian Northwest. This empire, however, was
not built on sound commercial principles, for it was based upon an enter-
prise that was wholly dependent on the whims of fashion. Thus a constant
and stable market for the furs could not be counted upon. This was
especially hazardous for all those involved, from the trapper to the mer-
chant as well as those in subsidiary occupations, since it took a full
year for the furs to travel from the trapline to the final market.

For a variety of reasons the fur trade began to wane until by
1821 it had disappeared as a major factor in Montreal's economic life.
This disappearance did not cause a major upheaval in Montreal because it
had occurred gradually. During the same period Montreal's economy was

changing and it was becoming the center for a growing timber and agri-



cultural trade. The colonization of Upper Canada after 1783 had pushed
the frontier westwards. The communities that grew up in this newly pop-
ulated area were forced by geographical and political considerations to
look to Montreal for those essential commodities that they could not make
themselves, The\result was that as the fur trade disappeared a much more
diversified economic system began to develop., This diversification meant
that a more mature and fully developed set of institutions would be neces-
sary, than had been required during:the days of the fur trade. The chief
areas affected were those of finance and transportation.

In the field of finance the challenge was met by the establishment
of two banks. The first of these, the Bank of Montreal, appeared in 1817
and was shortly followed by the Bank of Canada. ‘Both of these were set up
to facilitate commercial transactions in the city, and with places out-
side the province, more especially New_York.(Z)

The development of transportation was a much more difficult
question. Although the city lay at the head éf ocean navigation, it was
unable to take full advantage of its position. The river between Montreal
and Guebec was difficult for sailing ships to navigate, the two main dif-
ficulties, beyond the necessity of favourable winds, were the shallowness
of Lake St, Peter and the swift St, Mary's Current, that swept through
the harbour at Montreal, making ascent to the town difficult, except
with a strong favourable wind., Although commercial steamboats were
plying the river between Montreal and Quebec as early as 1809, it was not
until the construction of the "Mercules) with its 100 n.p. enﬁége in 1823,

that towing ocean sailing ships up the river became feasible. Even

this was only a stop gap and Montreal did not achieve its real importance



as a seaport until later in the century when the channel below the
city was developed, and when ocean steamships could ascend the river un-
der théir OWn power,

Above Montreal, transportation was quite a different problem,
Numerous rapids made extensive canalization of the St.Lawrence and Ottawa
Rivers necessary. Although proposed by the Imperial Government, thi&:lachme
€anal had to be begun by a company of Montrealers who were unwilling to
see their growing trade with Upper Canada cease to expand because of in-
adequate transportation facilities, With the completion of the canal
(by the Provincial Government) in 1827, Montreal merchants were enabled te
ship their merchandise west with far greater ease than had previously
been possible.(h)

These are indicative 6f the efforts being made by Montrealers
at that time to .retain Upper Canadaiwithin the city's commercial sphere,
against the vigorous competition shown by New York for the same purpose.
Montreal's commerce was for the most part transhipment of products destined
for, or produced in, Upﬁer Canada, merchandise going west, timber, wheat
and other basic products going east. Nevertheless there were the nuclei
of manufacturing industries already developing in Montreal,

The development of Montreal from a center of the fur trade to a
commercial center had brought extensive changes to the town. The popu-
lation of approximately five thousand in 1760 had increased fivefold hy
1825, The area surrounded by the town ﬁalls had become far too small to
contain the growing population and as a result suburbs began to develop
outside them, Between 1801 and(%?l? the walls were torn down and the

suburbs became more accessible, The main area of development was in

the St., Lawrence suburbs to the west (true west) of the town, but there



was substantial construction in the Saint Antoine and St. Anne's Suburbs
to the soufh as well. The Quebec Suburb situated on the road to Quebec
contained a "s?ore or two" of houses situated for the most part on St,
Mary Stree¥; |
The difference between these suburbs and the old town was quite
marked., Construction in these newer areas‘was chiefly of wood & an occas-
ional brick house. At that time most of the "respectable" people still .
lived in the old town and only a few had begun to initiate the later
trend to the suburbs. These suburbs probably contained the dwellings of
the working classes of those days, although only a few industries such as
the Allison, Turner & Co. Foundry, Miller's Shipyard and several
Breweries were then in existence.
The old town which was bounded by McGill, Craig and Bonsecours'
Streets had a different character., The houses were of stone or rubble
construction and usually only one or two stories high, Their roofs were
covered with diagonal rows of tin or iron_shingles which gave the town
a dazzling appearance from a distance. -
In all, Montreal contained about a hundred streets most of them
narrow and crowded, especially in the old town. Mapyof them were named
after saints. This fesulted in several Protestant churches acquiring
the names of saints, for they were known by their locations. Thus such
churches as St. Gabriel Street Presbyterian Church or the St., James Street
‘Methodist Church were known as St. Gabriel's and St. James. (Although
long since removed from their original location some of these still re-

tain these names. For example, the St. James Street Methodist Church

is now St. James United on St. Catherine Street West,)



Among the few streets paved at this time were the town's two
main arteries, Notre Dame and St. Paul's Stfeet, both of which were rough-
ly parallel to the waterfront, Notre Dame was almost wholly residential
with the town's "aristocracy"” resident on its eastern portion, and the
middle class on its western half. The town's cross streets were a mix-
ture of residential and commercial premises.

Commerce and business centered on St. Paul Street, where most of
the shops stood. These were small and usually marked by a symbolic sign
as literacy was gquite restricted, Nearly all the upper stories of these
premises were occupied as dwellings, probably by the proprietors of the
businesses beneath.

Public services were at a minimum. Police protection was limited
to a few night watchmen and such fire protection as existed was in the
hands of fire insurance companies, Water supplies were only just being
installed and public transportation was quite unheard of. Business int-
erests, however, had erected public street lights on St. Paul Street
as early as 1816 and Notre Dame Street was similarly equipped soon after.
There is no record of public disposal of garbage, sewage, and snow, and
this was probably non existent, The sbsence or inadequate development
of these facilities added much to the difficulties of life.

The beginning of winter brought Montrealt!s commercial life to
a halt, for water transportation was made impossible by ice, and land
communications were difficult for passengers and extremely inefficient
for freight. The result was an increased number of social gatheringé.
These ranged from quiet family parties to gala public balls. Social

distinctions were evidently drawn for T.S., Brown states "the families of



those who sold at retail, or were concerned in mechanical operations were
blackballed if presented" at these public balls. There was a great deal
of drinking among all social classes and intoxication was a major social
problem. There were only a few other diversions to pass the long winter
hours. A theatre had been established on College.Street in 1825 but

sports and other recreations do not seem to have been popular pastimeg?)

This is a brief picture of the economic and historical background

of Montreal in the early 1820's, It was in this picture that the events
that were to lead to the establishment of the American Presbyterian

Church occurred.
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The American Community in -ontreal

At the time of the Conquest in 1760 the population of Montreal
(1)

was approximately five thousand persons, of whom the vast majority, if
not all, were of French originf2 The movement of British subjects into
Lower Canada that began after 1760 was not one of major proportions and
of this only a few Americans, and these chiefly merchants and fur traders,
moved to CanadaEB)The growth of the British population was slow., By
1766 it numbered merely six hundred people and it was still only between
two and three thousand in 1774. These were mostly merchants, traaers
and innkeepers.(S)Of those who came north from the older British colonies
some were, of course American-born, while others, such as James McGill,
were British in origin having previously emigrated to the American col-
onies from Great Britain,

With the advent of the American Revolution, thousands of
Loyalists were dispossessed and some 6,800 settled in the"0ld Province
of Quebec".(7>These Loyalists were accompanied by others who were
neither loyalist nor rebel, but who were simply seeking better oppor-
tunities.(8)The majority of these newcomers settled west of the Ottawa
River, but a few remained in, and east, of Montreal.

