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n:TRODUCTION 



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 Pres byte ri an, two Hethodi st and one Chu re h of En gland. The 

sixth church was the "American Presbyterian Church of Hontreal"• founded 

in 1822 it was one of the most interesting churches established in 

Montrealo 

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 ether two Presbyterian churches in 

t.fontreal 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 bep.inning of a significant period 

of Montreal 1s frowth and it grew up with the city as the latter expanded 

from a population of 20,000 to 90,000. This growth fo~ed the establish-
. <U 

ment of more Protestant Churches and, where~the Church was one in six in 

1822, it was one in twenty-four in 1861. This the sis is an at tempt 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 Church occupied the building it erectéd on the 

northeast corner of HcGill 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. Conse~uently, 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 topics 

have been grouped into three basic divisions, - THE Of?.IGIN AND GRO~"l'H ~F 

THE CHURCH, THE RSLIGIOUS LITE OF TH:.: CHURCH and THE CHURCH IN 'l'HE 

CO!-oo.JN ITY. 

The first section deals with the background and origins of the 

Church, its material prop.ress 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 the history of the Church t s "raison d'être". 

The Religious Life of the Church has been approached from the angle of the 

Church's composition. Thus this section contains the chapters on t he 

Session, the ~linistry and the Congregation. The chapter on the Church in 

Being is an atter!lpt to reco:1struct sorne of the services provided by the 

Church for it s Congregation. This was di fficult, as contemporary writers 

took such things for granted and made uo record of them. The one excep­

tion to this was in the case of the Sunday School where the ample records 

left by the Sunday School Society justify a separate chapter. 

The third section is an attempt to-relate the life of the Church 

to the history of Hontreal. This section has been subdi vided 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 exhaustive and is only intended to suggest the general lines 

aloli.g which the Church and the city may have 8ffected each ether. 

The study was hampered by the very few detailed studies either 

of Canadian church histo!"''J or of the history of ~fontreaL Consequently, 

seme tapies 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 and 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 .are located in the Erskine and American United Church and 

I wish to express my very deep appreciation to the Session of that Church 

for their very gracious permission to use their Archives. 

I should like to acknowledp.e the very valuable advice and assist­

ance of my advisor, Professer J. I. Cooper, in beth the research neces­

sary for, and the preparation of, this the sis. Hy thanks are also due 

ta the Librarians of Mc Gill' 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 

t.fiss Valerie Ross for the assistance they have given me in the prepara­

tion of the rnanuscript, and to Miss P. Davis and Miss z.I. Simons who 

typed the master copy of the thesis. 

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

Ltd. 1 s Helios "Black" process.) 
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T!IE AMERIC.A.N PRF.:SBY'l'ERI AN CHURCH 

1825 - 1865 

This stood on t he north-east corner of 
St.J~~es and W.cGill Streets. The house 
on the left belonged to Samuel Hedge and 
was where sorne of the initial meetings 

· of the Church were held. The Bible 
House stood on St.James Street at the 
left of t he picture. 
The date of t he picture i s unknown. 
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THE CIIURCH 
from the back of the 
auditorium. The 
plaque on the wall to 
the left of the pul­
pi t is in memory of 
t he Rev. Caleb Strong 
(now in the vestibule 
of the Erskine and 
American United 
Church) 

THE AMSRIC AN PRESRYTERIAH CHURCH I NTERIOR 

THE CflURCH 

from the pulpit 
with the organ 
in the center of 
the gallery 

... 
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PART 1. 

Tl'E ORIGIN A~m THE GROW'I'H OF THE 

CHURCH 



Chapter 1. 

MONTREAL IN THE 1820 1 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 1s history. The conditions which made this period significant did not 

cause ita establishment, but serve as a background for its foundation and 

later development. 

Although originally founded as a mis~ionary post in 1642, 

Montreal 1s position at the head of ocean navigation and at the foot of the 

Great Lake a Basin had made i t a major center of the fur trad.e. 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 stretched across 
(1) 

nearly three quartera of the continent. 

Under British rule the· fur trade expanded and Montreal became 

the capital of a huge commercial empire extending throughout the Great 

Lakes Basin and into 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 fur a 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 economie life. 

This disappearance did not cause a major upheaval in Montreal because it 

had occurred gradually. During the a ame period Montreal' s economy was 

changing and it was becoming the center for a growing t i mber and agri-
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cultural trade. The colonization of Upper Canada after 1783 had pushed 

the frontier westwards. The conmunities 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 tracte disappeared a much more 

diversified economie system began to develop. This diversification meant 

that a more mature and fully developed set of institutions would be neces-

sary, th an had be en re qui red 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 vlith places out-
(2) 

aide the province, more especially New York. 

The development of transportation was a much more difficult 

question. Although the city lay at the head of ocean navigation, it was 

unable to take full advantage of its position. The river between Montreal 

and Ctuebec was difficult for sailing ships to navigate, the two main dit-

ficulties, beyond the necessity of favourable winds, were the shallowness 

of Lake St. Peter and the swift St. Mary 1s Current, that swept through 

the harbour at Montreal, making ascent to the town difficult, except 

with a strong favourable wind. Although conunercial steamboats were 

plying the river between Montreal and Quebec as early as 1809, it was not 

until the construction of the "Hercules!' with its 100 n.p. en~ine in 1823, 
(3) 

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 their own power. 

Above Montreal, transportation was quite a different problem. 

Numerous rapids made extensive canalization of the St.Lawrence and Ottawa 

Ri vers necessary. Although proposed by the Imperial Government, tha~hch111e 

-~anal had to be begun by a company of Montrealers who were unwl:l.ling 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 marchants were enabled to 

ship their marchandise west with far greater ease than had previously 
(4) 

been possible. 

These are indicative of the efforts being made by Montrealera 

at that time to . retain Upper Canada within the city' s commercial~:phere, 

against the vigorous competition shown by New York for the sruœ purpose. 

Montreal's commerce was for the most part transhipment of products deetined 

for, or produced in, Upper Canada, mere handise going west, timber, wheat 

and other basic products going east. Nevertheleas there were the nuclei 

of manufacturing industries already developing in Montreal. 

The development of Montreal from a center of the fur trade to a 

conmercial center had brought extensive changes to the town. The popu­

lation of approximately five thousand in 1760 had increased fivefold ., 

1825. The area surrounded by the town walls had become far too small to 

contain the growing population and as a result suburbs began to develop 

outside them. Between 1801 and 1817 the walls were tom down and the 
(5) 

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

the St. Lawrence suburbs to the weat (true west) of the town, but there 
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was substantial construction in the Saint Antoine and St. Anne's Suburbs 

to the south as well. The Quebec Suburb situated on the road to Quebec 

contained a "score or two" of houses situated for the most part on st. 

Mary Street"~ 

The difference between these suburbs and the old town was quite 

marked. Construction in these newer areas was chiefly of wood ~01 an occas-

ional brick house. At that time most of the "respectable" people atill 

lived in the old town and only a few had begun to initiate the later 

trend to the suburbs. These suburba probably contained the dwellings of 

the working classes of those days, although only a few industries auch as 

the Allison, Turner & Co. Foundry, Miller 1s 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. M.apy of them were named 

after saints. This resulted 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. Jame s Street 

Methodist Church were known as St. Gabriel 1s and St. James. (Although 

long since removed from their original location sorne of these still re-

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

is now St. James United on St. Catherine Street \'lest.) 



Among the few streets paved at this time were the town's two 

main arteries, Notre Dame and St. Paul 's Street, 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 quite 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 saon after. 

There is no record of public disposal of garbage, sewage, and snow, and 

thi~ was probably non existent. The absence or inadequate development 

of these facilities added much to the difficulties of life. 

The beginning of winter brought Montreal'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 gatheri1lg~ 

These ranged from quiet family parties to gala public balls. Social 

distinctions were evidently drawn for T.S. Brown states "the families of 
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those who sold at retail, or were concerned in mechanical operations were 

blackballed if presented" at these public balla. There was a great deal 

of drinking among all social classes and intoxication was a major social 

problem. There were only a few ether diversions to pass the long winter 

hours. A theatre had been established on College#Street in 1825 but 
(6) 

sports and ether recreations do not seem to have been popular paatimes. 

This is a brief picture of the economie and historical background 

of Montreal in the early 1820's. It was in this picture that the eventa 

that were to lead to the establishment of the American Presbyterian 

Church occurred. 
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Chapter . 2. 

THE BIR'IH OF 

THE 

AHERICAN PRJ.'WBYT&'UA.N CHURCH 

The .~erican Cammunity in Montreal 

The Church BockBround 



was 

not 

The AmP-ric an Corrunu:ü tv in :.(ont re<.l 

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

approximately five thousand ~ersons, of whom the vast majority, if 
(/) 

all, were of Frene h origin. The movement of British subjec1E into 

Lower Canada that began after 1760 was not one of major proportions and 

of this only a few ~mericans, and these chiefly merchants and fur traders> 
(3) 

moved to Canada. The growth of the British population was slow. By 

1766 it numbered mere1y six hundred people and it was still only between 
(4) 

two and three thousand in 1774. 'l'he se were rnost1y merchants, traaers 
(5) 

and innkeepers. Of those who came north from the older British colonies 

sorne were, of course American-born, whi1e others, such as James HcGi11, 

were British in origin having previously emigrated to the American col-
(6) 

onies fro~ Great Britain. 

\üth the advent of the American Revolution, thousands of 

Loyalists were dispossessed and sorne 6 ,800 settled in the"Old Province 
(7) 

of G./.uebec". These Loyalists Vfere accompanied by others who were 

neithe r loyalist nor r e bel, but who we re si~ply seekinr, better oppor-
(8) 

tunities. The majority of the se newcomers settled 'l'lest of the Ottawa 

River, but a few remained in, and east, of Montreal. 

The actual number of Americans and othe rs 1r•ho entered Canada 

frorn the United St<:>.tes i s not ascertainable. But t . L. Burt states in 

his book, the Clà Province of ~uebec , that the only bodies of i r:l!JÙ -

grants to arrive from Great Britain before the turn of the century 
(9) 

nwabered le ss than ë~x hundred . 'l'hu s it viould appea.r tha t the major-

i ty of the Enp,li sh speakinr; re sidents of Canada arri ved from the United 

Stateso 
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The irnmipration into Lm"<'er Canada from the United States after 
(10) 

the Revolution was largely from New Enp.land and northwestern New York. 

Althourh it included a large number of farmers seeking land, it also em-

braced persans of many different occupations, innkeepers, merchants and 

various types of skilled l:"iechanics. Montreal attracted numbers of these 

im.ügrants for its position at the junction of the Ottawa, St. Lawrence 

and Richelieu Rivers furnished excellent comnunications with the vigor-

ous new settlements in Upper Canada, as well as with the older cnes of 

C.:uebec and New Enr,land. Especially attracted to the city were many New 
(11) 

England shopkeepers. 

'The key to much of this imr.ù.gration from New E:ngland to Lower 

Canada lay in the reographical position of Vermont. Althou~h one of the 

United States, Vermont was part of the "Commercial ErJ.pire of the St. 

Lawrence", bound toit by the Lake Champlain-Richelieu ::iver System. 

'l'his tie was to remain intact ripht down until 1822 vmen the openinr 

of the Champlain Canal ~ave Vermonters a market for their products in 

New York. Before this new market was opened, however, Vermont's depen-

denee on Lower Canadian tracte routes for its economie existence encour-

aged many of its corrunercially minded inhabitants to p:ravitate to 

Montreal. 'This was especially true durine the economie boom created by 

the l:3ri tish demand for North American produce during the Napoleonic 
(12) 

vJars. 

'1he v: ar of 1812 prociuced a somewhat unusual situation, for while 

Great Britain and the United States were waging intensive warfare 

against each ether in the Atlantic ana Great Lakes regions of North 

America, New England and Lower Canada were relatively undisturbed. 
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Although prohibited, tracte between the two was carried on by means of 

various deviees, such as the use on Lake Champlain of a supposeàly neut-
(13) 

ral ship flying the Swedish flag. In fact the trade was so extensive 

that Governor Prevost reported to Lord Bathurst that "Two thirds of the 

Arqy in Canada are at the rooment eating Beef provided by American Con-
" (14) 

tracters dravm principally from the States of Vermont and New York. 

By 1812 the American commur.ity in Hontreal had reached sizable 

proportions. Of the 938 men who formed the lst bat talion of the Hontreal 

~ülitia at this time, 236 were known to be Americans; many more were 
s (15) 

American by birth but considered themelves British subjects. The 
À 

Proclamation issued at the outbreak of \.Var in 1812, ordering all American:: 

either to take the Oath of Allegiance or leave the province was greeted 

by mixed reactions. Sorne took the oath, others returned to the United 

States and still ethers did neither. The Proclamation was apparently a 

matter of form for no penalties were imposed upon those who ignored its 
(16) 

alternatives. 

Hontreal 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 

only envied their success but also feared that eventually the American 

merchants "WWuld abandon Hontreal takine; a great deal of its commerce 
(17) 

with them. The American comrnunity, however, remained in Montreal 

throughout the war with little, if any, molestation. 

After the \·:ar of 1812, the official class in Upper Canada 
(18) 

became extremely suspicious of the~nited States and it seems likely 

that this distrust spread,at least among 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 ca se. Coupled with this was the gradual wi thdraw-

al of Vermont~ from the Co~nercial Empire of the St. Lawrence, that began 
(19) 

in 1815 and was cornpleted by the openinf of the Champlain Canal in 1822. 

Various contemporary authorities gave conflicting reports of the attitudet~~ 

14 

adopted by Lower Canadians towards the Americans and American institutions 9 

and it is therefore difficult to make any definitive staterent concern-

ing public opinion at the time. In general, however, distrust and sus-

picion were probably confined to official circles and directed chiefly 

against the inhabitants of the United States, for the British and 

American elements in the Hontreal commu.nity appear to have lived in rela-
(20) 

tive harmony. 

The expectation that the American community would leave Hontreal 

takinf their tracte with them never materialized, and the Anœricans 

. d . ' 1 t ~ rema.ll1e ~n l'On rea. 
' 

The Hontreal 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 English Lower Canadians (J,l28), the 

Scotch 0,542) 8nd the Znglish (1,376). The remaining 44J persans were 
(21) 

a very cosmopolitan group having orir,inated in thirty other countries. 

By 1825 the Arnerican element in Montreal had attained a position 

of considerable importance in the corrunercial field. The replacement 8l 



of the fur tracte by a \-rider ran~e of cor:nmercial and industrial enter-

prize s had brought them into prominence. One of Hon treal 1 s two banks, 
(22) 

the Bank of Canada, was founded by a ~roup of Americans in 1818, and the 

most widely read of !·1ontreal 's three newspapers was published by Nahum 
(23) 

Uower from \·:orcester, Mas s. 