The actual number of Americans and others who entered Canada

from the United Stetes is not ascertainable, But L, L. Burt states in

his book, the Cld Province of Luebec, that the only bodies of immi-

grants to arrive from Great Britain before the turn of the century

(9)
numbered less than «ix hundred., Thus it would appear that the major-
ity of the Inglish speaking residents of Canada arrived from the United

States,
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The immigration into Lower Carnada from the United States after
the Eevolution was largely from New England and northwestern New YorkElO)
Although it included a large number of farmers seeking land, it also em-
braced persons of many different occupations, innkeepers, merchants and
various types of skilied isechanics. Montreal attracted numbers of these
imaigrants for its position at the junction of the Ottawa, St. Lawrence
end Richelieu Rivers furnished excellent communications with the vigor-
ous new settlements in Upper Canada, as well as with the older ones of
Luebec and New England. Especially attracted to the city were many New
England shopkeepers.(ll)

The key to much of this immigration from New Ingland to Lower
Canada lay in the geographical position of Vermont. Although one of the
United States, Vermont was part of the "Commercial Empire of the St.
Lawrence", bound to it by the Lake Champlain-Richelieu River System.
This tie was to remain intact right down until 1822 when the opening
of the Champlain Canal rave Vermonters a market for their products in
iiew York. Before this new market was opened, however, Vermont's depen-
dence on Lower Canadian trade routes for its economic existence encour-
aged mény of its commercially minded inhabitants to gravitate to
Montreal. This was especially true during the economic boom created by
the British demand for North American produce during the Napoleonic
Wars., "2)

The War of 1812 produced a somewhat unusual situation,for while
Great Britain and the United States were waging intensive warfare

against each other in the Atlantic and Great Lakes regions of North

America, New England and Lower Canada were relatively undisturbed.
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Although prohibited, trade between the two was carried on by means of
various devices, such as the use on Lake Champlain of a supposedly neut-
ral ship flying the Swedish flag.(la)ln fact the trade was so extensive
that Governor Prevost reported to Lord Bathurst that "Two thirds of the
Army in Canada are at the moment eating Beef provided by American an—
tracters drawn principally from the States of Vermont and New York. (1)

By 1812 the American commurity in Montreal had reached sizable
proportions., Of the 938 men who formed the lst battalion of the Montreal
Militia at this time, 236 were known to be Americans; many more were
American by birth but considered the@%lves British subjects.(IS)The
Proclamation issued at the outbreak of War in 1812, ordering all American:
either to take the Oath of Allegiance or leave the province was greeted
by mixed reactions. Come took the oath, others returned to the United
States and still others did neither. The Proclamation was apparently a
matter of form for no penalties were imposed upon those who ignored its
alternatives.(lé)

Montreal viewed the American segment of its population with
mixed feelings. French Canadian labourers disliked the competition for
jobs, provided by the American labourers. Anglo-Canadian merchants not
cnly envied their success but also feared that eventually the American
merchants would abandon Montreal taking a great deal of its commerce
with them.(l7)The American community, however, remained in Montreal
throughout the war with 1little, if any, molestation.

After the War of 1812, the officlal cla?§8%n Upper Canada

became extremely suspicious of the Jinited States and it seems likely

that this distrust spread,at least amocng certain groups, to Lower Canada.
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There it may have been intensified by the final loss of the fur bearing
area south of the Great Lakes and the loss of control over the canoe
routes to the west. These appeared much more disastrous at that time
than was actually the case. Coupled with this was the gradual withdraw-
al of Vermont, from the Comnercial Empire of the St. Lawrence, that began
in 1815 and was completed by the opening of the Champlain Canal in léég?
Various contemporary authorities gave conflicting reports of the attitudesg
adorted by Lower Canadians towards the Americans and American institutions,
and it is therefore difficult to make any definitive statement concern-
ing public opinion at the time, In general, however, distrust and sus-
piclon were probably confined to official cireles and directed chiefly
against the inhabitants of the United States, for the British and
American elements in the Montreal community appear to have lived in rela-
tive harmony.(ZO)

The expectation that the American community would leave Montreal
taking their trade with them never materialized, and the Americans
remained in Hontregﬁ The Montreal census of 1825 revealed a total popu-
lation of 26,154, The non-French Canadian element numbered 11,324,
nearly half the population. Both figures illustrated the substantial in-
creases which had taken place since 1762, The American community which
stood at 820 was fifth on the list of non-French Canadian groups. It was
preceded by the Irish (4,015), the Enplish Lower Canadians (3,128), the
Scoteh (L, 542) and the English (1,376)., The remesining 443 persons were
a very cosmopolitan group having originated in thirty other countriéi%)

By 1825 the American element in Montreal had attained a position

of considerable importance in the commercial field, The replacement ef
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of the fur trade by a wider range of commercial and industrial enter-
prizes had brought them into prominence. One of Mortreal's two banks,
the Bank of Canada, was founded by a group of Americans in 181852§id the
most widely read of Hontrea}'s three newspapers was published by HNahum
Mower from Vorcester, Mass.KZB)

Manufacturing interests run by Americans included the Eagle
Foundry. This was run by three brothers named ¥ard from Vermont. It was
in this factory that the engine for the "Hercules" was built, Its 10C hp.
elicited the comment that it was believed to be the mosF'powerful steam
engine of its type then in existence in North America.(Zh)The same firm
established the first steamboat ferry between Montreal and Laprairie in
1818.(25)The Lyman brothers from Northampton, Massachusetts, had just
entered the druggist. trade as manufacturers. Their brother-in-law,
Roswell Corse, was engaged in manufacturing paints and linseed oil in hic
St. Ann's suburdb factory.(zé)

At least two Taverns (hotels) were kept by Americans as were
several boarding houses. Elisha Lyman (from Northampton, Mass.) was the
proprietor of the Brock Tavern on McGill and College Streets. This
hotel served as the Montreal depot of the stage line to Kingston which
was run by Horace Dickinson, a fellow countryman of Lymanl.(27)

Skilled craftsmen were represented by the blacksmiths, Sarmel
Hedge (another Lyman brother-in-law) and Jonathan Alger. The DeVitt
brothers, Jagob and Jabez, were engaged in making hats at this time and
M. Savage was producing corsets, pelisses and mantuas, David Nels?n )

28

was a saddler, an important trade in the days before the automobile.

Among Montreal's merchants at this time were Horatio Gates,

who dealt in potash and flour, Zabdiel Thayer, a crockery merchant,



Benjamin Throop, groeer, and Daniel E, Tyler, tea merchant, There were
also a couple of American born doctors and an attorney among Montreal's
professional classes.(29)

Thus it can be seen that the Americans were making a valuable

contribution to the life of Montreal despite the suspicion and distrust

with which they were viewed from some quarters,

THE CHURCH BACKGROUND

American influences had been present in Montreal Presbyterianism
for nearly four decades before the erection of the American Presbyterian
Church. The first of these appeared in 1786 when the Rev, John Bethune
organized the first Presbyterian congregetion in Montreal, Bethune, like
a number of his congregation, was a Loyalist who had been imprisoned by
the Americans. After his release he became chaplain to the 84th or RPoyal
Highland Emigrant ﬁegiment and when the latter was disbanded he settled
in MontrealEBO)Also included in this congregation wey® a number of New
Englanders who left home before the Revolution and who preferred to remain
under the British flag rather than to return to an independent United
States, This congregation was short-lived, breaking up when Bethune
moved to Glengarry the ne#t year. For several years thereafter the
Presbyterians worshipped with the Anglicans under the Anglican minister,
the Rev. David Delisle.(Bl)

The second attempt to establish a formal Presbyterian church in
Montreal was also the result of influences from the United States.,

This time, however, it was the outcome of friendly aid and encouragement

from the American Church. The Presbytery inAlbany allowed one of its

ministers, the Rev. John Young, a Scotsman from Ayr, to journey to

16 .