~mnufacturing interes~ run by Americans included the Eagle 

Foundry. This was run by three brothers named 1:-:ard from Vermont. It was 

in this factory that the engine for the "Hercules" was built, Its 100 hp. 

elicited the comment that it was believed to be the most powerful steam 
(24) 

engine of its t;rpe then in existence in North America. 'lhe same firm 

established the first steamboat ferry between ~funtreal and Laprairie in 
(25) 

1818. The L~«n brothers from Northampton, ~illssachusetts, had just 

entered the drugr.ist . tracte as manufacturers. Their brother-in-la1..,r, 

Roswell Corse, was engaged in manufacturing paints and linseed oil in hiL 
(26) 

St. Ann' s suburb factory. 

At least two taverns (hotels) were kept by Americans as were 

several boardinf. housès. Elisha Lyman (from Northampton, Mass.) was the 

proprietor of the Brock Tavern on McGill and Collefe Streets. This 

ho tel served as the Hontreal depot of the stage line to Kingston whic h 
(27) 

1 

was run by Horace Dickinson, a fellow countr}~ of L~~an~. 

Skilled craftsmen were represented by the blncksmiths, SaMUel 

Hedge (another Lyman brot her-in-law) and Jonathan Alger. The D e'li tt 

brothers, Ja~ob and Jabez, were engaged in making hats at this time and 

H. Savage was producing corsets, pelisses and mantuas. David Nelson 
(28) 

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

Among- Montreal 1 s mere hants at this time t-1ere Horatio Ga tes, 

who dealt in ootash and flour, Zabdiel Thayer, a crockery merchant, 
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Benjamin 'I'hroop, grocer, and Daniel E. Tyler, tea merchant. There were 

also a couple of American born doctors and an attorney among Montreal 1s 
(29) 

professional classes. 

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

contribution ta the life of Montreal despite the suspicion and distrust 

with which they were viewed from sorne 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 ap~eared in 1786 when the Rev. John Bethune 

organized the first Presb~~erian congregation in ~ontreal. 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 P.oyal 

Highland Emigrant Regiment and when the latter was disbanded he settled 
( 30) 

in ~1ontreal9 Also included in this congregation ~ 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 independant United 

States. This congregation was short-lived, breaking up when Bethune 

moved ta Glengarry the next year. For several years thereafter the 

Presbyterians worshipped with the Anglicans under the Anglican minister, 
(31) 

the Rev. David Delisle. 

The second attempt ta 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 :in Albany allowed one of its 

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



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 
(32) 

11 stated supp1y". 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 fonned 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-
(33) 

tely Church of Scotland and not that of one of the Secession churches. 

In 1802 Young resigned his charge and the Church remained 

without a minister for several months. Then a dispute arase as to which 

of two cru1didates should be called to the pastorateo 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 rninister on 'tklose behalf it had seceded, but under 

his successor, the nev. :lobert Easton, \vho was a member of the Associate 
(34) 

Reformed Synod of Scotland. 

The seceders were, for the most part, divisible into two groupe; 

the first were those of American birth whose religious upbringing was 

not in the tradition of the Church of Scotland; the second consisted of 

persona whose views were sympathetic to those held by the secession 
( 35) 

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

tions adopted by the Church Conunittee on Hay 24 , 1805 and approved by 

the Conpre~ation on June )rd of the same year. These laid down that 
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the new church was to be a member of the "Associate Reformed Synod of 

Scotland comr:10nly called Burgher Secession, 11 <!nd that its mir;isters were 

to be procured from that source. They also stipulated that if the church 

ever broke the conr!ection with this S;,nod, any 11 monies 11 collected in the 

United States for its construction should be refunded to the Synodical 
(36) 

Fund of the Burgher Secession Church in the United States. Of the 

~1,500 eventually collected for the construction of a church building 
(37) 

seme ~600 was donated from sources in the United States 9 a further indi-

cation of American interest and influence in Hontreal Presbyterianismo 

The Church which was built with this money was erected on the 

west side of St. Peter Street facing S~. 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 arase 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 meillbers of the congregation, they contending that 

sir.ce 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 oblieations to those who had 
(38) 

helped to build and to maintain lto These members, evidently ar.I~eing 

with the view of Deacon Sanruel Hedge, that although he had no objection 

to eoine to heaven, he utterly failed to see the necessity of going 
(39) 

there by way of Scotland, then withdrew from the Churcho 'l'hese se-

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

of different oriP,ins as well. ~hose who chose to remain with the old 
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Church were also of different oriRins, and included a few American born. 
(40) 

Thus the split was not solely along lines of national orip,in. 

The foregoing 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 
(41) 

the ~ar of 1812 was the para~ount reason for the creation of the Church. 

The strenp,th 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 . ~resbyterians 

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 ehurch anci the State. Thus the change in denominational 

allegiance from the Burgher Secession Church to the Church of Scotland 

was in all probabili ty the major cause of the split. This argument is 

all the roore 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 i n s~~pathy with the secession churches than 

with the Church of Scotland. 

The seceders did not imrr~diately organize a new church, and 

indeed for sorne time it was undecided as to whether t hey should organi-
(44) 

ze as a Presbyterian or as a Conp,reeational church. This indecision 

can probably be attributeà to the fart that many of the seceders had 
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Ne\f England Congregational bac~grounds, but had joined the Presbyterian 

church in Hor:.treal because no Congregational rhurch existed at that time. 

This indecision mir,ht also be ascribed to the 11 Plan of Union''. This was 

an agree~er.t reached by the Presbyterian and Congregational churches in 

the United States in lRCl. It sought to eliminate local conflict and un-

necessa.ry duplication of churches in new areas. It had been possible 

bccause the differences between the two churches were based not on doc-
(45) 

trine but on the forrns of church government. Under this Plan local 

churches could organize as one or the other but still call a minister 

of either denomination. 

The question was eventually resolved in faveur of the Presby-

terian order of church goverrunent. Although no specifie reason for the 

choice -vms 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 Anerican Presbyterian 
(46) 

Society was orga.r. ized on Dec er.1ber 2!., 1822. 

f.t approximately the same time as the events described above, 

the :-1ethodist Churches in Great Britain and the United States reached 

agreement ove r the dispute v~ich had arisen between them over the ques-

tion of whic h had the r esponsibility for the mission field of Bri tish 

North America. The agreerœnt provided that her:reforth the Methcdist 

Episcopal Church of the Ur:ited States would linùt its activities to 

Upper Canada and the \'Jesl eyan t1ethodists from Brita i n to Lov:cr Cann.àa . 

To comply w"ith the t e r ;ns of thi s agreement, each church v1ithdrew its 

missionaries at work in the other's territor~: and advised its adher-
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ents to unite with the other group. In Hontreal sorne of the meillbers con-

nected wi th the Ame rie an churc h refused to unite \\ri. th their British bret­
(47) 

hren and, instead, joined the seceders from the St. Peter Street Church. 

Unfortuno.tely no recorü. of the individu~lls involved or even the size of 

the group seems to have survived. It also seems lik6ly that a few memb-

ers of the St. Gabriel Street Church may have wi~hdrawn at this tuue in 

oràer to join the new churc h. Here again no defirlite record seems to 
(48) 

have survived to substantiate this. 

Once organized, the Ar.l.erican Presbyterian Church of I•iontreal 

affiliated itself with 11The Presbyterian Church in the United States". 

Tlùs connection it retained for just over a centurJ. 1hen in 17~5 it 

severed its bonds with the American Church in arder to participate in a 

great new experiment in Christianityo Tlùs was the new United Church of 

Canada which was based upon a union of the Congregational, Nethodist and 

Presbyterian Churches of Canada , the roots of those groups that had 

originally formed the American Presbyterian Church of itontreal. 

Despite the r elatively orderly progr ession of eveuts noted 

above , it i s difficult t o set an exact date at which i t may be said that 

the Church came into existence. This is not because of a lack of dates• 

but rather because of an overabundanc c of them. The first meeting to 
(49) 

be recorded took place on December 24, 1822 . Church services began 
(50) 

two months later on February 23, 1823, but t he formal or gani zatior. of 
(51) 

the Church ciid not occur until a r.tonth after that on i·larc h 23 , 18;;;: ; . 

The reasons for t hi s profusion of dates lie in the r at her peculiar or-

garü zation set up to manage t he Church 1s aff air a . 
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<lut. pt er 5. 

'lEE ClTt11CH .:.J-ID THE SOCIETY 

The Society 

• The Church 

The Relation~hip between the 3oc1ety 

._nd the Church 



'lhe Society 

'The people who for:-1ed the lùrlerican rresbyteriun Church were, 

aB htts been pointed out, or vuryine; denominational backgrounds,and 

this was reflected in the or~anization and inBtitutions they adopted 

when settinc up the Church. 'l'he basic fonn of church governm.ent was 

Pre~byterian, but there were some features that 'i<ere quite foreiGIJ. to 

the usua l s tru ct ure of that church. Althouc;h there were !.îothodists 

in the e;roup
1

no diatinctly Lethodi:;;t ins titutions such as "the class 

meeting" ap"fleari to have boen ado:pted in the constitution or practice 

of the new Church. ferhaps this mny be ascribed to the f act that in 
( 1) 

all probability their numbers uere o,uite small. 

The Conc ree;utional influences in the Church were very strong 

and the differences from the regula r arder of a l'resbytorian church 

bear a distinctly Conereeat1onal stamp. t,t thüt t1He thore wus no 

Congree;ational church in Lontreal und the Cone:reGationalists a:ppear to 

ha ve worshipped with the rreabyteriana. or the early neabers of the 

,\r:lericun Presbyterien Church whose oric;ins cun be traced, u conaider-

able nurober appeurs to have come from New .i!bgl and Cone regational 
{ 2) 

backgrounds. 

'Ihe fir.>t of the Conc;regational influences to appear was al::~o 

one of the stron~~e::>t , and, because it wu:J alien to the Presbyteriml 

order, it V.tl.s to cause numerous cor;l~)lications in the future history of 

the Church. This influence \ >/[t:J the esta blishment of the "Ar'lerican 

Presbyterian 3ociety of r:ontreal" • 

In sone of the Hew .iJ'lf~lanc1 Sta tes "the society" m1s u body 
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recot;nized by :.;tate laws of incorpnr<l tion. 'lhis body u~mally con-

sisted of a mu<-.her of pero:;onB (not necessurily all, or even u fe~·~ , lw.d 

ta be f1ùl church r.1enbers) associu ted to r1unat1,e the concrecation• s 

property and finunce~. In the Conerecational church the Society \'Jas 

an ir.rport<mt and often in <le pendent body. So:.leti.Les the church could 

not take tt ct ion unJ..e,,w i ts decisions ·.!lere concurred in by the Society. 

1'J. thoueh unrecocnized by "'!he Constitution of the Prosbyterian Church 

of the United States" the;;e Societies were occasionall~r fol:nd in Prœ;-
{3) 

byterian churches. !\;o reasons r.~y be udvanced for this, the first 

beine thnt local otatc lmvs of incorporHtion r:1ay have requirod liiUCh an 

institution for the holdine of land. The :mcond is t1wt it may have 

been an outcrowth of the 1801 I'ltm of Union on lines shtilar to those 

r 
occt~ring in the Jl,~ontreul ~uroh. 

The .:U'lerican Presbyterian Society developed fron the first re-
(4) 

cordeù neetine held on Christnma j~e, 1822 in the City Tavarn. 

rùthoueh they did not adopt a cop_stitution until some weeka L ter the 

~:>ixty-:,>ix persona pre.oont ut th1t first neeting uppointed A.n eie;ht :r.J.an 

Prudential Comr:littee. It wa::. ta be thu dut y of thiu COmi•li ttee to 

~ecure promiues in which to hold public \Jorehip, to en:ploy a ministor 

a nd ta wlke all othor necessary arrB.TIG61nents. ~J this time l::lotne 100 

personu hud subscribed .f:-340 for two years ta defr'cty the expen~es that 
(5) 

micht ari:.>e in connection with the Church. As a result of. the 

Committee• a efforto, the first church services v;ere held on February 

23. 1823 in the ~:asleyan Chupel on 3t. Jw-1es Street and were conducted 
l 6) 

by the Rev. Sauuel -.. 'helply of j='lattsburg. 



The Constitution of the Society was qui te streightforwurd. 

'nla object us st<ttad in the preumble was "to forr11 and build up a church 

and congreGation in this place accordine to the pure principles of the 
{7) 

Gospel". It i>:J noted tlut although the mnjority of ~rsons in the 

Society were 1-\J:terican.s "i t i.u by no raeans intended to ex elude any on 
(8) 

a ccount of oriein". The Conttitution also outlined the n1le~ and 

reeulations of the Society and set tines for the annual rtleetine, the 

conùi tions for the election of office re, and the appointr:tent of a lm-

dential eomnittee. Provisions for special mee tines and the Hajori ti es 

needad before certain questions were to be considered as decidod, were 

also carefully outlineù. The only extraordinary feature concerned the 

executive of the Society. &ch year .<tt the Annual n~ting, held on 

Christuas Day, a Secretary, a Troasurer and the :fh"udentiul C!onrrdttee 

were appointed for the ccning year. The Society did not elect a 

:r resident, but re1uired tbBt at each neeting the 3ecretary should be 

responsible for initiating action to elect a ch.airman for thut 1-Ieetine. 

(r'11e Society as such met only a few tines a year1 for the Annual I.:eeting 

und nny other s:pecial r,teetings that night be thought necessar'J for 

specifie purposos.) The only exception to this rule occurred when a 

:meetine wa~~ adjourned r-dther thun dissolved. .1'hen such e. meeting re-

convened the previous chainn.an wa::; still in the chair. The Society, 

however, continually elected Jéi.COb DoJ1tt to this position, with scarce­
{10) 

ly a break froM its i'ir<Jt nleet1116 in 1622 tmtil lùs death in 1859· 

No clear stutenent seens to exist as to what constituted quali-

fi cation for r1embership in the Society, but i t appears to have been 

based on the mmemhip or rentul of u pew in the Church. Cerbünly no 
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requirenent of full church rtei'lbership w~1 :.> der'lllnùed ei ther for nembership 

or even for tenure of office in the Society and in fact ten of the 

thirty-seven r-ersons ·who held office in the Society were nevcr camr:nmi­
{ 11} 

cants of the Church. 

'Ihe Pruc1ent1al Cor.rr!l.i ttee was, 1;·d th the Secretary and the 

Treasurer, the controlline body of the Society. .~ch yeur until 1864 

it was ap~inted by the i-.nnual I:eeting, but in lüQ., under the Act ot 

Incorporation, the Trustees ulone were appointed und th8'.f toolc over the 

few tunctions vlbich at that time were left to the rrudential Connnit­
{12} 

tee. 