Montreal for the purpose of helping its Presbyterians to organize a
church., This was in due course accomplished and on September 9, 1791, it
became an official member of the Albany Presbytery, Young being named its
"stated supply".(BZ) This appears to have been the only aid that the
Church received from the United States, If there was any further help
either spiritual or financial, records of it have not survived,

In June 1793 the connection with the Presbytery at Albany was

transferred to the newly formed Presbytery of Montreal, This Presbytery

had a very uncertain existence and very little is known about it. Although

no formal connection is evident in this early period of its history, the
background of the St. Gabriel St, Church,as it became known,was defini-
tely Church of Scotland and not that of one of the Secession churchesEBB)

In 1802 Young resigned his charge and the Church remained
without a minister for several months. 7Them a dispute arose as te which
of two candidates should be called to the pastorate, The result of the
vote taken in May 1803 was quite clear, but the dissenting minority was
dissatisfied and withdrew to form a church of its own. This group organ-
ized, not under the minister on whose.behalf it had seceded, but under
his successor, the Rev, lobert Faston, who was a member of the Associate
Reformed Synod of Scotland.(3h)

The seceders were, for the most part, divisible into two groups;
the first were those of American birth whose religious upbringing was
not in the tradition of the Church of Scotland; the second consisted of
persons whose views(;gge sympathetic to those held by the secession

churches in Scotland, These views were reflected in the seven resolu-

tions adopted by the Church Committee on May 24, 18C5 and approved by

the Conpregation on June 3rd of the same year, These lald down that

17
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the new church was to be a member of the "Associate Reformed Synod of
Scotland commonly called Burgher Secession," and that its ministers were
to be procured from thet source. They also stipulated that if the churech
ever broke the conrection with this Synod, any "monies" collected in the
United States for its construction should be refunded to the Synodical
Fund of the Burgher Secession Church in the United Stateszé)Of the
£1,500 eventuslly collected for the construction of a church building
some £600 was donated from sources in the United States,(z7gurther indi-
cation of American interest and influence in Montreal Presbyterianism,

The Church which was built with this money was erected on the
west side of St. Peter Street facing St. Sacrament; and was known as the
St, Peter Street Presbyterian Church, Through the years the character
of the Church gradually changed. Thus in 1822 when it became necessary
to seek a new minister, a dispute arose as to which Branch of the
Presbyterian church should be approached for a replacement. At a church
meeting called to reach a decision, it was decided by a small majority
to send to the Church of Scotland for a successor. This move aroused
the ire of various meabers of the congregation, they contending that
since not all those eligible to vote on the issue had been allowed to do
so, the decision was invalid. Furthermore it was their belief that the
decision was a violation of the Church'!s obligations to those who had
helped to bulld and to maintain ito(BS)These rmembers, evidently agreeing
with the view of Deacon Samuel Hedge, that althcough he had no objection
to going to heaven, he utterly failed to see the necessi%gggf going

there by way of Scotland, then withdrew from the Church. These se-

ceders were mostly American by birth, but they were joined by others

of different origins as well, Those who chose to remain with the old
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Church were also of different origins, and included a few American born.
(40)
Thus the split was not solely along lines of national origin,
The forepgoing reasons for the organization of the Church are

founded on religious factors. The only apparent reason based on secular

considerations is the one advanced by Campbell in his History of the St.

Gabriel Street Church, He maintains that the animosity with which the

Loyalist groups unfairly regarded the American community as a result of
the War of 1812 was the paramount reason for the creation of the Chﬁi%g.
The strength of this argument is somewhat weakened by the observation
that the split in the St., Peter Street Church occurred seven years after
the war had ended and was not wholly on lines of national origin. It
loses still further weight when it is remembered that the Presbyterians

have always laid great stress on both doctrine and beliefs and that it

is characteristic of them to divide over issues ranging from the intro-

(42)
duction of organ music in the church services, to the relationships
(43)
between the €hurch and the State. Thus the change in denominational

allegiance from the Burgher Secession Church to the Church of Scotland
was in all probability the major cause of the split. This argument is
all the more valid as the group that originally broke away from the St,.
Gabriel Street Church in 1803 to form the St. Peter Street Church did
so because it was more in sympathy with the secession churches than
with the Church of Scotland,

The seceders did not immediately organize a new church, and
indeed for some time it was undecided as to whethe? tgey should organi-

L,

ze as a Presbyterian or as a Cengregational church. This indecision

can probably be attributed to the fact that many of the seceders had



New England Congregational bacxgrounds, but had joined the Presbyterian
church in Montreal because no Congregational church existed at that time,
This indecision might also be ascribed to the "Plan of Union". This was
an agreement reached by the Presbyterian and Congregational churches in
the United States in 18C1l, It sought to eliminate local conflict and un-
necessary duplication of churches in new areas, It had been possible
because the differerices between the two churches were based not on doc-
tfine but on the forms of church government.(hs)Under this Plan local
churches could organize as one or the other but still call a minister

of either denomination,

The cguestion was eventually resolved in favour of the Presby-
terian order of church govermment. Although no specific reason for the
choice was recorded, one can assume that it was probably based on the
connection with the St., Peter Street Presbyterian Church, and on the
fact that one of the reasons for the secession was the severance of the
ties of that Church from the Burgher Secession Church in the United
States. The decision having been made, the American Presbyterian
Society was organized on December 24, 1822.(h6)

At approximately the same time as the events described above,
the Methodist Churches in Great Britain and the United States reached
agreerent over the dispute which had arisen between them over the ques-
tion of which had the respensibility for the mission field of British
North America. The agreemcnt provided that herceforth the Methcdist
Episcopal Church of the Urited States would limit its activities to

Upper Cahada and the Wesleyan Methodists from Britain to Lower Canada.

To comply with the terms of this agreement, each church withdrew its

missionaries at work in the other's territory and advised its adher-
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ents to unite with the other group. In Montreal some of the members con-
nected with the American church refused to unite with their British bret-
hren and, instead, joined the seceders from the St. Peter Street Chuﬁ?Z?
Unfortunately no record of the individusls involved or even the size of
the group seems to have survived., It also seems likely that a few memb-
ers of the St, Gabriel Street Church may have withdrawn at this time in
order to join the new church. Here again no definite record seems to
have survived to substantiate this.(hg) |

Once organized, the American Presbyterian Church of Montreel

affiliated itself with "The Presbyterian Church in the United States"',

This comnection it retained for just over a century. 1lhen in 19<5 it
severed its bonds with the American Church in order to participate in a
great new experiment in Christianity. This was the new United Church of
Canada which was based upon a union of the Congregational, Methodist and
Presbyterian Churches of Canada, fhe roots of those grcups that had
originally formed the American Presbyterian Church of tontreal,
Despite the relatively orderly progression of events noted

above, it is difficult to set an exact date at which it may be said that
the Church came into existence, This is not because of a lack of dates,

but rather because of an overabundarice of them. The first meeting to

(49)
be recorded took place on December 24, 1822, Church services began
(50)
two months later on February <3, 1623, but the formal crganization of

(51)
the Church did not occur until a uonth after that on March 23, 1843,

The reasons for this profusion of dates lie in the rather peculiar or-

ganization set up to manage the Church's affairs,
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The Society

Te people who forred the american Iresbyterian Church were,
as hus been pointed out, of varying denominational backgrounds,and
this was reflected in the organization and institutions they adopted
when setting up the Church, - the basic foﬁm of church govermoent was
Fresbyterian, but there were some features that were quite foreign to
the usual structure of that church. Although there were liethodists
in the group,no distinctly l.ethodist institutions such as ™the class
neeting™ appears to have been adopted in the constitution or practice
of the new Church., TYerhaps this may be ascribed to the fact that in
all probability their numbers were quite small.(l)

The Congregational influences in the Church were very strong
and the differences from the regular order of a Iresbytefian church
bear a distinetly Congregational stamp, At that time there was no
Congregational church in liontreal and the Congregationalists appear to
have worshippred with the I'resbyterians, Of the early riembers of the
american Presbyterian Church whose originsg cun be traced, s consider-
able number appears to have come from New .ingland Congregutional
backgrounds.(z)

The first of the Congresational influences to appear was also
one of the strongest, and, because it was alien to the Presbyterian
order, it wus to cause numerous conmlications in the future history of
the Church, This influence was the establishment of the "american
Fresbyterian Jociety of l'ontreal®,

In sorie of the New :ngland States "the society" was a body
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recognized by state laws of incorporstion, This body utually con-
sisted of a nuwber of persons (not necessurily all, or even a few, had
to be Tull church nenbers) associated to runapge the congregation's
property and finances. In the Congregational church the Society vas
an inportant and often independent body.  3oumetinies the church could
not take action unless its decisions were concurred in by the Society.
Although unrecognized by "The Constitution of the Presbyterian Church
of the United States" these Societies were occasionallr found in FPros-
byterian churches.(B) Two reasons rey be advanced for this, the first
being that local state laws of incorporation may have regquired such an
institution for the holding of land. The usecond is that 1t may have
been.an outgrowth of the 1801 Iun of Union on lines similar to those
oceuring in the Montreul Chureh.