The Society existed to control the terapOr'dl affuirs of the 

Church, a duty that would huve been perfon1ed by a board of trustees in 

a resular Presbyterian church. Thus it fell to the Society to hold 

the land for tho Church. The di ffi cul ties surrounding this question 
{ 13} 

will be doalt with in a future cbapterJ but it should be pointed out 

th!lt bath the men who jointly owned the proporty of the Chur"ch before 

1837 und tho Trustees aftor thBt date wero nembers of the Society, 

ruther tllan or the Church. 'l'lis is shm·m by the fact th.ut nine of the 

tv1enty-fi ve trustees appointod up to the yeur 1864 were me~ly adherents 
{14} 

and not full cour'lUllicant members of the Church. 

The Act of Incol'!Joration acquired in 1864 was virtually a new 

constitution for the Society. It pluced the control of the Society•s 

affaira in the hands of tho Trustees. It required th.élt the Trustees 

elect a Chairt1BJ"l., a Secretary, und a 'I'reusuror and i t set up a nina L'lan 

board of trustees with specifie tern!J of office, bath features not having 

50 



been dclineated before that tine. This had the affect of tying the 

Church <md Society together in a fur closer rclationship than hud pre-

viously ex1sted. It also made the orgunization of the Ohurch confom 
{15) 

more closely with the usual fresbyterian pattern. 

The Church. 

Despite the tact that hy the end of February 1823 attempts to 

procure a m.ini~ter and to finance the Ghurch' s operations had begun, 

the Church itself had not been for.mally organized as u Christian 

communi ty. The first steps toward this end were taken ut a meeting in 
{16) 

Samuel Hedge' s home on l:arch 8, 182). At thut time, and at two 

subsequent meetines, the gathering discussed and finally adopted a 

Covenant and a Confession of Faith for the Church. On Larch 23, the 

Church was fom.ally oreanized as auch by the Rev. Samuel Whelply and 

less than a uonth la ter the J,ord' s Supper was observed for the first 
( 17) 

tine. The object of the Church was to ronn a Christian canmunity 

for the worshi:p of God. This object, the Church intanded to pursue 

under the :presbyterien fon'! of church govenment. As a result, one or 

the first actions taken after fornal oreanization had beon acconplishod 

was the choosinG of elders to fonn the Session. This body v1as the oon-

trolling organ of the Church' s spi ri tuul aff'a ira. Of the four uen 
(18} 

originally chosen to till the office of elder on La rch 26, two de-

clined, and a fifth \'ias later chosan to form a Session of three. The se 

three, Georee Savage , SaNuel Eedee hnd Elisha I.yman were ordained to 
( 19) 

the ir office on April 10, 1823. 

Congreeational influences, althou@l strons in the Society, were 
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not confinod to thétt body and :;;how Ul) in the G"hurch a:J v;ell. The 
(20} 

Covunant ttnd the Confe..:isior. of Faith beth state allecümce to Pre:;;-

byteriun practices and forms, but their very existence is an indication 

of Conr;rer;ationa.l influences and thi:nkinc;. nlc practice of havinc an 

individual Confession of Faith and a separate Covenant for each church 

was a Con:.;regational one, not no:rnally fmmd in a Preshyterian church. 

This was in line ni th the basic thinkine behind tho two forrts of church 

r;ove:rnrloT!t. The Col1(_~recationul Church believed in a system whereby 

each local church Wèl.S an autoncrnous tm.it mdnr: no allegiance to any body 

i~ doctrine or in r;overnnent. The Fre:Jb~rterian Church, on the ether 

hand, recarded the local church meroly as a sr,Ja.ll JP.rt of the whole 

church. 'Jllis v:as subject to a pyrunidical structure of church courts 

in ml::ltters of beth church governnent and doctrine, and thus a Covenu.nt 

and Confession of ?uith would be for tho church as a whole and not just 

the local church. 

l\lthou[~h it had beon orgdnized as a Presbyterien church, it took 

no steps to unite with any Fresbytery of any of the Presbyterian Churches 
(21) 

until r.tay, 1824. Then i t a:pplied for adnission to tho Fresbytery of 

New York, which wa::; connected with "The Presbyterian Church in the United 

Stutes of Arnerica". It \VRB admitted und rerrtained in that Fresbytory 
(22) 

until Hovember lüJO. At that t1L1e• the 'Ihird Presbytery of Hew York 

City ~"J-as erocted and the ,;r,wrican rrosbytorian Church wus transferred to 

i ts oversiGht. It rermined in this body until \'Tell after the period 

under discussion. 

Cine of the najor :rroblor.J.S that faced the Church and Society was 

that of o'btainine u rüninter. The :]cv. Sanuel ::nol ply hud a idod in the 
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foundntion of the Church but he was connected •nth a church at Plattsburg 

and had merely been on an eie;ht week leave of absence from his church to 
( 23) 

help the J..:ontrea1ers. '!he Church ''J:':!S served by a number of tempo-

rctry supp1y ministers for sone time. Then the Society i~sued a ca11 to 

the Rev. Joseph Sanford. This v~s refused as wus a second invitation 
(24) 

which contained slightly botter terms. Aftor a fur:ther period, the 
(25) 

Church and Society issued a ca11 to the Rev. Joseph ~tihbs Christmas. 

This call Has accepted and on August 1, 1824 he was inducted as the first 
(26) 

pastor of the Church by the Presbytery of rJow York. The induction 
(27) 

service was held in tho 3t. Peter Street Presbyterian Church as the 

American };resbyterian Society hud not yet bagun to erect a building for 

the accornmodation of the Church. 

LLenberehip in the Church had two sidas. The fir:;t and most 

ir.1porttt.nt W'as communicant menbershi:p. This included only those entitled 

to partake of the Lord'~ 3upper. This privile~e wa.s United to those Who 

had nade a public confession of faith or \?ho had transferred their menber-

ship fran another Church. In both casas they had to be approved by the 

r;iniater, .3ession and comr:un1cant mer.1bers beforo publicly agreo1ng to 

the Church's Covenant and Confession of Faith, and beine enro1led in the 

Church Regis ter. 

bad reachad 340. 

The Church began with twenty rnemborsJbut by 1866 this 

In the forty-four year interva l sorne 921 names were 

enrol1cd, but dooths, tra.nsfers und removals ke:pt the membership at any 

one period be1ou 400 mem.bers. The other element of church menhership 

.,.;us the udherent uembershipo 3tr1ctly s peakine; they were not I'lœ ibers 

and their nur:1es are only li~ted indirectly. orten tho husbands or wives 

of cmmmicnnt I"lOr.tbers, they wero frequently uctive in Church affairs and 



many of the nen owned lX3\it> i!! the clmrch buildi!l{i. nleir exact numbers 

are !!Ot a:..;certuinable but they \Jere probably fuirly nuneroua. 

The :probleu of co-tel'ninal interests anù Jrtomberslùp between the 

Church and the Society mac.ie the deternination of any dividing li nes be-

tween the two very difficul t. The tvm opera ted as if they were qui te 

independant of one another, but since their opel"dtions concerneù the 

sa1ne persona and events this was impossi'iJlo. In theory, the control of 

spiri tw:tl éiffairs of the Church J?tlSSed to the Session as soon as i t W'dS 

establishe<l. The control of tempoml affairs however rerfl.étined wi th the 

Society. ?ne ùifficulty with this arraneement was that tl~ Society 

laid cl<d.m to the right to nominate the elders who formed the 3ession, 

thus e;i ving them an indirect control over spi ri tual affaira as 1.1ell o 

Althouch there were ether ovel'luppine aroas of jurisùiction this W'dS the 

L~jor one und it led to several VOYJ difficult situationB. 

The Relutionships Between the Church und the Society. 

The rather unusual synthesis of the various creans of church 

e;overruaent, whose developnent has been outlined, did not prove to be en-

tirely satisfactory in pmctice. The difficulty lay in the fact that 

the orsans were derived fro:n two different traditions and these had con-

cepts of the di vision of jurisdiction which vrore not alvruys con:patible. 

J....s the exact functions of each group were not clea.rly defineù, conflicts 

did arise between the Church and the Society. Usually these were short-
·.• 

lived and quite often no protests were made when one infrinced upon the 

jurisdiction of the other. Once or twice, howeve:c, matters of principle 

were involved and the dispute becane ,_1uite bitter. 'llie pattern of 



relatio:r.ships wt-~.s furthor con:fused and often nada even nore inexplicable 

by the fact t1:at the mot!'!borship of tho ·~hurch und the Society and their 

cont.rolling bodies wore 4.uito often largely cor'!posed of the uar;:e peorle. 

The basic diff'i..!rence botv.;eon the tv;o r.min sections of the Church 

conr..tmity tm.s t:i1at its sriritue.l affaira r:erc looked after by the 

Session, uhi.ch VJ:.t:J a sr.tall body representative of the comr.mnicant mom-

ben-s. 'l'he tonpordl affairs of the coru:Iuni ty wero GOVEHned by the 

executive, the Pru<lentiul Canmittee und the Trustees of the Society. 

Althou~~ the <livision seer~ clear enouch, the actual dividinc lina wus 

orten ira!>Ossible to <lr::n·r as the ir,1pU::tentut1on of a spi ri tual matter 

often ntwet:Ju i ta ted the expendi ture of funds whi ch vrds a temiJoral aff' air. 

Sonetir.1e.s one body realized it rrds steppine into the other' s field und 

drop}')ed the mutter bafore it could becane an issue. Such a case arase 

ln 18.27 \:;hen tho Society considerod tho advisab111ty of al terine the 
(28) 

Covonant tind the Confession of 1'aith. As theso two docunents had 

been drdWn up by the Church, and were defini tely spi ri tual afftiirs, this 

action woul<l have been considered tin unwarr~:mted intrusion upon the pre-

roeat1ves of the church, und thus atrongly resented. Fortuna tel y, how-

ever, the Society abandoned the idoa un<l consequently no dispute aroseo 

One area that could eu.::;ily have beccrne a fertile tielù ot con-

filet Ha::> in re~urù to jurisdiction over the re{.,-'l..Ù.tir Sunday services o:f' 

the clmrcll. 'l'hase were spiritual affuirs, und thus under the care of 

the Session. However the Society fro<luently interf'ered \~i th the ir con-

duct. .i)espite this the 3ession l"dised no objections. The question of 

taking an ofi'oring wus u case o:r this type, él.l1.Ù. the Society often intro-

ducod or aboli3hed this feature of the service without any prior consul-
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tation with the 3ession or indeed >Jithout any sullsetluent objection. In 
{29) 

1855 the Society even went as fur as to change the Sunday afternoon 

service to the evenine, and despite the fact th~t the .Jession md tried 
(30) 

this in 1845, when it proved impructical, the latter body voiced no 

objections to the I•lOVe, ei thar on the grotmds thut this was not the 

Society•s richt or that it had previously proved impractical. 

NUSiC. 

Closoly related to the uaue J1robl(3Iil ï 'JUS the question of church 

'I\·:ice the Society adopted neu }Iy!m Books for the church, wi th­
{31) 

out any appurent consulwtion v..'i th the Session or Congre~tion. 

Hor were there any subsequent objections by the Church. A similar lack 
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of response wns shmm when the Society ùccided to employ a choir director 
(32) 

to lead the singing in the services. 

In straneo contrust to the ston!lS tlll:it were createà in other 
(33) 

Presbyterian Churches of the day over the sa~e issues, was the con-

plate lack of interost with which the Sesaion regurùeà the possible 
(34) (35) 

introduction of an organ and the conr:reeational r:1ode of ~ inging. 

The Session did not oppose these innovations either on relicious grounds, 

as in other clrurches, or on the crom1ds tlllit this \'ias a uatter solely 

under their jurisdiction. In fuct there is no recorded oppooition what-

soever • 

.• 'hen it first croatod the Prudential Co:r:tnittee, the Society 

assicnad to i t the tusk of procurinc a ninister for the C1mrch. It re-

taincd this function after the formal organization of the Clmrcho The 

Society chose the candidate to be apprœc11oo, but this was always dona 

wi th the full coopera ti on of the Church. To si~ify the Coneregation' s 

a:pproval the elders sicnod the officiul call to~ethor vdth the Prmential 
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Coni"Œittco, t!tc Trustees and the executive of the Society. 

Lnly in one field did the Church nr>.d Society cor:"te into sorious 

d isae;reer•:ent. The connict develo:pod ovcr tho question as to who should 

elect the eld.eru to the Church 3esuion. 'l'he :r resbyterian ty·pe of Church 

governr.'.ent consists of u pyrnmiùical systeM of church court.s. 3tart1ng 

frm the local churc1~., there are the Session, the I'rcsbytcr'J, the Synod 

<...nd the Generul rl.ssenbly. The SeB.Jion L::1 tl:e eovernine body of the 

local church in s:piri tual affo.irs, but i ts decisions, if i t is thoue;ht 

necessai"J, ~.my be a]?})Caled to I'resb~rtGl"'J or even i'urther up the scala to 

the superior courtu of the Church. The Session' s duties are treated in 

detail in Ghapter il S but basically i t is their duty to watch over the 

spiritual welfure of the Church. In ~l reGular Presbyterian Church of 

the period, elders were elected by the adult male 11~E1i1bers of the canera-
( 36) 

eation in full cœnnunion wi th the clrurch. In the Anerican Presby-

terian Church of l:ontreul a somewhat different custon provailedo ·.,'hon-

ever i t bacar·:.e necessary to appoint nevz elders, the Session v;ould r.otify 

the Soaiety. The Society wou1d nœtinatc the required nur.tber of elders 

él.n d él.S J.: the congi't:ICél.tior. to concur in their nonination. Aftor this they 

wuuld be ordalned ta their office. Thi::i sy:3t,em v:..1s rermgnunt to r:.::my 

church ueabers becuuse they opposed non-communicants, {as were soree of 

tho r,;enbers of the Society} votinc in t he election of So~.wion den :ri te the 

fact tlu.;.t. only a corra;Lilllicant could becoJ:ïe ûll elder. 

The reusons ror the develoy.n7~ent of this peculia r und unvdeldy 

s~,.stem are COI:lplicated and co back to tho founda tion of the Church in 

1822. 'r.hree days ufter the fo~~l orctinization of the Church as a 

Chri::>tian body, the nalo r.icmbors net und elocted four of their nunber a~ 



eiders, two declined the position und a fi:fth was naned to reple.ce ther.~ . 

(37) 
'lhose nen were dul.y ordained to their position on April 23, 182). 

The next year the Society clutned that these men had not beon properly 

chosen und elected three r.1en to serve us elders, a:ppe.rently asking the 

Church merely to concur in the election. 

This action wa8 protested to the Presbytery of New York on the 

r e;ound that non-conmunicants had taken :part in the election. On July 30, 
" ( 38) 

1824 Presbytery ruled that all male na:1bera of the conc;reeation \oJho 

uere ei ther subscribera to the Society or pewholders of u. year' s standing 

\~re entitlod to vote in these electionao This was, of course, a vic-

tory for the Society. 

In Decenber 1825, the Glmrch poti tioned the Society to srant to 
( 39) 

it the exclusive rieht of electine its orm elders. The petition 
(40) 

was not sustained. .In 1830, the Society elected two elders. No 

oppoai tion waa raiaed by the Church and the n1en were duly ordained on 

June 18, 1830. In 1834, two more elders were elected, but an attampt 

from within the Society to trdnsfer this prerocative to the Church alone 
(41) 

failed. 

In February 1840, the Session took the initiative in recai~end-

ine the addition of three eldors to the Session. No f'urther action was 

taken until July, \Jhen the Society elected a s ine;le eldor. At the Sat16 

r11eeting it again considered a rn'Oposal to let the Ohurch choose its own 
(42) 

elders, but once a~~in no concrete action \~~ undertaken. Thenext 

day the Church f'latly refused to concur in the election of tho elder and 

catecorically deniod the Socicty' s rir;ht to elect tho ner:tbers of 
(43) 

Session. 'i.'hos c moasures passed by vottls of 32-18 at the Church•s 
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In Deceuber of the same year, these decisions were re-

versed by u vote of 55-37 ~nd the elder chosen by the Society \~s con­
(41.,.) 

firJaed in hia position. 'Ille result of this decision wa;:; th~t t twelve 
(1..5) 

people left the Clhurch. No rea.sons for this surrender of the 

Ghurch' s rieht are gi ven. 

'lhe matter rotJted for three years before any further action was 

taken. Thon in I:uy 1844, the Session, acting on the advice of two men-

beru of the 'Ihird Presbytery of !;ew York City who l1ad viui ted Lon treal 
(46) 

the previous fall, publicly nominated three elders. '!he Society 

rejected these "pretensions" and nominated its own slute ulso p:~.:Jsing a 

resolution to the affect that they "cannot admit any assumad preroeative 

to encroach upon their riehts and privileees and do hereby declara the 
(47) 

namirw.tion of last Sabbuth null und void". The Church, indignant 
(48) 

at this treatmant, refused to ta.ke any i'urther stepa at thut tir.1e. 

In !~arch of the following year, the Session wa.s called on to act 

on the Society' s nominations of the preceding t:ay. The meetine that 

•v.as called on the issue was protracted and various procedurul deviees 

were tried to prevent any decision beine reached. The resul t \\'as , how-

ever, thnt the Church approved the Society' s choice unù aeain surrender-
(49) 

ed its claim to the choosing of its mm elders to tho Society. 

This decision was not Ullé.lni:mous nnd a protcst was drafted . 

'!his, with aupporting documents was sent to Tresbyte~; for a decision. 

The protest, it should be noted, Wa3 signod by sixty-two people. Pres-

bytery' s reply \-rcts in the f orm of advice rather than a decision for it 

felt that the ap1)eal was roally beyonù 1 ts jurisdiction. 

The reply first noted that its advice of July 30, 1824, to the 
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affect "that avery m.ulo me~'~ber of the coni3rec;~:ttion v:ho iu ei ther a sub-

scriber to tho Socioty or u pewholùer in the Church for ut least one 

year be entitled to vote" hus not been follmwd. It further notes that 

the General AsseNbly ·of 1830 forbude unbuptizcd per:Jons fron~ votine; in 

ehurch elections. It then stated thut while all previous elections 

were v~ilid, in future, only church menbers should be ullm!ed to vote. 

It ulso recor,rr.1encled that tho Church r1eet und aGree on a Eode for future 

elections. The Secretury of Presbytery elsa pointed out that the usual 

procedure was for the Session to nœ1iné1.te candidates and for the Church 
(50) 

to vote for elders fro:'l w:one; the nor'linees. 

In I:ay the candidutos orie;inally nominatcd by the Society a yeur 

previously and eventually approved by t}le Church l-.'Ore ordained. Ho 

f'urther action about u settlenent wus taken, eitÏklr on the linos sugeest-

ed by Presbytery or on any other lineso 

The natter rested thero until October 1847, when thirty-one of 

the Church nenbers potitioned Prosbytei"'J for the anawers to six questions 

that huù vexed the peace of the Churcho ~1ey requested a ruline so t~t 

they could clear away the disputes thtit :placuocl the Church hefore the 

ordinution of their new nini~ter, the ~ev. Joim LcLeod. '!he first five 

questions deul t larcely Hi th matters of procedure and. the anawers were 

qui te s tr-d iehtfon~rd. The GiXth deal t r;Ji th tho question Of the elec-

tian of the elders und \i11iS in t•·10 parts. The fir'.Jt part asl-;:ed if l'rea-

bytery had meant in its advice of April 2C, 18/ô thut only church mGI.lbers 

nero to vote in these elections. TI:tis rns EUlS\Jorod in the affimativeo 

The i.!Ocond Lalf of the question asked lrcsbytery to rer!uest a stutenent 

fron the 1ess1on as to -:.1hy the latter h~1.ù. not called u neetine to settle 



the question in 1845. Prasbytery explu5_ned that this i1<td :-:Jerely been 

a recor•Jr.tendution ~:tnd not un injunction. 

:dter a 11rief revie~• of the situat ion i t pointod ou·~ th<.J. t while 

it '."f.:t:J definitoly the right of u church to nol"'linato :.lT:d chocso its own 

offi CBI"d, usu.co in tho ::ont :real Chur ch hud ano·.~ed the Society to nan­

ina te tltese officors, wi th the Church l!i.iving tho ri~ht ei ther to concur 

in t.ho no:•in,:,.tion or to rejoct them. 

set this custoa. 

Thoreforu i t ShW no re<H>On to up-

Thiü reconuendation seer·~ to have boen tJ.doptecl and. from tll13 

tine for.vo.rd the proceù.ure \'1<.-t:J for the Je~sion to suecoat to tho Society 

th.':t.t nell elderB would be needed. The Society -..;ould na}::e its nomina-

ti ons, thon tht! Church and .:Jess ion would concur in the election of' the 

parsons so uoHimted. 

The whole dispute oricinated in the CHrious co::lbintJ.tion of in­

stitution::; sot ur> b~r the Church Cou:.mnity unù. \ki:.! fl.œthm .. • cortplicuted 

by u possible r:!isunder.;~tandine oZ the relutionsliip of the Church and 

Society by the Presbyt~r-.:r of 1·rev1 York. '1':1.is is not unlikely as the 

set-up was quito w1i(1ue and definitely forcien to the pro,;;byterüm fom 

of covenxïlent. 

In retrosplt~t the cas e of tha Sess ion and Conr;re;_;ation seons to 

be tho "'tror:ger of tLo two, i t being baueà on throo considerations, 

(1) the Ul3uul practice in l)rcsbyteriun Cnurches, (.2) tho fact t}l<~ t the 

first Se~wion ~~;J.S elected by com:mmicant mule r1embers··.onl~r, (3) those 

who were to a<lidni;:;te1.~ the sy:irituul lifo of the churcr. should be chosen 

by "believc~rs" only. The Society' s clah; rc:~ted on thu (j_Ue:->tionable 

cons ti tutiona.li ty of the fir;; t session ':Jhi ch had been u:;tublü>hed bef'ore 
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a ;;:; et tle<l clereyll.d:n hud been l )l"û cured. Lnce havine ea ined thiu point 

it deized the initiative t1nù having or0<.mized tl ses:Jion, ~roceaded to base 

i ts clains on precedent. The final re::.ml t ur,held the Church ' s position 

thut none but oomnrmicants uhülùd vote, but thon ii;nored thi;.; by a131"8eine 

that the uethod in u~:>e was quita sati::>factory. 

The rmole J.l':! ttern of relë.ttion::;hiro between tho Church and the 

Society seeus to have been th.::l.t the society encroached upon the jurisdic­

tion of the Church. ~\Y it did is not evident. It nay ~~ve been thut 

as it \'las founded fir.3t i t felt that ti'tldi.tion dictated tha t 1 t should 

unàertake the leadership of the Clmrch. Perhaps sincet&eycontrolled the 

G''h:urch' s finance they folt they should aldo control 1ts life, it :r.ticht 

even be ltiid to the personal1ties of the men involved. 

For the most rJnrt the Church did not contest these infringe:rJ.ents 

but whon 1 t did, i t put up fi detenained fieht, un til Presbytery h;id to be 

called in to arbitrato. ! ,uch of this r.lif,ht hfiVO beon avoided if the 

Church had organize<l sololy along ei ther Presbytorian or Congregational 

linas. The peculiar .synthe~is of the two ::>ystens ùid not r~ake the div-

ision of :f'u.nctions between tho Church' :; t \'10 orcans .sufficiontly clear und 

cons equently conflicts arase. un the who le, i t i d su iTrisine tha t this 

peculia.r urga.nization did not lead t o more ue r1ous conflicts than \Jas 

actu.ally the case. 
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one of the first problel"lB to fa.ce the new Anerica.n Presbyterian 

ChUl."Ch a.f'ter its formation was that of acquiring recognition of 1 tB 

statua as a church by the local comr.runity and also recognition as a 

leeal entity by the Governnent. Such ~coe,nition was absolutely 

'necessary if the Church were to fulfil the purposes for which i t h.a.d 

been brought into existence. 

It '~s not lone before the ~ontrenl cm~tnity reco~nized the 

American Presbyterian Church as a separate entity. 'l't'...is recoeni ti on 

was not demonstrated by any official ceremonies by any one oreanization 

or even by a eroup of ore;anizations, but was indicated by invitations 

to join auch eroups as the Protestant commi ttee ror buryine paupers who 
(1) 

died in the 1;!ontreal General Roapit.al. Recoenition wns also evinced 

by the willingnesa of the 

Peter Street Preabyterian 

(2) 
i/esleyan 1.:ethodists and latcr by the St. 

(3) 
Church to l~~se their buildings to the 

Amarican Presbyterians tbat the latter might hold services. Recogni-

tion outside church groups was sienif1ed by the participation of the 

Montreal Masonic Lodees at the laying of the cornerstone of the Church' s 
(4) 

first building. 

Official recoenition of the Church by the Government was a for-

r.o.al aftair and one that wa::l very important to tho welfare of the Church. 
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The absence of official recognition durine the early years of the Church•s 

lite seriously impaired its activities in both spiritual and temporal 

aff'airs. At the tiiae of the foundatiol". of the American Prei:ibyterian 

Qlurch, this recognition consisted of two ele:r;tents. rrou the view:point 

ot the conua.unity and of spiritual welf'are the Nost important of these 

was the rif')lt to hold authorizeà registers in. which to record baptiams, 



marriacos and burials. If the Church were re:t'used the rieht to hold 

auch registers it neant tha.t the :performance of these cerer·tonies would 

not be recogn.ized by law and indeed would be con·ai de red illegal. AS 

these ceremonies were considered to be an esaential part of religious, 

as \1611 as of' tonporal 11f'e, the inabili ty of' a church to :perform them 

was regarded as extremel~ serioua. Frorll the temporal viewpoint, 

official recognition r&luired the acquisition by the Church of corporuto 

a ta tus. This meant that the Church could establish a board of trustees 

to hold its property in trust, and to institute legal action on behalt 

of the ehurcho 

l~t this tir.•e the legal statua of the different Protestant denCI:l-

inat1ons in the Canadas vre.s a subjact of dispute.. The Church of' England 

claimed that a~ it \las the l!;stablished Church in .imgland 1t WH.S also the 

Eatablished Church in the Colonies and thus 1 t vigoroualy defended i ts 

claim to be the sole cuatodian or registers of baptisms, ~arriages and 

burials. These claim.s were strongly contested by the Church of Scotland 

nhich maintained that as it wa.s the ~stablished Church in Scotland it had 

equal statua wi th the Church of lmgland in the Colonies. The attitudes 

of the various government officials were divided, with the re::mlt trot no 

clear statement or the reltttive positions of the tno churches was 
(5) 

possible • 

.By 1820 the Church of Scotland had succeeded in attaining equal-

i ty of a ta tus wi th the Church of England in regard to the custody of 

reeisterso The question of incorporation was, however, a very different 

one. Incorporation throueh the Provincial Leeislature had not been 
(6) 

achieved by the Anglicans, but they had aucceeded in getting corporate 
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( 7) 
privileges through erants of Royal Lattera Patent. 'l'le Church of 

scotland was unable to acquire similar privileces either by Royal 

Letters ratent or by acts of incorporation. This resulted in some in-

convenience, for in t:ontreal, the st. Gabriel Straet Church, a Church 

of Scotland congresation, hud discovered that its ~roperty was not held 

by the elected auccessors of the first board of trustees, but rdther by 

the heira of the members or the first boord. To ensure thbt the land 

was to be held by the trustees elected successors alone, necessitated a 

lahorioua and tir.1e consu:rlling series of legal conveyances and ag:re3ements • 

I'Jhen the Church peti tioned the. Governor-in-Chief for 'aD act of 1ncorpor-

ation in 1827 to circumvent this dif'ficul ty, the pet1 ti on wn::> refused on 

the advice of the Attorney General. This official maintained that the 

Governol'-in-Chie:f' did not have the nece~sary authority to er<-~nt such a 
(8) 

charter. 

The position of the other Protestant denominations was quite 

clear, they simply had no existence in law as churches. They were 

denied corporate statua as woll as the custody of authorized reeisters. 

One riniater at Quebec Who had ignored this 1'<:3Striction in 180) and had 

perfor.med baptisms, w~rriages and burials, had been prosecuted at the 
(9) 

instigation of the Anglican Bishop. - The Court found that ho had act-

cd tar beyond his author1ty and torbade him to continue porforming the 
(10) 

three ceremonies in question. 