The ‘merican Presbyterian Soclety developed from the first re-
corded meeting held on Christmus ilve, 1822 in the City Tavern.(h)
Although they did noﬁ adopt a corstitution until some weeks later the
Bixty-six persons present at that Tirst neeting appointed an eight man
Prudential Cormittee, It was to be the duty of this committee to
secure premises in which to hold public worship, to employ a minister
and to niake all other necessary arrangeuents. By this time some 100
persons had subscribed £340 for two years tg defray the expenses that
night arise in connection with the Church.()) A8 a result‘of the
Cormittee's efforts, the first chureh services were held on February
23, 1823 in the Yesleyan Chapel on 3t. Junes Street and were conducted

(6)
by the Rev. Sarmuel “helply of Flatisburg.
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The Constitution of the Society was guite straightforward.
T™e object us stated in the preamble was "to form and build up a church
and congrezation in this place according to the pure prineiples of the
Gospel".(7) It is noted thut although the majority of persons in the
Society were Americaqs "it is by no neans intended to exclude any on
account of origin".(&) The Cong#titution also outlined the rules ané
regulations of the 3ociety and set tines for the annual meeting, the
conditions for the election of officers, and the appointment of a pru-
dential Gormmittee. Provisions for special meetings and the uajorities
needed before certain yuestions were to be considered as decided, were
also carefully outlined. The only extraordinary feature concerned the
executive of the Society. iHach year at the Annuél I'eeting, held on
Christnes Day, a Secretary, a Treasurer and the frudential @ommittee
were appointed for the coming year. The Soclety did not elect a
Fresident, but rejuired thst at each neeting the Secretury should be
responsible for initiating action to elect a chairman for that lieeting.
ﬁhe Society as such met only a few tines a year,for the Annual l'esting
and any other special neetings that might be thought necessary for
specific purposes) The only exception to this rule occurred when a
meeting was adjourned rather than dissolved. s+hen such a meeting ro-
convened the previous chaimean was still in the chair, The 3Society,
however,'COntinually elected Jacob De.iitt to this position, with scarce-
ly a break from its first meeting in 1622 until his death in 1859.(10)

Ho clear statenent seens to exist as to what constituted quali-

fication for riembership in the Society, but it appears to have been

based on the ownership or rentul of a pew in the Church. Certainly no
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requirerient of full church menbership wus derwnded either for membership
or even for tenure of office in the Society and in fact ten of the
thirty-seven persons who held office in the Society were never camrmuni-
cants of the Church.(ll)

Te Prudential Cormittee was, with the Seceretary and the
Treasurer, the controlling body of the Society. .ach year until 1864
it was appointed by the annual lieeting, but in 1804, under the ict of
Incorporation, the Trustees alone were appointed and they took over the
few functions vhich at that time were left to the Prudential Commit-

(12)
tee.

The Society existed to control the temporal affuirs of the
Church, a duty that would have been perfomied by a board of trustees in
a resgular Presbyterian church. Thus it fell to the Socisety to hold
the land for the Church. The difficulties surrcunding this question
will be dealt with in a future chapterle) but it should be pointed out
that both the men who jointly owned the property of the Chuireh before
1837 and the Trustees after that date were members of the Society,
ruther than of the Church, This is shown by the fact that nine of the
twenty-five trustees appointed up to the yeur 184, were merely adherents
and not full comrmnicant nembers of the Church.(lh)

The aAct of Incorpvoration acquired in 1864 was virtually a new
constitution for the Society., It placed the control of the Society's
affairs in the hands of the Trustees., It required that the Trustees

elect a Chairman, a Secretary, and a Treasurer and it set up a nine man

board of trustees with specific temis of office, both features not having
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heen delineated before that tinme. This had the effect of tying the
Church and Socliety together in a fur closer relationship then hud pre-
viously existed. It also made the orgunization of the Ghurch conform
more closely with the usual fresbyterian pattern.(l5)

The Church,

Despite the faet that by the end of February 1823 attempts to
procure a minister and to finance the Chureh's operations had begun,
the Church itself hud not been formally organized as a Christian
community. The first steps toward thiz end were taken at a meeting in
Samusel Hédge's hone on larch 8, 1823.‘1 ) At that time, and at two
subsequent meetings, the gathering discussed and finally adopted a
Covenant and a Confession of Faith for the Church. On larch 23, the
Church was formally organized as such by the Rev. Samuel Whelply and
less than a nionth later.the Lord's Supper was observed for the first
time.(17) The object of the Church was to form a Christian coammunity
for the worship of God. This object, the Church intended to pursue
under the presbyterian form of church govermment. Ais a result, one of
the first aetions taken after forrul organization had been accomplished
was the choosing of elders to formm the Session, This body was the con-
trolling organ of the Church's spiritual affairs, 0f the four nen
originally chosen to £1ill the office of elder on liarch 26,(18) two de-
clined, and a fifth was later chosen to form a Session of three, These
three, George Savags, Sanuel Hedge and Zlisha Lyman were ordained to
their office on April 10, 1823E19)

Congregational influences, although strong in the Society, were

31



32

not confined to that body and show up in the Chureh as well. The
Covunant und ulic Confession of Eaith(zo) both state allegiance t0 Pres-
byberian practices and forrs, but their very existence is an indication
of Congregational influences and thinking,. The practice of having an
individusl Confession of Fauith and a separate Covenant for each church
was a Congrezational ons, not normally found in a Preshyterian church.
This was in line with the basic thinking behind the two forms of church
sovernnent. The Congresational Church pelieved in a system whereby
each local church was an autonomous unit owing no allegiance to any body
in doctrine or in government. The Presbyterian Church, on the other
hand, recurded the locul church merely as a amall part of the whole
church, This was subject to a pyrunidical strueture of chureh courts
in matters of both church govermrent and doetrine, and thus a Covenant
and Confession of Fuith would be for the church as a whole and not just
the local church.,

Althouszh it had been orgunized as a Presbyterlan church, it took
no steps to unite with any FPresbytery of any of the Presbyterian Churches
until tay, 1824.(21) Then it applied for admission to the Presbytery of
New York, which was connected with "The Presbyterisn Church in the United
Stutes of america®, It was adnitted and remained in that Fresbytexry
until November 1830.(22) At that time, the Third PIresbytery of llew York
City was erocted and the american Fresbyterian Church was transferred to
its oversight. It remained in this body until well after the period
under diseussion,

Cne of the najor problems that faced the Church and 3ociety was

that of obtaining a minister, The Rev, 3aruel “helyply had aided in the
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foundation of the Chureh but he was conmected with a church at Plattsburg
and had merely been on an eight week leave of absence from his church to
help the I-.‘.ontrealers.(g‘j) The Church vwus served by a number of tempo-
raxyy supply ninisters for sone time, Then the Society issued a eall to
the Rev, Jodeph Sanford. This was refused as was a second invitation

(24)
which contained slightly better terms., After a further period, the

Church and Society issued a call to the Rev, Joseph Stibhs Ghristnms.(zs)
This call was accepted and on August 1, 1824 he was irgducted as the first
pastor of the Church by the Presbytery of lNew York.(2 ) The induction
service was held in the 3t, Peter Street Presbyterian Gmrch(z’” as the
American Presbyterian Society had not yet begun to erect a bullding for
the accommodation of the Church.