'!he only other relieious c;roups present in any P..tlr.1ber in Lower 

Canada at this time were the Ro:man Catholics and the Jews. The Rom.an 

Catholic Church had received 1ts rights to property and reeistors tram 

the old French rflgime. As the Cession of 1763 had brought only a :f'ew 
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Chanees, these riehts rerr~ained substantia.lly the BaJ'lle. The Jewish 
(11) 

community in Montreal numbered only 56 in 1825, but it received the 
(12) 

custody of authortzed registers in 1829 and the right to own pro-
(13) 

perty in trust in 1846o 

Al thoueh the Ar.lerican Presbyterian Church was accorded social 

recognition as a church by the llontrea1 commun! ty shortly after 1 ts 

foundation, legal recognition by the Government at Q.uebec was neither as 

quickly nor as easily obtained. The fetition presented to the Provin-

cial liouse of Asaembly on January 23, 1826 stated that When the Ohurch 

had presented a set of registers to the Court of King's BenCh for 

official authorization, as required by law it had been toldS 

That it having been decided in the Provincial Court of Appeals 
that the Statute Which requires the Enregistration of Harriages, 
136ptisrnB and Burials in Lower Canada, does not authorize the 
granting of' Registers to 1my other Protestant }.\inisters than those 
of the Established Churches of England and Scotland, we must in 
conformity thereto, and until soi!le further Legislative Proceeding 
is na.de restrict ouraelves to the granting of Re{!isters only to 
Hinisters of the above Churches and therefore, that it is not now 
in our power to s 1gn the ReBisters by you presented and canply 
wi th the prayer ot your Petition. ( 14 ) 

AB a result of this reftisal, for v.'hich no date can be found, the 

letition bad been drawn up und presented. It pruyed for the rieht to 

perfor.m the three ceremonies in ·question. It must be noted that while 

the Church obeyed the law with regard to marriages and burials, it kept 

a special reeister of baptisms. Baptism and cQ11mUI\1on are the only 

two sacrements reoognized by the Protestant churches. 'lllus while the 

American Presbyterian Cllurch might recoenize the va11dity of ciVil 

regiatration ot birtha, it did not admit the right of the state to deny 

to 1 t the performance of one of the most important ceremonies of 
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(15) 
Chriati~n church lifeo 

A Cor.md ttee of the Ho use, appointed to investig~ te the ~ti ti on, 

reported f'uvourably with the result thut B. bill was brought down ~d 

pa.ssed to allow the minister of the American Presbyterian Ch~rch to :per-

tor.m the three ceremonies and to have the custody of authorized regis-

ters in which to record them. This Bill waB submitted to the Legisla-

tiTe Council for its concurrence, but on February 23, 1826 a motion was 
. ( 16) 

pt ss ed thu t 1 t be cons ide red on "the tirs t of June next". '!his 

manoeuvre, a pa.rliwnentary deviee to kill the Bill, wus often resorted 

to in an effort to avoid consideration of measures thut were either un-

popular or too controveràial. Today this is commonly knovm as the "aix 

r:1onths hoist" and i t means that consideration of a bill is deferred to 

a date after the Parliahlentary session has endedo 

On December 29, 1828 the House of Assemb1y received a second 
(17) 

petition. This petition was from the Society rctther than tram the 

Church. · Thus alone Hith the prayer for the right to hold registers, 

the petition included a prayer for the granting of corporate statua to 

the SocietY' a Trustees. They requested this feature in arder that the 

Society night hold land for a Houae of' ;.1orship, a Pa.rsonaee and a Burial 

Ground without running into difficulties similar to those ~ncountered by . 

the St. Gabriel Street Church. The House of Aasernbly passsd a bill 

granting both of these privileges and sent it to the Legislative Council 

tor its concurrence. The Cbuncil '~s still unwilling to consider auch 

action and it again used the "six months hoistn to nullify the Assembly's 
(18) 

bill. 

EncouraBed perhaps by the tact that the ,/esJeyan I;:ethodists ha.d 
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(19) 
· gained the right to hold registers in 1829, the Society :nada a third 

attempt in 1830. The proceedines follm'led a sir:lilar pattern except 

that the Council killed the Bill by takins it into a C~~ttee of the 
(20) 

A'hole Houae for consideration and failed to "report it out". This 

:f'ailure to "report" a bill out was anothor :purliamentary stratae;em for 

killing an unwanted billo 

Cn February 11, 1831 the House of Assembly received a fourth 
(21) 

jet1t1on. This waa presented by the funerican Preabyterian Society 

af'ter the Houae of As::>embly and the Legislative Counc11 had both passed 
(22) 

a bill to inoorporate st. Andrew•s Church, which WI:\S a Church of 

Scotland congregation at Quebec. This 'Bill had not come into ef'fect at 

the t1me ot the American Presbyterian Society' s jreti ti on, for it ho.d 

been reserved. Although Royal .t~.ssent hlid been enrnted on January 31, 

1831 to the st. Andrew' s Church 'Bill 1 t vrua not proclaimed in Lower 

Canada until April 29, 1831, and as official news took soma time to 

cross the Atlantic it seeill5 likely that the American Presbyterian Church 

anù Society were basine their hopes on the f'avourable action by the 

Legislative Council rnther than the knowledge that the 'Bill had actually 

been assented to. The f'ourth fetition aeuin asked for authorized re-

gisters and oorporate statua tor the Church. On ·Februa:cy 16, the House 

passed a bill grantine these and sent it to the Council for its con-

ourrence. The Council pasned an amended version of the 'Bill which then 

bad to be reconsidered and approved by the House of ~ssemblyo 

The Amendments were, for the most part, changes involving 

isola ted words. Unf'ortunately the system of reference used in the 

Journala of rarlia'ïlent Inl:ù<es it impossible to aaseaa their import without 
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a copy of the original druft bill which i~ not available. Th.ere were, 

however, t..-m clause runendments. 'nle first of these required that the 

t:inisters und Trustees of tho Church rnuat h<:~ve taken the cath of 

allegiunce to the King before the banei'its or the act coulcl have become 

operative. 'lhe second vrus a rider which reserved the rights of the 
(23) 

King unllipairecl, des pi te anything granted in the Billo This latter 

was a standard rider attached to all bills of this nature. 

The House of Assembly agreed to these aLlendzilents and after add-

ine the exact amount ( 2/ 6) of the fee to be charged for the registra.t1on 

ot the oaths of allegiance ( left blank by the CouncU) passed the Bill 

aga in. This Bill received the final apDroval of the LegiBlative Coun-

cil on Earch 28, 1831. It did not, however, bocor.e affect! ve immediate-

ly, because on nœch 31, it was reserved for "'Ille signification of lUs 
( 24) 

};;ajesty• s plot..3Ure thereon". This rneunt that the Bill V«Juld have 

to co to Greut Britain for the approval of the British GovernMent before 

it became lawo 

In the records of the Church there is tt copy of a latter dated 

!.:uy 7, lGJl frorn the 'IT'U.stees of the Society to Denia Benjamin Viger. 

'lhis latter· askad for his attention to the Bill tts he Wl:üi going to 

london a.::> the aeent of the Province of Lower Canèida. This let ter was, 

however, urmecessury for the Bill had received Royl:l.l Assent on April 12, 

On Jnne 5, 1832 the Governo:ro-1n-Chief proch.imed "an Act to 

afford Rolief to a Certain Relieious Congrecation at l~ontreal denomin­
{25) 

ated Presbytariuns"• 

The Act consisted of eight sections. The first outlined the 

probloms und petition of "Certain :rrotestants a.t Eontreal". After 
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~tating the authori ty under vihich it was enacted, the Act proceeded to 

grant the 6hurch the ri&-'lt to hold reeisters of marriages, baptisma and 

burials and stated that these 

••• to all i~tonts and purposes have the same affect at law as 
if the same had been kept by any l!iniater in this Province of 
the established Church of .:England or Scotland, any la\'J to the 
contrary notwitrwtanding. (26) 

'!he second section eranted the Congregation the right to set up a Board 

of Trustees and ensured thut any property held in trust by that Boe.rd 

would be transferred in perpetual succession to their elected successors 

onlyo It also gave the Trustees the right to detend this property at 

law if it becane necesoary. The third section limited the land to be 

held in trust to a maximum of two arpenw. 

'!be next two cl<:~.uses legalized past and :future co:1vey-dilcea ot 

property and set the tees to be churged by the rrothonotar'J or the (}>urt 

of King's Hench for the reeistration of auch documentao 

The si.xth section was the one which required thut the ~iin1ster 

and Trustees of the Church, take the oath of allegiance to the Kine and 

tlutt a record of this be "fyled" in the office of the Prothonotary. 

The last two clauses were common to all such acta. The first protected 

the I'iehts of the King and his succe~sors; the second declarine the act 

to be a public one and to be noted by all who mieht be concerned. 

The long delay in s ecuring t hose necessary rights and privileges 

for the American Presbyterian ChurCh can be attr1buted to several tac-

tors. 'Ihe major one is that the Legisla tive Council was reluctant to 

pass such a bill. SOI!le of this reluctance cun be traced to t he struggle 

tor establishment waeed by the Churches ot .England and Scotland. The 
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irnglican clergy strongly opposed the granting of custody of reeisters 

to any but one of their own m.L"Tl.ber. The Council probably feared thtit 

if they were too liberal with this privileee it might become an accept­

ed precedent, Which the ether Protestant churches might cite in demand­

ine; the srune rie;hts. Actually the precedent h!:ld ulready been estab­

liahed by the eranting of registers to the ifesleya.n llethodists and the 

Jews in 1829o t:uch the aaJII.e is true of the right to hold land in 

tru6to Here the precedent hud been established by the incorporation 

of a Church of Scotland congregation a year previous to the passage of 

the Act to relieve the Amer1C811. Presbyterians. 

A further element in this disinclination is reflected in the 

sixth section of the Act. The t'/ar of 1812 had left an a.ftermath ot 

deep dis trust tor the United St~J.tes and tor things ,\me ri ca.n. The re­

quire:ment that. the I.:inisters and Trustees be British subjects is in­

dicative of this distrust. In conn.action with this, 1t should be noted 

that although the Journals of the Houae ot Assembly record t\VO ot the 

four petitions as emana ting from the American Presbyterien Society ot 

Fontreal, the bills 1ntroduced and the final àct all des1gnate the 

Church as "a certain Rel1g1ous Congregation at l•:ontreal denominated 

Presbyterians "o 

other elements may have entered the struggle, but the Journals 

of the House of i~.ssembly and the Legislative Counc11 give but the bare 

outlines of the proceedine;s of these bodies. The reault is tha.t they 

do not record the names of those who moved auch thinga as the "six 

wonths hoista", they do, however, note Who presented both petitions and 

bills. 'l'hus it is diff'imùt to trace the intrusion of private 
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jealousies and vested peraonal 1nterests Wbich possibly oppoaed the 

pasaaee of the relief billo This absence of detail makes it diff1cult 

to prove or disprovo the statement in the obituary of Jacob DeWitt sr., 

in the Montreal llitness ot llarch 26, 1859, that as a mEill.ber of beth the 

American Presbyterian Church and Society, and the Provincial Farliament 

he wns respons1b.le for the final success of the peti tionso He may well 

have been responsible, tor behind the scenes lobbying was often necess-

ary in similar cases, but his name does rot appear in the official re-

cord as being connected with any of the petitions o~ bills. 

Despite the very full records kept of the 11fe of the American 

Presbyterian Church only one notation concernine; this important struggle 

appee.rs in the minutes of the Church Session o11 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 Provtncial Parliament for 
(27) 

the right to keep a church register. This was the beg1nning of the 

second attampt noted aboveo The only other contemporary canment on 

this bill outside the official government records was in the Canadian 

Courant of Jtme 12, 1832. The Editor, in coiJlll1Emting upon the proclama-

tion ot: assent to a number of reserved b.llla, including the one at:tect-

ing the American Presbyterian Church, stated that grumblers would now 

have to admit that Canada had a wise and just system of government. 

It smuld be noted that the act was not an act of' incorporation 
(28) 

auch as had been ~ted to two congregations of the Church of Scot-

land at Quebec, but was merely "an act · to afford relief". It did, how-

ever, ernnt the major privileges that incorporation rer.mitted, that is, 

corporate status tor the Church as wall as the custody of authorized 
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registers. FUll incorporation wus probably withheld on several grounds. 

li'irst, the petition had not asked for full incorporution. In this the 

Church probably took its eue from a bill thut Parliament bad pas8ed in 

1830. 'Ibis Bill hud nade provhlion for churches of all denominations 
(29) 

to hold lu.nd throue;h Trustees. The Bill had been reserved and wua 

not procla.ir'led until April 27, 1831, having been as~:~ented to in Great 

Britain on the J.ust day of January of the same year. Thua the action 

of .the Arv3rican Presb;rterian Society 4ud begtm before the final outcome 

of this Bill had become known in Canada. Second, incorporation had 

only just been ~ranted to congregations of the Church of Scotla.nd and 

Parliarnent was probably unwilling to extend auch full privileges to 

another Protestant denm~ination quite so aoon a~d especially to a 6hurch 

that owed its ecclesiastical allegiance tc a denomination in the United 

St&tes. 

~le Act stands in a unique plBce in the history of' Lower Canada0 

for al thoUf')l the Jews and the i7esleyan Eethodists had gHined the right 

to hold reg1sters in 1829, and the latter, under the act noted above 

(10-11 Geoo IV c 58), could hold lund in trust, it waB the fir~t time 

that any church other than the more or lesa established Churches ot ~-

land, Scotland and Rome had boen granted the right both to hold registers 

and to corporate sta.tus. At the time this Act came into force, none of' 

the d!ssenting churches in Nngland and Wales possessed the saue rights as 

were granted to the tllnerican Presbyterian Churcho It was not until 1836 

that clissenting churchea in &lgland and iVales received the privilege of' 
(JO) 

perfo:rmine the marriage cerernony and of keeping registers of these actso 
(31) 

The fact thut nine "disaenting" denœlinations received this right in 
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Lower Canada bef'ore the p.tssace of' the Registration Act and the 

Marriuges Act in 1836 in Great Br1 tain suggests tho.t SOL19 of the more 

liberal.ideas reaahed fruition in the 6olonies before they were accept-

able to the British Parliament. 

· Al though en ti tled to set up a propor Board of Trustees und er 

this Act the Society did not do so until 1837• This delay was probab1y 

caused by a leeal controversy t~tt arase over the ownershiD of the site 

of the Church o 

{32) 
til 1836. 

This controveray beean in 1829 and was not settled un-

This Act remained in torce until 1864. In the earl y part of 

that year the America.n Presbyterian Society decided to erect a new church 
(33) 

building. The site of the new edifice wus to be turth~r west as the 

majority ot the Oongreeation had gradually moved westward with the growth 

or the city. This decision caused soma difficulties as apparently the 

"Act ta ~fford reliet •••" had made no provisions for the possible sale 

of the Church's immovable property. 'l'he ~tees of the Society, with 

the approval of the Church, wished to sel1 the old site and building in 

order to hel!> :finance the cast of a new site and buildingo To circum-

vent the di:fficulties arisine from the projected sale the Society peti-

tioned the Legislative Assembly of Canada for an Act of Incorporation 
( 34) 

which would allow it to utilize it~ property as it saw fit. 