liembership in the Church had two sidss. The first and most
important was communicant membership. This included only those entitled
to partake of the Lord's Supper. This privilege was limited to those who
had rade a publiec confession of faith or who had transferred their menber-
ship from another Church. In both cases théy had to be approved by the
liinister, Jession and comrunicant members before publicly agreecing to
the Church's Covenant and Confession of Taith, and being enrolled in the
Church Register. The Church began with twenty membors,but by 1866 this
had reached 340, In the forty-four year interval some 921 names were
enrolled, but deaths, transfers and removals kept the membership at any
one period below 400 membe}-s. The other element of church menbership
wus the adherent nembership, 3trictly speaking they were not nerbers

and their nanes are only listed indirectly. 0Often the husbands oxr wives

of corwnicant menbers, they were frequently active in Church affairs and



many of the men owned pews in the clurch building. Their exact numbers
are not ascertainable but they were probably fairly nunerous,

The problen of coe-terminal interests and membership between the
Churell and the Society niade the determination of any dividing lines be-
tween the two very difficult. The two operated as if they were quite
independent of orne another, but since their operutions concerned the
same persons and events this wus inpossible. In theory, the control of
spiritual affairs of the Church passed to the Session as soon as it was
established. The control of temporul affuirs however remuained with the
Society. The aifficulty with this arrangement was that the Society
laid claim to the right to nominate the elders who formed the 3Session,
thus giving then an indirect control over spiritual affairs as well,
Although there were other overlapping areas of jurisdiction this wus the

najor one and it led t0 several very difficull situations.

The Relationshlips Between the Church und the Society.

The rather unusual synthesis of the various organs of church
govermaent, whose develorment has been outlined, did not prove to be en-
tirely satisfactory in practice. The difficulty lay in the fact that
the organs were derived from ﬁwo different traditions and these had cone-
cepts of the division of jurisdiction which were not always conpatible,
A8 the exact functions of each group were not clearly defihed, conflicts
éid arise”between the Church and the Society. TUsually these were short-
lived and quite often no protests were made when one infringed uvpon the
jurisdiction of the other, Once or twice, however, matters of principle

were involved and the disputc becane yuite bitter, The pattern of



relationships wus further confused and often nede even riore inexplicable
by the fact that the mermbership of the Church and the Society and their
controlling bodies were quite often largely cormposad of the same people,
The basiec difference between the two main sections of the Church
comnunity was that its spirituzl affairs were looked after by the
Session, which wae a small body representative of the comunicant mene
bers, The tenporal affairs of the community were governed by the
executive, the Prudential Committee‘and the Trustees of the Society.
Although the division seens clear enough, the actual dividing line was
often innossible to draw as the implémentation of a spiritual matter
often necessitated the expenditure of funds which wus a temporal affair.
Sonetinies one body realized it wus stepping into the otherts field und
dropned the matter bafore it could hecome an issue. Such a case arose
in 1827 when the Society considered the advisability of altering the
Covenant and the Confession of Faith.(zg) A8 these two documents had
been drawn up by the Chureh, and were definitely spiritual affairs, this
action would have been considered an unwarranted intrusion upon the pre-
rogativeé of the church, and thus strongly resented; Fortunately, howe-
ever, the Society abandoned the idea and conseguently no dispute arose,
(ne area that could eusily have bacame a fertils field of con-
Tlict was in regurd to jurisdiction over the regulur Sunday services of
the clurch, These were spiritual affuirs, and thus under the care of
the Session. However the Society frequently interfered with their con-
duct. Despite this the Jession raised no objections, The gquestion of
taking an offering wus a case ol this type, and the Society often intro-

duced or abolished this feature of the service without any prior consul-
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tation with the Session or indeed without any subsequent objection. In
1855(29) the Society even went as far as to change the Sunday afternoon
service to the evening, and despite the fact thut the session had tried
this in 1845,(30) when it proved impractical, the latter body voiced no
objections to the niove, either on the grounds that this was not the
Society's right or that it had previously proved impractical.

Closely related to the same problem was the question of church
music. ‘Pwice the Society adopted new Fymn Books for the church, withe
out any apparent consultation with the Jession or Congregation.(al)

Hor were thers any subsequent objections by the Church., A similar lack
of response was showm when the Society deeided to employ a choir dirsctor
to lead the singing in the services.(BZ)

In strange contrast to the stoms that were created in other
Presbyterian Churches(BB) of the day over the same issues, wus the cone=
plete lack of interest with which the Session regurded the possible

(34) (35)
introduction of an organ and the congregational mode of singing,.
The Session did not oppose these innovations either on religiocus grounds,
as in other churches, or on the grounds that this was a natter solely
under their jurisdiction, 1In faet there is no recorded opposition what-
soever.

<hen it first crecated the Prudential Cormittee, the Society
assigned to it the tasi of procuring a ninister for the Church,. It re-
tained this function after the formal organization of the Church. The
Society chose the candidate to be approached, but this was always done
with the full cooperation of the Churei, To signify the Congregationts

approval the elders signed the official ceall together with the Prudential



Committeeo, the Trustees and the exceutive of the Society,

(nly in one field did the Church ard Soclety come into serious
disapgreerent, The conflict developed over the gquestion as to who should
elect the elders to tne Church 3ession. The Tresbyterian type of Church
government consists of a pyramldical system of church courts, Starting
from the local church, there are the Session, the Tresbytery, the Synod
and the Generul Assenbly, The Sessicn is the governing body of the
local church in spiritual affuirs, but its decisions, if i{ is thought
necessary, ray be apnealed to Presbytery or even Turther up the scale to
the superior courts of the Church. The Session's dubties are treated in
detail in Chapter # & but basically it is their quty to watch over the
spiritual welfare of the Church, In & regular Presbyterian Church of
the period, elders were élected by the adulz riale members of the congre-
gation In full commwnion with t}}e church.(3 ) In the anerican Presby=-
terian Church of Yontreal a somewhat different custon provailed. ‘hon-
ever it becane necessary to appoint new elders, the Session would rotify
the 3ociety. The Sceisty would nor:xinate the reguired nuriber of elders
and ask th’e congregation to concur in thelilr nomination, after this they
would be ordained to their office, This gystem was repugrunt to nany
church nenbers because they opposed non-communicants, (as were some of
the nmenmbers of the Society) voting in the election of Session despite the
fact thut only a communicant could become an elder,

The reasons for the develorment of this peculiar and unwieldy
system are complicated and go back to the foundation of the Church in

1822, Three days after the formal orgunization of the Church as a

Christian body, the rmale nembors met and elected four of their number as
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elders, two declined the position and a fifth was naned to replace thern.

Those 1ien were duly ordained to their position on April 23, 1823.(37)
The next year the Society cluimed that these men had not been properly
chosen and elected three nmen to serve us elders, apparently asking the
Church nerely to coneur in the election.

This action was protested to the Presbytery of New York on the
%&umd ?hat non-cormmnicants had taken purt in the election. On July 30,
1824(3&) Presbytery ruled that all male nembers of the congregation who

were oither subscribers to the Society or pewholders of a year's standing
were entitled to vote in these elections, This was, of course, a vice
tory for the Society.