The :petition wt~.s presented to the Assembly on tlarch 17, 18~; 

and one nonth later "An Act to incorporate the Trustees of the American 
(35) 

Presbyterian Society of lJontreul" was read for the first tine. The 

bill passed. through both Houses of rarliament in a routine rna.nner w1 thout 
(36) 

any amendments being made and was assented to on June 30, 1864. 'nl.e 
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swift passage of this act is in sharp contrast to the prolonged struegle 

which preceeded the w1nn1ng of the initial rights and pri vileges. The 

reasons for this difference are not completely clear, especially vihan 

sean against the events of the 1860's. The Civil War in the United 

States had raiaed a great deal of apprehension in Canada, and this dis­

trust might wall have made Pl:lrliament reluctant to grant incorporation 

to the Church. That this was not the case is probably attributable to 

the extensive contribution that the individual mambers of the Church had 

made to the lif'e of' :Montreal since its establishment in 1822. Another 

important factor was thtit although still proud of their Americun orlgin, 

ao exemplified ·by their mambership in the New Eneland Society they were 
(37) 

largely British in character. 

There was no opposition to the bill on religious grounds. B.Y 

1864 the general climate or opinion had accepted the fact that the 

"dis::;enting" churches had as much right to incorporation and the custody 

cf registers as did those churches which laid claim to be the establish-

ed churches of the country. 

The Act vm.s, in affect, a new constitution for the Ar!!erican Pres-

byterian Society and to sana extent simplitied the confused fonn of gov-

ernment that had evolved in the Church. After cranting the Trustees 

all the usual rights and privileges of a corporation, the Act granted 

the special right of' collecting pew renta. 

Under the Act there was to be a Board of nina Trustees. 'l'hase 

were to be elected ror three year torms, three being elected each year 

in order to give continuity to the Board. Special provision was made 

to t'ill the vacancies in the first two years until the system was in 



tull swine. Bach at the trustees was to be at least twenty-one yeara 

of age, a r1ember of the Society in e;ood standine for at leaat one year 

and not a member of 11ny othar church. 

Gondi tians for the calling of meetings; the extension of voting 

privileees; the quorum, and rnajorities of votes necassary; as wall as 

the types of reports to be nada at annual meetings were üll delinoatad 

by the Act. Nina of the twenty-fivo clauses dealt Hith the finances of 

the Church anù fi ve of these outline the speciè1l :pri vileges with regard 

to pew renta. 

The Trustees were 15iven the rieht to J!lt1ke by-laws respecting the 

tem1)ora.1 affo.irs of the congregation, and they had to elect a Chaiman., 

a. Jecretd.ry and u Treasurer from amoP..g their own number each yearo The 

.:>ecret11ry llùd to keep a. "ree;iBter" of tho Society' s uction.B which was to 

be open to the Society'a m~nbers "a.t all Beasonable tùaes". 

In affect, the Act pll1csd all the dut1es for.merly perfor.mad by 

the l)rudentiul Comni ttee and the &ecut1 va of the Society in the hands 

of the TrUstees alone. AB well a.s controlline the temporal affaira of 

the Church, they still retained the rieht to noiilinate the eldars ta the 

Church's Sessiono The Act did not introduce the procedure of selling 

and rentine of church pews into the American Presbyterian Church. 'l'his 

had been done since ita foundation. Uow, however, the practice receiv-

ad leeal sanction. 

Thore wa.a little delay this time in bringing the provisions or 
' (38) 

the Aci into t'oree. At the Annual Meeting on Decer!lber 26, 18(X., 

the :f'irst Trustees under the Act of Incorporation were elected by the 

Society. 
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In contras tine the two acta, tm thines stand ciut qui te clearly. 

In the second Act the Leeislat~e showed no qualrns about the use of the 

tenn "American Presbyterian Society" and even fncorpora.ted it into the · 

title of the ACt. Also notable ia the absence of the clause requiring 

the Minister and Trustees to take the oath of Alle~iance to the ~eeno 

This was des pi te the tact that the Church still owed allegiance to a 

denomination in the United States and still procured i ta m1n1sters tran 

the United States. The probable 7easons behind these Changes are those 

alluded to above in connection wtth ~~e absence of opposition i.e. the 

Church's services to the community and the actual allegiance of the 

majority of its ~embers beins British• 

The Act, hm·~ver, did not cover all the contingencies that were 

to arise, and on February 23, 1866 a committee was set up to aecure the 

rieht to own property for a Free School and a Fission on Chaboillez 

Square. The amendment allowiJ'Ig the Society to own such property was 
(39) 

not granted until 1878 and thus does not forrrr a J'llrt of this inves-

tieation. 

The whole struggle for legal recognition ia nn interest1ng one 

and one thbt shows that relieioua recognition and tolerat1on had to be 

won in Horth America. t:~.S elsewhere and could not be UJ.ken tor gra."PJ.tedo 

The persistance with which the "diasenting" denominations aought theae 

privileges is exemplified hy the actions t?...ken by the Arnerican Presby-

teri an Church in the 1820' s and 1S30' a. The relative ease w1 th which 

the Act of Incorporation ~1s procured signifies the change in attitude 

which had developed aince the days of the earlier struegle. As has 

been po1nted out, the success of the ~merican Presbyterian Church in 
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1831 is significant becawe it was the first time thut such priVileges 

lw.d been ~ranted to any }Jrotestant church other than one beloneing to 

the "established" Churches ot 3ngland and Scotland. 

'lhe A.merican character of the Church probably accounted for sana 

of the reluctance to grant the original ~:~.cto :sy- 1864, however, the real 

nature of the Church bad becane Cl:inadian, the people were loyal British 

subjects, though close1y tied with the United States in ecclesiastical 

discipline. Thus the question in 1864 was not one of grunting inco~ 

poration to a Group of aliena, for the Chu.rch members wero loyal and had 

in the past played a loyal part in cammunity and national life. 
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1 • .\ lettar in the Iupere of·tha Church dated Decembor ?, 1823. 
I,:ichael scott to Jacob Bieelow. 
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3o ~ Velo I, Febrtll:iry 
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Chapter So 

'l'liE BUIWil~Gô iJ~D 'lllliiR 

SITES 

'!he :Hte 

The Building 

The N'ew Church 11tnd Si te 



Cne of the first problems ta face the Society ':illaS that of pro-

curing uccœvnodation in ·Which the eoneregntion could hold serviceso 

This problem VMS one of the original questions put to the Prudential 
(1) 

Committee on the day of its .formation. Two weeks later a solution . . 

was reacheù by leasing the :·:eslsyan I:ethodist Cha:pel on t.h.e corner ot 

St. Francis- Xavier and 3to Jlillles Street. For the pri vilege of using 

the building wh en the ';·Jea1eyana were not ua ing i t, the America.n rresby'-

terians paid a rent ot !: 100 a yeur ond half the cast of E!!71.ploy1ng a 
(2) 

"door-keeper" o 

During the tirst year of the Church's exiutence various loe&-

ti oru:; s.erved as 2.1oeting plt:~. ces. The iritial meetings, other than se~ 

vices of thtJ. Conzrecation and the Session were held ut Samuel Hedce' s 
(3) 

hanse in Fortification Lane. The Society held its first meeting 
{4) 

at the City 'l"dvern on Sto Palù. Street. 'Ihe difficulty of finding 

suitable accommodation for the services anù other meetings so necess-

ary to the lite of the Church, was probubly behind the early decision 

of the Society to erect a church building. This decision was made on 
{ 5) 

April 24, 1823, ancl a coi:Wittee wus set up ta locate tl si te for the 

building. At the same time it '~s decided ta soek financial aid tor 

this venture in the lmited Stutos. 

As the construction of a building would tal~e sone ti.rle, the 

Society round 1 t nocessury to seek other acccr:'lr;lodution until 1 ts o\m 

building was ready for occupancy. After its yoar in the !Iethodist 

Cllapel had tertrlinated, the Society rented the 8t. :Poter Pre.sbyterian 
( 6) 

Church on much the same terr'lS • The Society continued to leasa this 

Church tmtil it :finally moved into its own building. 'lhis ret}.lrn to 
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the fabric of the Church from. which they had seceeded wu.;; only a physic-

al return, for the t~~ churcheë continued thcir inùividual sriritual 

existences. The return, however, does suceest thnt the split had not 

left any dee~ seated anil!losities between the two conereeationso 

'the Site 

E1Ghteen nonths aftar i ts creation, the cor.n:.i ttee on the si te 
(7) 

re~orted to the Society. Its choice 1~s a lot on the northeast co~ 

ner of St. JJmes and !:cGill Streets. The Society approved the Comi!l!t-

tea' s selectiOI! and stepa to purchaae the si te \?ere t~'cen. 

1113 

~--__ -~r Hl L Ul ST.--:..li>:---F;;;__-H-\.+~.+a 
(tJRfTts,, 

li~T fe Tl~ ST. 
(Pttts.) 

(') The sr Plfl~ sr Chu~tdt huAMt ST Ati]){(EW~ 
'" tlllf 

The lot chosen vra.s an excellent one tar several reas ons. I t 



atood on the edce of the older :ptlrt of town fReine the subu~bs that bad 

erom1 u:r 3ince the Cession of 1763. .'ù though 1 t l'tus at that tine fur-

thar west than any ether church site in the city, it proved n Good 

cho1ce1 for in la ter years tho streets lea(line; fro!". Corrr:issionar' a Square 

to the north became populur locations for churches of all denominations., 

Eventually, howevar, the ::>ar..o \veatward movement of population 

that had ~~da the site such a good one forced !ta abandonment, and the 

6hurch had to move to a new location., 

Doige' a Alphabetical List of the Marchants, Traders and Eouse-

keepers residing in 1;ontreal, published in 1819 lists forty-six persona 

who were luter co:nnected 'r'dth either tho Church or the Societyo Analy-

sis of the ir addresses shows that tvro-thirds { 29) lived in the E&.st and 

iJest .furds of the city, vmile the rOI"lilininc; third ( 17) were spread 

throuehout the suburba with the balance in faveur of those in the âest. 

STANTOINE 
1 . 

STLAWRENCE 

4 

STJOSEPH RECOLLET t 
0 3 

CITY 
29 

STLOUIS 
0 

The addresses in the city show a marked balunce in faveur of the 
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Jest nard with five addresses listed on JIQ}ill St~et, three on St. Louis 

Street and two each on Place d'Ames, Fortification La.ne, und st. Franois 

Xavier Street. l~otre ])tne and st. Vincent Streets each contained one 

household. '!he nost :populur street waa Sto Ptiul Street where the reoi-

dences of thirteen people are listed. The majori ty of these were mer-

chants and artisans of various sortsg and since in most cases no address 

ether than thut of the business 1s eiven, it is probuble thut they lived 
(9) 

ab ove their places of business as Wl:lS the eus tom in those days. 'Ihe 

listings for the suburbs are too few to be of any re~l value except in 

::;to Arme' s suburb where ~iX of the addre~::~ses occur irt the eastern part o:t 

the area. It thus bec~es apparent thut the site for the Church WtiS nore 

or less contrally locuted with regard to the hor:.es of the 6onereeat1ono 

The lot itself measured seventy-five foet hy eiehty-nine feet 

(french ;:ae:\sure} and :fronted on St. JI:Uïles Street. 'nte rear of the lot 

formed a cœ.mon boundry wi th the property of Samuel Hedge' a home and 

bhckslllith shop, which fronted on Fortification lil.ne, the srune house 

where many of the ettrlier r!leetings of the <llurch were heldo To the west, 

the site bordered on FcGill Street at the point where it widened to be-

come Commisaionert s Square, while on the east i t bordered a lot belonging 

to 'lbomas 'l'hain. 

'L'he land was purcbased tra:a 'l!loNas Tllain, one of the plrtners ot 

l;c:Gillivray & 'l'hain t'he controlling f'irm in the :liontreal fur trading 

eroup known as the Horthwest Company. The oost or the lot \-ms 

f. 1012/10/0. · The initial !layment, set a.t f- 212/10/0 was to be :pa1d at 

the s1en1n~ of the deed. 'Jlle balance \'ftiS to be Pli d 1n annual pay!ll8nts 
(10) 

ot f. lOO due the :tirst of I.ray each year beginning in 1826. 
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On October 4, 1824 Herman Seaver, Jucob Doilitt, Jilliam Forbes, 

Horace Dickinson, David i1ard Eueer, Jonathan .\.leer, Francis Leonard and 

Thomas P.astings took joint possession of the deod. At the same time 

they siened an agreement among thenselves. The ter.ms of this seoond 

document reflect the tact that the Society did not hdve corporato statua 

a.t that tirae and therl!lfore could not have the lè.Uld held in trust for it 

by a board of trustees. The aereermnt was an effort to circumvent this 

ditficulty. The land holders agreed to hold the la.nd jointly among 

· themsel ve::~ and wi th any ethers the Society mieht appoint. '!bey also 

agreed to convey the lund to the Trustees naned by the Society whcm 1 t 

lw.d secured the leeal right to O"il11 land as u corporatiun. In oroer to 

avoid the awkward situation in which the st. Gabriel Street C.'hurch had 
(il) 

found 1tself, the agreenent included a clause that prevented the 

riehts to the land beine inherited by the heirs of the original land 

holders. The document also prohibi ted the land mm er» à lesal represen-

tatives frorJ leyine claims aeainst the :property if any one of the holders 
{ 12) 

became insolvent. 

Tho deed notod that the lund lil"<J.U in the Seien,eury of t:ontreal and 

consequently was 11subject to the ~yment of such cens et rentes towaro the 
·{13) 

domain thereof as Irliiy be legally due and owing thereto". 'lhe deed 

also noted tbat the contracting parties hu.d been unable to ascertain juat 

w~.t these ~cens et rentes" were. rrevorthelcss it declared that the 

land 'MiS rree of all arrears of "cens et rentes" and ot "every other 

charee, burthen, and encumberance". This is an interestine . illustration 

of the tact tlUit the ownership of the seigneuries belonging to the reli-

CiOUS orders had been in doubt sin ce 1763, for the Jeignelll'Y of Montreal 

72 



bad belongod to the Sulpiciun order. If the Society had had to ply 

these "cens et rentes" it vrould be doubtful if it would appreciate 

paying them to a b~nch of the Roman Cutbolic Church. 

In the spring of 1829 the Society leürned that the land wus not 

free "oi' every other charge, burthen m1.ù hcumberonce" as the deed 

-
stated, in fact there was a substantiul cl~im ag~inst ·it. The finn ot 

McG111ivray and Thain had acted as executors for the estate of Isabella 

ll'erguson, the wife of John Gregory, one of Montreal' s fur barons. By 

undertakine this duty the firra had pledeed its own property as aecurity 

for the proper administrdtion of the estate. In 1826 the fi~ became 

insolvent und George Gregory, the residuary 1egatee obtained a court 

jude;rnent off.. 6099/1/6 aeainst the eatutes of l:icGil11vray and Thain. 

This judgment pluced the SocietY' s pro:perty in jeop:~.rdy be cause i t had 

been purchased from ~ain after his finn had assUl'led the execution ot 
(14) . 

the estate. 

This situation caused sQ!le conoern and legèll advice •~a aought 
( 15) 

by the Society even be:t'ore Grecory hud asked the Society to JliY h1m 
{ 16) 

the balance or payments actually due to 'l'hain' a estate. This swn 
{17) 

amounted to fi- 800 with interest from May 1, 1825. This dernand 

suegests that the Society had nade none but the initial J>tiyment. Un-

fortunately no firumcial records seem to bave survived and thua the 

sxact position is difficult to establish. It does seem unlikely, how-

ever, that the Society would be~in to erect an expensi ve building on 

land for which it had made only the initial payment. Within a few 

days of his first dernand Gregory made a second oneo This asked the 
(18) 

Society to pay hirn a: 20,000 or elae to vacate the property. 
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'llle issue lay dormant for a te\"1 years, but \~S re vi ved aeain in 

1835. Al though the Society sought leeul t-.dvice in arder to protect 

the property, a settleHent W&b reach~d out of court. In a doCtUnent 

dated 3epternber 20, 1836 Gree;ory transferred his clc:dm to Jacob DeW1tt 

and John .r;. I.:ills for the sum of e 1200. This money was to be :raid in 

two insta.llments the first due when Gregory, then resident in Br1 tain, 

ratified the agreement, <.1nd the second, one yenr from the srune date. 

~ch side ugreed to stop all court actions und to pay their own court 

costs. The agreement also gua!'B.nteed DeRitt and r.:nls toot no further 
{19) 

claimB would be made against the lando 

Jùtwugh the 1\r.lerican Presbyteriéms had been granted corporate 

status in 1ÜJ2 they had not elected a board of trustees to hold the 

land. No reason for this delay can be f01md in the records, but it 

would soe.l!l likely thut the Society was unwilling to complicate the issue 

stlll :f'urther by transferring the land in dispute to a Board of trustees. 

Once the Convey-dllce of Claim bad been signed, the Society proceeded to 
(20) 

elect a seven nan board of trustees to hold the property on its behalf. 

On February 13, 1837, in f'ul.filment of the ae;reement signed on October 4, 

1824, (see above) the rernaining land holders turned over the property and 

emplacements to the Trustees for the sum ot ten shilline;s. 'n'le Trustees 
{21) 

also ass~~6d the payrnent of the ~ 1200 to settle Gregory•s claim. 

Greeory ratified the agreement on June 19, 1837 and the tirst 

p1yment vrus apparently made. In October 18 39 Do iii tt and ï.ills re ce 1 ved 

loi Summons from the Court of Queen' s Ben ch {Eontreal) to account for sane 
(22) 

fi 4 TI/16/ ') which wao3 still owing to Gregory. No f'urther evidence on 

this claim ha.s suni ved among the Pè:ipers and Records of the Church and 
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{ 23) 
Society. It 1s reusonable to assUfle, however, tmtt the issue wos 

finally settled in ~ satisfactory manner, for the Society remained in 

leeal possession of the property ill1t11 i t sold i t in Mêirch 1865. 

il.lthoueh the site on the corner of st. Jwn.es ~.7tnd L:cGill Streets, 

was sold in l:arch 1865, (see below) in June of the same year, the Trus-

tees of the Society tound it neoessury to create a sub-canmittee to deal 

with a fuQ~her dispute concerning this property. 'l'he City Corporation 

of 1:ontr"a1 laid claim to a strip of lo.nd running between the wall of 

the church buildine and the line of~cGill 3treet. This Clêiim was re-

jected by the Trustees' attorney S. il • .IX>rman and his opinion was sllared 
(24) 

by J.J.C. Abbott, Q.C. Unfortunately this sub-cOOllllittee never sub-

mitted a report to the Board of Trustees and thus the final disposition 

Of the il=iSUe Was not recordedo 

'lbe Building 

once the decision to purchase the lot bad been ~en, the 

Society ~oved quickly and, even before the purchuae had actually taken 
(25) (26) 

place, bad appointed a building cammittee to plan the new edifice. 

This c~1ittee subm1tted two plans to the Society for considerut1o.n, the 

first was a clrurch ot octllgonal. tom and 1 ts oost was estirnated at 

E 2058/6/0, the second wo.s an "oblong square" its oost being estimuted 
(27} 

at ~ 1546/15/9• Probably for financial considerationa,liontreal was 

denied what mieht have become one of its most tmique buildines for on 

December 13, 1824 the octagono.l pattern WliS rejected in favour of the 
(28) 

"oblone square" plan. 

'Ihe cornerstone of the new church was laid on l1onday, Jum 13, 
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1825 in an impressi ve cere.-;1ony. The llrudential Co1ll!!l.ittee of the 

Society ha.d asked the Easona to luy the cornerstone ~.md .-iilliwn 

EcGillivray the Provincial Grund raster otficiated in the proceedines. 

He 'liaS assisted by the officers of the Frovinciul Gra.nd Lodee, Union 

Lodge if 1, St. P!iul's I.oùge } 3, and the Wellington Persever!ng Lodge 

1/ ?. Also in attendaRce Jlere mer.1bers of the l:ontreal Bar in their 

e;owna and I:ajor Gregory' s Hoyu.l I:ontreal CaV'<1li"";. The œ.nd and gua.rd 
' (29) 

of honour were t'rom the Grenadier' s Comp:tny of' the 70th Resine nt. 

The Olnudian Courant of June 15, 1S25 said tha t the cerenony wus 

well attended despite the tine of year "V.;hen th~ merCCintile p.1rt ot our 

cit1zer..s are busily enployed•" It in fuct noted that it u.:~n the most 

nunerous and respectable asserr.bly that h.:ld been scen in seven years o 

Despite its obvious approval of the event, the :r:uper criticized the 

people in chaiGe f'or not prepurine; the area botter, for the loose stones 

and other refuae lllid caused the Masona and ethers ereat inconvenienceo 
(30) 

The Congreeation occupied the building on April 3, 1827 

although it was not yet finished. Contributions for the construction 
{31) 

had baen soliaited in the united States and else~lere, but the 

greater part of the coat wus to be raised through the sale of the pew8o 

The Comr:li ttee set up to place u value on the pews estimated thut the 

cost of the church building less the basement ~nd st~eple would be lesa 

It therefore decided to a~aess the pewa on the ground 

floo~ for a total of~ 3500/5/0.~resumubly it wus 1ntended that the pe\~ 

in tha callery v1ould be assessed for the remining â., 1000. Xach indi-

vidual pew was assigned a priee accordine to ita position and theae are 

na:rKed on the plan of the Church re:produced belowo The actu.al coat of 
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( 32) 
the Church as reported by the Building Conrti ttee v1as r.. 4030/10/2 

or well over twice the original estim.ate for the "oblong square" 

pattern. 

~en the building was occupied in 1827 threo ~~jor sections 

were still untini~hed, the basoment, the e~llery, and the steeple. 

Thore wu.s sone disugreeMent as to how the r,allery should be finished and 
(33) 

as a result little was dona to conplete it. It was not until 1853 
{34) 

tbat the pews in the gallery were put on s:üo 1:il thoueh they bad been 

in use tor qui te sorne tbao The basanent was the objoct of a campaign 

on the p1:.rt of the Sunday School Society which wanted to use it tor 

classas. ëlentually it was properly equipped and in 1850 the Sunday 

School began to use it regularly. The church steeple was never erect-

ed Qlld only this one reference to i t wus ever made in the records. The 

:reasons for i ts not bein.g coo:plated ~vere not recorded, but they were 

probably f'inunc1al1 for as lata as 1853 the Society w·c.:s still p1ying ott 
(35) 

debts contr.act~ in the building's construction. 

The additions and renovations made throueh the years are dif'f'1-

cult to traceo Often the Society \\Uuld crelilte a ca:uni ttee to inveBti-

sate soma additions or chtinr;es to the fabr1c of the tburch, but in the 

absence of a report fron the c~ittee it is inpossible to ascertain 

just whttt v~as achieved. At sorne date gas lightine must have been in-

stalloo, for the deed of' sale in 1865 specif'ied that the eas fittings 

uere not to be considered part of' the building, but no record was made 

of' the installation oi' ga s in the Trustees Linutes. The gitt of a clock 
( 36) 

Wt:t.H accepted in 1829 fron a I.~r. (beney. SiX years later new lam~ 

were to be bought for the Church. ( 'Ihe~o lamps were not gas lamps as 
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1t was not until 1837 that t:ontreal was supplied with gas.) In 

1840 the Society soueht tenders for the c~pletion ot the vestibule, 
( 3B) 

while at the sa~ time a COMmittee wus set up to procure an organ. 

The organ was b0u6}lt by a number ot the church r.1embers and lent to the 
(39) 

Church rent t'rea. It was placed in the ~dllery at the back ot the 

Church facing the pulpit. 

In 1848 the Society appointed a canmi ttee to provide better ven-

ti1ation tor the Church and shades for the windows in the southwest 

wall. This WdS ts.lso the year in which the first steps were taken to 
(40) 

finish the baset'lent. 
(41) 

fitted the pulpit. 

In 1851 the ladies of the ~onerecation re-

'lbe pœsibility of erectine a shed to protect 

the horaes and carriages of the nembers was investiga.ted in 1857 but 
(42) 

nothine more was dona. Three years later the building was cleaned, 
(43) 

painted and ventilated. 

'!be new Church and Si te 

Proposals to move to a new si te uere udvanced as eurly as 
(44) . (45) 

1850, but nothine concrete wa.s done until 1859o In that year 

a COI!ll!littee vJas set up to con&ider the matter. The problan restod thare 

until June 18, 1863 when it became obvious that a. considerable difference 
(46) 

of opinion existed over the issue. As a result, a COJ'I1111ttee was set 
(47) 

up to take a poll of the opinion of the (pew) proprietors of the Societyo 

'nle Oornm.ttee reported that the rnjority favoured a new church, and as a 

direct result of this report a com."littea was set up to work on the 
(48) 

mattero 

This !!love was necessory, for as tho city had grown from 22,JS4 in 
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(49) 
1825 to 90,323 in·l86o, the ~lish apeuking popul~t1on bad gravi-

tated towurds the western suburbs. '.the Arwrican Presbyterians had baen 

part or this trend, tor by 1863 when the Church Reeister listed 343 per­
(50) 

sons, only 12 who lived in Griffintown, a."ld 'Zl who lived east of 

Bleury, were le tt below Dea ver Hall Hlllo '!he rest all li ved to the 

west of ito Thus frou ita position in the center of its coneregation 

in 1825, the (]].urch, by 186o, had been left on the very eustern edge of 

the area inhabited by its members. 

St ANTOINE. 

Il!/ 

sr 
LIH/~CNCt 

3:1.. 

ST. 
I.OUIS 

sr 
J Al'\tS 

0 Jf 

ê!IST 
0 

sr nt~NY 
0 

:.nistribution of American Presbyterians as reported in the } 
1871 Censuso This census reported 186 A:r:J.erican Presbyterians 

n ~ontreal but this is inaccurate as there were 300.., in 1866 

Lesa thun two months atter the decision to rnove hud been Made, 

the Society authorized the committee to purchasa a new site. 'Ibis site 

which was on the corner of Dru.I:li!lOnd and Dorchester Streets nea.sured 
(51) 

242 by 180 feet and W'à S purchased i'rOI'l a I.Iiss Doyle tor .j 5,500. 
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At this ti:-,e the Society st_ill had not secured the right to hold any 

property ether than the 1..:<J:a11 Street site. Thus the new site was held 

and all contracta for the new building were let by I!.A. rrelson of the 

Building Committee, as ~ private individual. The new Board of Trustees 

vrds elected in December 1864, nnd on January 25, 1865 it assumed I'6S-

ponsibility for all contracta signed by Nelson on behalf of the 
(52) 

Churcho 

·,=a th the election of the new ~ard of 'fr'UStees the way was also 

cleared for the sale or the old church building. The decision was to 

put it up to auction, becuuse the Oommittea set up to dispose of the old 

pro:perty reported 

o •• intirnating that sor.1e who had been otfering tor the same, 
now declinad purchasing, mving to the condition of the country 
in its relation to the United Stateso 

Certain conditions attached to the sale are worthy of note: the 

minimtll!l offar to be accepted was $ 28,000. The tenns were,one-tbird ot 

the purcha.se priee was to be paid im1ediately, and the balunce in .two 

equal payments,with 7% interest f'ron t:ay 1, 1865Q The latter WAS the 
{53) 

date on Which the purcbaser was to have possession of the property. 

~ The gas fittings, oreun, and moveable banches were not to be considered 

,pàrt or the sale. The Church elso nada it a condition of sala that 

when the building wus demolished the contents of the cornerstone were to 

be delivered to the Trustees. 

On February 23, 1865 the building thcit had serveâ. the Church and 

Society for thirty-eieht yeara vwus sold to Harrison Staphens for $ J0,500o 

.:'1 th the sale the Society hud to seek tarnpord.ry acconmodation. They 

asked e.nd receivad permission to use the Normal School Building on 
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'llie Church used these :pror.ùscs until June 21.~, 1866 

'Hhen the first service \'Jas hald i!" the Dorchester Street building. 

Ano:r.e the papers tlu:tt were deposited il~ the cornerstone when it 

w:1s la id on àpril 27, 1865, vras u short nunuscript ~üstoF.f of the Ch.urch, 

by the J.:inister, tho Rev. Jumes Ibnar. In this he noted thut the new 

buildine wP.s "tao far west" but that the Society f'el t that the growth ot 

the ci t~r would in time justify the loco.tion. 
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One of the tasks that was essential to the life of the American 

Presbyterian Church wa~ the financing of its operations. This aspect of 

church life came under the jurisdiction of the American Presbyterian 

Society and formed an extensive part of its responsibilities. 

Unfortunately, there is no detailed financial report available for the 

_years under examination, with the exception of 1866. Thus the descrip-

tion of the Church's finances is little more than a bare outline. The 

topic is divided into two main categories, Income and Expenditure. Each 

of these can be subdivided into current expenses and capital expenditure. 

The occasional special instances which cannot be fitted into either main 

categor,y are treat~d at the end of the chapter. 

In come 

Current Expenses 

The Society employed various methods of raising money for general 

expenses, The first used was a subscription or pledge list whereby the 

individual members promised to contribute a stated amount toward the ex-

penses of the Church. It was reported to the organizational meeting of 

the Society that such a list had been ci rculated and that one hundred 

people had subscribed ~340 for two years to help defray the expanses of 
(1) 

the Society. 