In December 1825, the Ghurch petitioned the Society to grant to

(39)
it the execlusive right of electing its ovm elders. The petition

was not Bustained.(AO) In 1830, the Society elacted two elders. Io
opposition wus raised by the Church and the men were duly ordained on
June 18, 1830, 1In 1834, two more elders were elected, but an attenpt
from within the Society to tyransfer this preromative to the Church alone
failed.(hl)

In Pebruary 1840, the Session took the initiative in recoumend-
ing the addition of three elders to the 3ession. No further action was
taken until July, vhen the Socisty elected a single elder, At the sane
reeting it again considered a proposal to let the Ghurch choose its own
eldors, but once aguin no concrete action was undertaken.(hz) The next
day the Church flatly refused to concur in the election of the elder and
categorile%y denied the Society's right to elect the nembers of

3

Session, Those neasures passed by votes of 32-18 at the Church's
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annual meeting, In Decentber of the same year, these decisions were re-
versed by a vote of 55«37 and the elder chosen by the Society wms cone-

(44)

firmed in his positicn, The result of this decision was that twelve
people left the ehurch.(AB) Yo reasons for this surrender of the
éhurch's right are given,

The natter rested for three years befors any further action was
taken., Then in liay 1844, the Session, acting on the advice of two men-
bers of the Third Presbytery of New York City who had visited lontreal
the previous fall, publiely nominated three elders.(hé) The Society
rejected these "pretensions” and nominated its own slate also passing a
resolution to the effect that they "cannot admit any assumed prerogative
to encroach upon their rights and privileges and do hereby declare the
namination of last Sabbath null and void".(lﬂ) The Church, indignant
at this treatment, refused to take any further steps at thut time.(hs)

In I'arch of the following year, the Session was_callgd on to act
on the Society's nominations of the preceding May. The meeting that
was called on the issue was protracted and various procedural devices
were tried to prevent any decision being reached. The result was, how-
ever, that the Church approved the Society's choice and again surrender-
ed its claim to the choosing of its ovn elders to thse Society.(hg)

This decision was not unanimous and a protest was drafted.

This, with supporting documents was sent to Tresbytory for a decision,
The protest,‘it should be noted, was signed by sixty-two people, FPres-
bytery's reply was in the form of advice rather than a dsecision for it
folt that the apreal was really beyond its jurisdiction,

The reply first noted that its advice of July 30, 1824, to the
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effect "that every mule member of the congregation who is either a sub-
scriver to the Society or a pewholder in the Church for at least one
year be entitled to vote™ has not been followved,. It further notes that
the General Assembly -of 1830 forbude unbuptived persons from voting in
¢hurch elections. It then stated that while all previous elections
were valid, in future, only church menbers should be ullowed to vote.

It also reco:.men_ded that the Church meet and agree on a rode for future
elections, The Secretury of Presbytery aslso pointed out that the usual
procedure was for the Session to nominante candidates and for the Church
to vote for elders from among the nominees.(so)

In l'ay the candidates originally nomineted by the Soclety a year
previously and eventually approved by the Church were ordained. HNo
further action about « settlenent was taken, either on the lines sugpest-
ed by Presbytery or on any other lines,

The natter rested there until October 1847, when thirty-one of
the Church neibers potitioned Presbytery for the answers to six questions
that had vexed the peace of the Church, They requested a ruling so that
they could clear avay the disputes thudt plagucd the Clurch hefore the
opdination of their now minister, the Rev, John licLeod. The first five
questions dealt largely with matters of procedure and the answers were
quite straightforumrd. The sixth dealt with tho question of the elsc-
tion of the elders und was in two purts. The Tirst part asked if Prese
bytery had meant in its advice of April 26, 18645 that only church mabers
werc to vote in these elections, This wos answered in the affirmative.
The sceond rhalf of the question asked Iresbybtery to request a statenent

from the Jession as to why the latter had not called s neeting to settle
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the guestion in 1345. Presbytery explained that this had mersly been
a recormendation and not an injunetion,

After a hrief review of the situation it pointed out thut while
it wmos definitely the right of a church to nominate und chocse its own
officers, usage in the lontreal Church had allowed the Soeiety to name
inute these officers, with the Church huving the right either to conecur
in the noridnation or to reject then. 'Therefore it saw no reason to up-
set this custonm.

T™ils recariendation seers to have been adopted and from this
tine forward the procedure wau for the SJegsion to suggest to the Society
that new elders would be nesded. The Socieﬁy vould rake its nomina-
tions, then the Church and sessiom would concur in the election of the
personsg so noninated.

The.whole dispute originated in the curious conbination of ine
stitutions set upy vy the Church Corrmnity and was further conplicated
by a possible misunderstanding of the relationship of the Church and
5ociety by the Fresbytery of Iiew York. This is not unlikely as the
set=up was quite unique and definitely foreign to the presbytericn fom
of govermnient,

In retrogspact the case of the Session and Congre;ation sconms to
be the strorger of tlie two, it being based on three considerations,

(1) the usual practice in Presbyterian Churches, (2) the fact that the
first Session was elected by commnicant male members-only, (3) those
who were to adiilnister the spiritual life of the church should be chosen
by "believers'™ only, The Soclety's clain rected on the guesticnable

constitutionality of the firut session which had been established before



a settled clergyran hud been procured. cnee having gained this point
it selized the initiative und haviung orgunized a session, proceeded to base
its c¢lains on precedent. The final result uyheld the Church's position
that none but comrmnicants should vote, but then ipnored this by agreeing
that the method in use was quite satisfactory.

The vwhole pattern of relationships between thoe Church and the
Society seens to have been that the sSociety encroached upon the jurisdice
tion of the Church. #hy it did is not evident. It may have been that
as it was founded first it felt that trudition dietated that it should
undertuke the leadership of the Church. Perhaps sincerheycontrolled the
Churen's finance they felt they should also control its life, it night
even be luid to the personalities of the men involved,

For the most part the Church did not contest these infringements
but when it did, it put up a detemined fight, until Presbytery had to be
called in to arbitrate. 1lauch of this night have been avoided if the
Church had orgmnized solely along either Presbyterian or Congregational
lines. The peculiar synthesis of the two systems did not rake the div-
ision of fimetions beitween the Chureh's two organs sufficiently elear and
econsequently conflicts arose. Un the whole, it is surprising that this
peculiar organization did not lead to more serious conflicts than was

actually tlie case.
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see Chapter } 9
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One of the first problems to face the new Arerican Presbyterian
Church after its formatioﬁ was that of acquiring recognition of its
status as a church by the local eamrmunity and also recognition as a
lsgal entity by the Govermment. 3uch recognition was absolutely
'necessary if the Chureh were to fulfil the purposes for which it had
been brought into existence,

It was not long before the Lontreal commnity recognized the
Americaﬁ Presbyterian Church as a Separate entity., This recognition
was not demonstrated by any official ceremonies by any one organization
or even by a group of organizations, but was indicated by invitations
to join such groups as the Protestant comaittee for burying paupers who
died in the llontreal General Hospital.(l) Recognition was also evinced

(2)
by the willingness of the .Jesleyan liethodists and later by the 3t.

Peter Street Presbyterian Church(B) to lease their buildings to the
American Pregbyterians that the latter might hold services, Recogni-
tion outside ehurch groups was signifled by the participation of the
fontreal Masonic Lodges at the laying of the cormerstone of the Church's

(4)
first building. -

.

Cfficial recognition of the Church by the Government was a for-
nal affair and one that was very important to the welfars of the Church,
The absence of officiel recognition during the early years of the Church's
life seriously impaired its activities in both spiritual and temporal
affairs. At the tine of the foundatior of the Americun Presbyterian
Church, this recognition consisted of two elements. I"ron the viewpoint
of the community and of spiritual welfare the most important of these

was the right to hold authorized rsgisters in.which to record baptisms,
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narriages and burials, If the Church were refused the right to hold
such registers it meant that the performance of these cerernonies would
not be recognized by law and indeed would be considered illegal. .As
these ceremonies were considered to be an essential part of religious,
as well as of tenporal life, the inability of a church to perform thenm
was regarded as extremely serious. From the temporal viewpoint,
official rscognition required the acquisition by the Church of corporate
status. This meant that the Church could establish a board of trustees
to hold its property in trust, and to institute legal action on behalf
of the €hurch,

At this tine the legal status of the different Protestant dena-
inations in the Canadas was a subject of dispute. The Church of England
clained that as it wus the Established Church in Zngland it was also the
Established Church in the Colonies and thus it vigorously defended its
claim to be the sole custodian of registers of baptisms, marriages and
burials. These claims were strongly contested by the Church of Scotland
which maintained that as it was the HEstablished Church in Scotland it had
aquel status with the Church of lingland in the Colonies. The attitudes
of the various government officials were divided, with the result that no
clear statement of the relative positions of the two churches was
possible.(s)

By 1820 the Church of Scotland had succeeded in attaining equal-
ity‘of status with the Church of England in regard to the custody of
registers. The question of incorporation was, however, a very different
one, Incorporation through the Provincial Legislature had not been

(6)
achieved by the Anglicans, but they had succeeded in getting corporate



' (7)
privileges through grants of Royal Letters Patent. The Church of

Scotland was unable to acquire similar privileges either by Royal
Letters Tatent or by acts of incorporation., This resulted in some in-
convenience, for in kontreal, the St. Gabrisl Street Church, a Church
of Scotland congregation, had discovered that its property was not held
by the elected successors of the first board of trustees, but rather by
the heirs of the members of the first board, To ensure that the land
was to be held by the trustees elected successors alone, necessitated a
laborious and time consuming series of legal conveyances and agroenents.
ilhen the Church petitioned the Governor-in-Chief for an act of incorpor-
ation in 1827 to circumvent this difficulty, the petition was refused on
the advice of the Attorney Gensral, This official maintained that the
Governor~-in=-Chief did not have the necessary authority to grant such a
charter.(S) |

The position of the other Protestant denaninations was quite
clear, they simply had no existence in law as churches. They were
denied corporate status as woll as the custody of authorized registers,
One llinister at Quebec who had ignored this restriction in 1803 and had
perfomed baptisms, marriages and burials, had been prosecuted at the
instigation of the Anglican Bishopfg) The Court'found that he had acte-
ed far beyond his authority and forbade him to continue performing the
three ceremonies in question.(IO)

The only other religious groups present in any rumber in Lower
Canada at this time were the Roman Catholics and the Jews, The Roman
Catholie Church had received its rights to property and registers from

the old French régime. 4s the Cession of 1763 had brought only a few
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changes, these rights rermained substantially the same, The Jewish

(11)
community in Montreal numbered only 56 in 1825, but it received the
(12)
custody of authorized registers in 1829 and the right to own pro-

(13)
perty in trust in 1846,

Although the American Presbyterian Church was accorded social
recognition as a ehurch by the llontreal community shortly after its
foundation, legal recognition by the Govermment at Quebsc was neither as
quickly nor as easily obtained, The fetition presented to the Provin-
cial House of Assembly on January 23, 1826 stated that when the &hurch
had presented a set of registers to the Court of King's Bench for
official authorfzation, as required by law it had been told:

That it having been decided in the Provinecial Court of Appeals
that the Statute which requires the Enregistration of Marriages,
Baptisms and Burials in Lower Canada, does not authorize the
granting of Registers to any other Protestant ¥inisters than those
of the Established Churches of i#ngland and Scotland, we must in
conformity thereto, and until some further Legislative Proceeding
is nade restrict ourselves to the granting of Registers only to
Ministers of the above Churches and therefore, that it is not now
in our power to sign the Registers by you presented and comply
with the prayer of your Petition. (14)

As a result of this refusal, for which no date can be found, the
Betition had been drawn up and presented. It prayed for the right to
perform the three ceremonies in - 'question., It must be noted that while
the Church obeyed the law with regard to marriages and buriels, it kept
a speclal register of baptisms, Baptism and communion are the only
two sacraments recognized by the Protestant churches. Thus while the
American Presbyterian Church might recognize the validity of elvil
regiatration of births, it 4id not admit the right of the state to deny

to it the performance of one of the most important ceremonies of
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(15)
Christian church life,

A Cormittee of the louse, appointed to investigute the Petition,
reported favourably with the result that & bill was brought down and
passed to allow the minister of the American Presbyterian Chureh to per=-
form the three ceremonies and to have the custody of authorized regis-
ters in which to record them, This Bill was submitted to the Legisla~
tive Council for its concurrence, but on February 23, 1826 2 motion was
passed that it be considered on "the first of June next".(l ! This
manoeuvre, a parliamentary device to kill the Bi1ll, was often resorted
to in an effort to aveid consideration of measures thap were either un-
popular or too controversial. Today this is commonly known as the "six
months hoist" and it means that consideration of a bill is deferred to
a date after the Parliamentary session has ended,

On December 29, 1828 the House of Assembly received a second
petition.(l7) This Ppetition was from the Society rather than from the
Church. * Thus along with the prayer for the right to hold registers,
the Petition included a prayer for the granting of corporate status to
the Society's Trustees, They requested this feature in order that the
Society night hold land for a House of Jorship, a FParsonage and a Burial
Ground without rumning into difficulties similar to those encountered by .
the 5t, Gabriel Street Church. The House of Assembly passed a bill
granting both of these privileges and sent it to the legislative Council
" for its concurrence, The Council was still unwilling to consider such
action gnd it again used the "six months hoist" to nullify the Assembly's
bill.(l )

Encouraged perhaps by the fact that the ./esleyan lethodists had
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(19)
"gained the right to hold registers in 1829, the Socisty rmade a third

attenpt in 1630, The proceedings followed a sinmilar pattern excent
that the Council killed the Bill by taking it into a Committee of the
wWhole llouse for consideration and failed to ™"report it out".(zo) This
failure to "report” a bill out was another parliamentary stratagem for
killing an unwanted bill,

Cn February 11, 1831 the House of Assembly received a fourth
ﬂetition.(Zl) This Was presented by the American Presbyterian Society
after the House of Assembly and the Legislatiwve Counceil had both passed
a bill to 1ncorporate(22) Ste Andrew's Church, which was a Church of
Scotland congregation at Quebec. This Bill had not coﬁe into effect at
the time of the American Presbyterian Society's Petition, for it had
been reserved, Although Royal assent had been grunted on January 31,
1831 to the St. andrew's Church Bill it was not proclaimed in Lower
Canada until April 29, 1831, and as official news took some time to
cross the Atlantic it seems likely that the American Presbyterian Church
and Society were hasing their hopes on the favourable action by the
Legislative Council rather than the knowledge that the Bill had actuelly
been assented to. The fourth Petition aguin asked for suthorized re-
gisters and corporate status for the Church. On February 16, the House
pessed a bill granting these and sent it to the Counecil for its cone-
currence., The Council passed an amended vwersion of the Bill which then
had to be reconsidered and approved by the House of issembly.

The Amendments were, for the most part, changes involving
isolated words, TUnfortunately the system of reference used in the

Journals of Tarliament nakes it impossible to assess their import without
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a copy of the original draft bill which is not available, There were,
however, two clause amendments. The first of these required thut the
Ministers and Trustees of the Church must have taken the ocath of
allegiunce to the Iling before the benefits of the act could have become
operative. ‘The second wus a rider which reserved the rights of the
King uninpaired, despite anything granted in the 81110(23) This latter
was a standard rider attached to all bills of this nature.

The House of Assembly agreed to these anenduents and after adde
ing the exact amount (2/6) of the fes to be charged for the registration
of the caths of alleglance (left blank by the Council) passed the Bill
again, This Bill received the Tinal approval of the Legislative Coun-
cil on Karch 28, 1831. It did not, however, bocome effective immediate-
ly, because on larch 31, it was reserved for "The significatlion of His
liajestyts pleasurse thereon".(ZA) This meant that the Bill would have
to go to Great Britain for the approvul of the British Govermment before
it became lawvi,

In the records of the Church there is a copy of a letter dated
Yay T, 1331 from the Trustees of the Society to Denis Benjanin Viger.
This letter asked for hLis attention to the Bill as he wus going to
Iondon as the agent of the Province of Lower Canada. This letter was,
however, unnecessury for the Bill had recelved Royal sissent on April 12,
1831, On June 5, 1832 the Governor-in=~Chief proclaimed "an iAct to
afford Rolief to a Qertain Religious Congregation at hontreal denomin-
ated Presbyteriuns".(25)

The Act consisted of eight sections, The first outlined the

problems und petition of "Certain Irotestants at lontreal". After



stating the authority under which it wus enacted, the sict proceeded to
grant the Ghurch the right to hold registers of marriages, baptisms and
burials and stated that these

eee 10 all intents and purposes have the same offect at law as

if the same had been kept by any linister in this Province of

the established Church.of ingland or Scotland, any law to the

contrary notwithstanding., (26)
The sacond section granted the @ungregution the right to set up a Board
of Trustees and ensured thut any property held in trust by that Board
would be transferred in perpetual succession to their elected successors
only. It also gave the Trustees the right to defend this property at
law if it becane necessary, The third section limited the land to be
held in trust to a maximum of two arpents,

Tﬁe next two eclauses 1egalized past and future convsyances of
property and set the fees to be churged by the Prothonotary of the Court
of King's Bsnch for the registration of such documents,

The slixth section was the one which required that the Kinister
and Trustees of the Church, take the oath of allegiance to the King and
that a record of this be "fyled" in the office of the Prothonotary,

The last two clauses were common to all such acts, The first protected
the rights of the King and his successors; the second declaring the act
to be a publiec one and to be noted by all who might be concerned,

The long delay in securing these necessary rights and p;ivileges
for the imerican Presbyterian Church can be attributed to severanl fac=-
tors. The major one is that the Legislative Couneil was reluctant to

pass such a bill.s Some of this reluctance cun be traced to the struggls

for establishment waged by the Churches of England and Scotland, The
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Anglican clergy strongly opposed the granting of custody of registers
to any but one of their own number, The Council probably feared that
if they were too liberal with this privilege it might become an accept-
ed precedent, which the other Protestant churches might cite in demand-
ing the same rights. Actually the precedent hud already been estab-
lished by the granting of registers to the Wesleyan liethodists and the
Jews in 182G, uch the same is true of the rizht to hold land in
truste Here the precedent had been established by the incorporation
of a Church of Scotland congregation a year provious to the passage of
the Aet to relieve the american Presbyterians,

A further element in this disinelination is reflected in the
gixth section of the act. The ilar of 1812 had left an aftermath of
deep distrust for the United Stutes and for things american. The r8=
quirement tha% the Ilinisters and Trustees be British subjects is ine
dieative of this distrust. In commection with this, 1t should be noted
that although the Journals of the House of Assembly record two of the
four petitions as emanating from the American Presbyterian Socliety of
tontreal, the hills introduced and the final ict all designate the
Church as ™a certain Religious Congregation at liontreal denominated
FPresbyterians®,

Other elements may have entered the struggle, but the Journals
of the House of .issembly and the legislative Council give but the bare
outlines of the proceedings of these bodies. The result is that they
do not record the names of those who moved such things as the "six
wonths hoists", they do, however, note who presented both petitions and

bills, Thus it is difficult to trace the intrusion of private
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jealousies and vested personal interests which possibly opposed the
passage of the relief bille. This absence of detail makes it difficult
to prove or disprove the statement in the obituary of Jacob DewWitt Sr.,

in the Montreal Witness of March 26, 1859, that as a member of both the

Anerican Presbyterian Church and Society, and the Provireial Parliament

he was responsible for the final suecess of the petitions, He may well
have been responsible, for behind the scenes lobbying was often necess-
ary in similar cases, but his name does rot appear in the official re-
cord as being commected with any of the petitions om bills,

| Desplte the very full records kept of the life of the American
Presbyterian Church only one notation concerning this important struggle
appears in the minutes of the Church Session ort the Trustees of the
Society. This was a resolution of the Society's annual meeting on
December 25, 1828 to present a petition to the Provineial Parliament for
the right to keep a church :egister.(27) This was the beginning of the
second attempt noted above, The only other contemporary comment on
this bill outside the official govermment records was in the Canadian
Courant of June 12, 1832, The Rditor, in commenting upon the p;'oclama—
tion of assent to a number of reserved bills, including the one affecte
ing the American Presbyterian Church, stated that grumblers would now
have to admit that Canada had a wise and just system of govermnment,

It should be noted that the act was not an act of incorporation
such as had been granted to ‘two(as) congragations of the Church of Scot-
land at Quebec, but was merely "an act to afford relief", It did, how=
ever, grant the major privileges that incorporation permitted, that is,

corporate status for the Church as well as the custody of authorized
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registers, Full incorporation wus probably withheld on several grounds.
First, the petition had not asked for full incorporution, In this the
Church probably took its cue from a bill thut Parliament had passed in
1830, This Bill hud nade provision for ehurches of all denominations
to hold land through Trustees.(29) The Bill had been reserved and was
not proclaimed until April 27, 1531, having been assgented to in Great
Britain on the last day of January of the same year. Thus the action
of the anerican Presbyterian Society had begun before the final outcome
of this Bill had become known in Canada, oecond, incorporation had
only just been granted to congregations of the Church of Scotland and
Parliament was probably unmwilling to extend such full privileges to
another Protestant denomination guite so soon and especially to a €hurch
that owed 1ts ecclesiastical allegilance to a denomination in the United
States.

The Act stands in a unique place in the history of Lower Canada,
for although the Jews and the Jesleyan Methodists had gauined the right
to hold registers in 1629, and the latter, under the act néted above
(10-li Geo, IV ¢ 58), could hold land in trust, it was the first time
that any church other than the more or less established Churches of Eng—
land, Scotland and Rome had been grunted the right both to hold registers
and t0 corporate status. At the time this dct came into force, none of
the dissenting churches in Enéland and Wales possessed the same rights as
were granted to the anerican Presbyterian Churche It was not until 1836
tﬁat dissenting churches in Zngland and Wales received the privilege of
performing the marriage cereniony and of keeping registers of these actsEBO)

(31) :
The fact that nine "dissenting" denauinations received this right in



Lower Canada before the passage of the Registration Act and the
Marriages Act.in 1836 in Great Britain suggests that some of the more
liberal "ideas reached fruition in the @olonies hefore they were accept-
able to the British Parliament.

" Although entitled to set up a propor Board of Trustees under
this Act the Society did not do so until 1837. This delay was probably
caused by a legal controversy that arose over the ownership of the site
of the Church. This controversy hegan in 1829 and was not settled un-
ti1 1836.(32) |

This Act remained in force until 1864. 1In the early part of
that year the American Presbyterian Society decided to erect a new church
building.(BB) The site of the new edifice wus to be further west as the
ma jority of the fongregation had gradually moved westward with the growth
of the city. This decision caused some difficulties as apparently the
miet to afford relief ..." had made no provisions for the possible sale
of the Church's immovuble property. The Trustees of the Society, with
the approval of the Church, wished to sell the old site and building in
order to heln finance the cost of a new site and building. To circum-
vent the difficulties arising from the projected sale the Society peti-
tioned the lLegislative Assembly of Canada for an Act of Incorporation
which would allow it to utilize its property as it saw fit.(3h)

The petition was presented to the Assembly on March 17, 1864;
and one rionth later "An Act to incorporate the Trustees of the american
Presbyterian Society of'montreul"(Bs) was read for.the first time., The
bill passed through both Houses of Parliament in a routine manner without

(36)
any amendments being made and was assented to on June 30, 1864, The
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swift passage of this act isAin sharp contrast to the prclonged struggle
which preceeded the winning of the initial rights and privileges. The
reasons rfor this difference are not completely clear, especially when
seen against the events of the 1860's, The Civil War in the United
States had raised a great deal of apprehension in Canada, and this dis-
trust might well have made Parliament reluctant to grant incorporation
to the Churche. That this was not the ecase is probably attributable to
the extensive contribution that the individual members of the Church had
made to the life of Montreal since its establishment in 1822, Another
important factor was that although still proud of their American origin,
as exemplified by thqir mambership in the New England Society they were
largely British in ch&racter.(37)

There wias no oﬁposition to the bill oﬁ religlous grounds, By
1864}, the general climate of opinion had accepted the fact that the
"dissenting™ churches had as much right to incorporation and the custody
cf registers as did those churches which laid c¢laim to be the establish-
ed churches of the country,.

The Act was, in effaect, a new constitution for the American Pres=
byterian Society and to some extent simplified the confused form of gove
ernment that had evolved in the Chureh., After granting the Trustees
all the usual rights and privileges of a corporation, the Act granted
the special right of eollecting pew rents,

Under the Act there was to be u Board of nine Trustees. These
were to be elected for three year termms, three being elected each yeuar
in order to give conti<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>