In January 1823, the Society adopted the system whose basic idea 

was current in the Prote stant churches of the day. This was the pew ren-

tal system. Each year at the annual meeting, the pews in the church bull-

ding would be rented to the mem.bers of the Ch ure h and Society. The mo ney 

raised was used to pay the general expenses of the Societ y . In the 
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American Presbyterian Church the rental of a pew gave the tenant a vote 

in the proceedings of the Society regardlessofwhether or not he was a 
(2) 

communicant member of the Church. 

Unfortunately no indications of what the rent for an individual 

pew was, or how much was raised annually by this method has survived. In 

the early years when the Society rented premises from other Montreal 

churches, the renta 
(3) 

seem to have been set by putting the pews up to aue-

tion. This method 
(4) 

was also resorted to in the first years in their own 

building. It would appear, however, that some other basis for the cal-

culation of the rents was used in 1ater years. This is suggested by the 
(5) 

use of percentage increases of the pew renta in 1840, 1854-5 and 1859. 

This mode of augmenting the Society 1s revenues wou1d have had a very 

unequal and unfair effect if pew renta had been based on auction priees. 

One possibility is that the annual rent of a pew may have been set as a 

percentage of the value assigned to each pew by the assessment committee 

in anticipation of their sale. (See be1ow, Capital Expenditure) 

This system of pew rental does not seem to have succeeded in 

furnishing a11 the income necessary to pay the current expenses of the 

Society. This is partly indicated bJ the percentage increases of the 

renta noted above, and partly by the deficits reported to the Society at 

its annual meeti ngs. The amounts of these deficits are sometimes record-

ed in the minutes of the Annual Meetings. Below a few examples are 

~ 
quoted. 

1834 
1835 
W% 
1837 

~81/15/16 
~56/8/6 
~78/-/­
~68/3/4 

1838 
1842 
1843 
1852 

~44/7/8 
~400 approx. 
~141/11/9 
~80/-/-

88 



In 1841 the Society•s ways and means for the ensuring year were 

estimated at ~492/-/1, its expenditures at ~676/5/-. The estimated defi­

cit of ~181/4/11 was low and it reached approximately ~400. Whether the 

increase was because of increased expenditures, or decreased income is not 
(7) 

indicated. 

Various deviees were introduced to meet these deficits and to 

augment the Society' s revenues. One of the se was the pere en tage incr.ease 

of pew rents mentioned previously. Another was the introduction of a sub-

scription book at the annual meeting to pay off the previous year 1s debts. 

This method seems to have been the standard solution to the problem, it 

being used in 1834, 1835, 1836, 1837, 1838 and 1852. In January 1866 a 

special subscription list was circulated with a view to l i quidating the 
(8) 

arrears in current expanses before the new building was occupied. Such 

a subscription book was simply a list in which members of the Society 

pledged themselves to pay a specifie amount (probably of t heir own 

choice) to be used solely for the liquidation of the debt in question. 

The use of "weekly offerings" collected during the service does 

not seem to have been popular. Recourse was had to them only at infre-

~uent intervals as they were considered suppl ements rather than replace-
(9) 

ments of the pew rental system. In 1846 when Zion Congregational Churct 

in Montreal dropped the pew rental system in faveur of "weekly offeringlf 
. (10) 

it was still considered somethi ng of an innovation in church financing. 

Capital Expenditure 

Capital expenditures were treated quite separately from the cur-

rent expanses of the Society and thus the raising of funds for this pur-

pose was pursued separately, although somewhat similar methods were used. 
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The same meeting that approved the erection of the first church building 
(il) 

also decided to seek financial help in the United States and elsewhere. 

This step was probably motivated by the close ties of many mernbers with 

the United States, and by the support which previously had been given to 

PresbJ~erian churches in the Montreal area by persons in the United 
(12) 

States. Although no full record of this appeal survived, there are one 

or two brief references. in the Trustees Minute Book. On September 22, 

1g23 it is recorded that $345 had been collected from Boston and $100 

from transients towards the building fund. Among the papers and records 

of the Society there is an undated account of the money raised and ex-

penses incurred by the Rev. J.S. Christmas on a trip to the United 

States. This trip, made on behalf of the Society, produced $299.2g. 

Christmas' expenses were $100.51~. Thus, the Society received $19g.76~ 

for.the building. 

The method used to finance the major part of the construction 

costs of the church building was based on pew space. After the building 

was finished a committee of the Society placed an assessment on each pew 

according to its size and location. The pew was then put up to auction 

and sold to the highest bidder above the assessment. The ownership of 

a pew entitled the purchaser to a deed, which like other real property, 

was inherited by his heirs. The possession of a pew through ownership 

or rental gave the occupant a vote in the Society's affairs regardless 

of whether the person was a communicant member or not. This method 

cannot have been completely satisfactory, for all the pews in the church 

building were not purchased despite the fact that several pews were 
(13) 

often owned by one person. In fact, the Society was still paying for 
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the original building in 1853, the debt being approximately $3,200 at 
(14) 

that time. 

After the first auction in 1827 the unsold pews were put up to 

auction each year at the Annual Meeting. After their sale, if any, the 

remaining pews were rented for the ensuing year. For unknown reasons 

the pews in the gallery were not sold until 1853. The auction on January 
(15) 

20 of that year produced the following resulta. 

Pew Assessment Priee Paid Purchaser -
19 $140 $160 N.S. Frost 
28 140 149 D.P. Jones 
35 120 139 Geo. Brush 
34 120 130 J. DeWi tt 
12 120 136 Austin Adams 
29 120 123 Ilfa-Gould 
17 100 101 N.S. Frost 
13 120 121 Benj. Lyman 

Althoùgh no concrete evidence can be cited, it is unlikely that 

the purchase of a pew exempted the owners from the payment of an annual 

pew rent, the reason being that purchase money was devoted to capital 

expenditures, and pew renta to current expensea. 

Various necessary repairs and renovations to the fabric of the 

Church were made possible through the setting up of special subscription 

lista when the need arose. Sometimes, however, church organizations, 

auch as the Ladies Society, would make a gift to the Church for ~ch a 
(16) 

contingency. 

As the coat of the second building was considerably higher than 
(17) 

that of the first, several methods in addition to the sale of pews were 

used to finance it. The sale of the old building rea1ized some $30,500 
(18) 

which was app1ied to the cost of the new buildtî~~ The Society also 

authorized the borrowing of a total of $13,000 to help cover the cost 



of construction. Neither of these sources of revenue had been available 

for the first building; the first because the Society at that time owned 

no property which it could sell; the second because in 1823 the Society 

did not have corporate status and therefore could not borrow money as a 

corporation. 

Other Revenue 

There ware one or two ether sources of income which were used 

for specifie purposes. The amount of rent paid by the pork packing 

plant to the Society for the use of the church basement and the use to 
(20) 

which it was put was not recorded. After the Sunday School Society 

began using the basement, however, the American Presbyterian Society 

fixed its rent at a sum equal to the annual interest on the Society 1 s 
(21) 

debt, presumably with the intention of paying that interest with the 

money received. 

When the United Secession Church rented the fabric of the 

American Presbyterian Church in 1833, it paid half the heating costs and 

half the expense of a doorkeeper. The cost of lighting for themselves, 

and any insurance premiums that might be necessary to cover their use of 

the building were also to be borne b~, the United Secession Church. Theœ 
(22) 

terms suggest that the American Presbyterian Society was not intending 

to make a profit, but only to cover the increased costs arising from the 

United Secession Church's use of the building. 

There is no record of the Society seeking government aid either 

for current expanses or for capital expenditure as did the Churches of 

England and Scotland. With the exception of the Church of Scotland, 

Presbyterians as a rule emphasize the voluntary principle of church fin­

ancing whereby each congregation supports its own operations. Govern-
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ment support was accepted only for the Free School "in connection with" 

the Church. This aid was for secular education and did not directly ef-

fect the Church 1s finances. Indirectly, these grants released for 

possible church use, funds that otherwise might have been used to sup-

port th~ Free School. 

Expenditure 

Current Expenses 

As has been noted previously, no account of the income and expen-

diture of the Society has survived to the present day, thus is it diffi-

cult to ascertain just how the money was spent. There are, of course, 

sorne indications, but just what proportions of the regular revenues were 

alloted to each field of expenditure is impossible to ascertain • 

One major item 1n the budget was salaries. In 1823 the Rev. 

Joseph Christmas received ~300 per annum and a promise of an increase of 
(23) 

~lOO when the church buildi ng was finished. His successor received 
(24) 

~250 per annum with an increase of ~50 after two years. The minister's 

salary apparently remained on this level until 1857 when the Rev. James 

Bonar received L400 ($1,600) per annum. This was increased to $2,000 in 
(25) 

1865. (Canada adopted decimal currency January 1, 1858.) From time to 

time the Church had to employ a "supply" or assistant minister to help 

the regular minister, this also caus~: a drain on the Society's re-

sources. In 1838 when Perkins feil ill a "supply" was engaged at 
(26) 

~2/10/0 a week. The next year an assistant was engaged at $1,000 per 
(27) 

annum. When Perkins resigned1this assistant, the Rev. Caleb Strong, 

took over as pastor. 

The Society also employed a "doorkeeper11 who was probably a 
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janitor, but no indication of the size of his salary was made in the 
(28) 

Trustees records. The only other salary indicated is that of a choir 

director, and in 1851 the Society offered to pay up to ~150 a year for 
(29) 

his services. 

The agreement made with the United Secession Church suggests 

sorne further expenses, but without giving anJ' idea of their importance. 

These included heating , lighting and insurance on the buildinge 

The only other item in this field of church finance is mentioned 

by the Montreal Witness. In 1856 this paper notes that the Church donat-

ed ~150 yearly to the American Board of Foreign }lissions. It did not, 
(30) 

unfortunately, suggest the methods used to raise this sum. 

Capital Expenditures 

Capital Expenditures consisted·largely of the purchase of pro-

perty and the construction or alteration of the Building. Since these 

have been noted earlier in this chapter and in the chapter on the 

Building and Site, they will not be discussed here. 

Special Expenditure 

From time to time, the Society established special subscription 

lista or made collections for a specifie purpose. These were outside 

the regular expenses of the Church and included such things as the occas-

ional special collection on behalf of the Sunday School or a special 

missionary post. Also in this class are the sums collected and present-
(~) 

ed to the ministers as a parting gift when they moved to other jobs. 

In 1854 they made a special collection to help the Rev. John McLeod ~~ 
(~) 

his expenses during a leave of absence taken to regain his health. 

In 1861 the Society presented the Rev. James Bonar with enough money to 
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(33) 
visit his native Scotland. 

This account has been brief because of the lack of material 

available, th~s it would not be reasonable to draw any extensive conclu-

si ons about the Society' s finances. In general terms the Society seems t<. 

have had difficulty from time to time in financing its operations. These 

difficulties varied in their seriousness but the Society managed to keep 

them more or less under control. This suggests that a church could be 

supported by the vo1untary method and that dependence on government 

grants was not really necessary for a church. 

The Trustees report for 1866 was not used in the compilation of 

this chapter because it was issued in December and thus covered a year 

in which the Church and Society were first renting accommodation and then 

using their own new premises. For this reason the report for 1866 does 

not furnish a picture that was typical of the Society's finances from 

1822-66. However, as it may be of sorne interest, a brief résumé is 
(34) 

given. 

Revenue 

Pew Rents 1865 
1866 

Premium for choice of Pews 

Sabbath collections 
Old c arpet sold 
Donations 

Balance 

$ 214.22 
1,920.40 

17.50 
i>2,152.12 

582.28 
20.89 

1,720.40 
31. 20 

$4,506.89 
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F.xpenditures 

1865 Amount due Treasurer 
1866 Minister 1s salary to October lst 

Music 
Amount paid Se.xton J. Cooper 

W. HcClung 
Gas bills 
Coal & Wood 
Normal School hall (Rent) 
Interest 
Cart age 
lliscellaneous 
In surance 
Mat ting 
Corporation Assessments 
Sundry Bills 

$80.00 
50.00 

$ 237.14 
1,900.00 

591.99 

130.00 
126.80 
213.35 
200.00 
325.00 
15.65 
67.71 

104.00 
101.29 
437.00 

56.74 

$4.506.89 

Balance due Treasurer $31.20 
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PART 2. 

THE RELIGIOUS LIFE OF TIIE 

CHURCH 

• 



Cha:pter 7. 



The Hontreal Church was a member of a Presbyterian Church which 

had its headquarters in the United States. Thus.- much-1-of its background 

lies in the United States rather than in the denominations of Canada and 
(1) 

Great Britain. The Covenant adopted by the Church on ~{arch 15, 1823 

pledged the church members to adhere to the "Form of Government and 

Discipline" used in the "Presbyterian Church of the United States11 • The 
(2) 

Church became an official member of this denomination on Hay 20, 1824. 

The type of Church government followed by this denomination was 

presbJ~erian, as its name implies. This consists of a pyramidical system 

of ecclesiastical courts which control the functions of the various lev-

els of church organization. The fundamental unit of the èenomination 

was the local church. The communicant membership of the church chose 

representative members to form the churchts session. These men, called 

presbyters, or elders, together with the ï1inister of the Church were 

charged with the moral and spiritual welfare of the local church and its 
(3) 

members. Supervision of the temporal affairs of the church was dele-
(4) 

gated to its board of deacons. In the Montreal Church the deacon's 

functions were performed by the Societyo 

The Session and eongregation of a church were not independant 

as in the congregational form of church government, but were subject to 

the care and oversight of the ~resbytery to which they were attached. 

This body consisted of the representatives of the churches of that 

denomination in the more immediate geographical area and as such had 

several important functions in the church 1s affairs. It existed to pro-

vide mutual counsel and assistance to the member churches, and to ensure 

that they maintained "soundness of doctrine 11
• To enable it to fulfil 

these responsibilities, it was endowed with certain powers. It served 
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as a court of appeals for any questionable decisions that might have been 

taken by one of the sessions under its jurisdiction. The lresbytery 

supervised the daily work of the Church through its approval or criticism 

of the session's records which it examined once a year. The ~sbytery 

could create, divide or unite congregations as circumstances dictated, 

and in general look after the spiritual welfare of the churches under its 

care. In addition, it was entrusted with the examination, licensing, and 

ordination, of candidates to the Hinistry. It also installed the minister 

in his church at the beginning of his ministry and dissolved his ties 

with it at the end of his pastorate. Hembership in #h'esbytery was re-
(5) 

stricted to ~mbers of the Church Session. 

A synod was the assembly of a number of presbyteries and the 

supervision of these was its special charge. It served as a court of ap-

peal for questionable or contested presbytery decisions, even if these 

had originally been appealed to presbytery from local churc hes. It also 
(6) 

had the right to unite, divide, or create new presbyteries. 

The General Assembly of the Church was the highest court of ap-

peal. All questions of doctrine, discipline and any affecting the con-

stitution of the church were decided by the lcssembly. The Assembly re-

viewed the records of the synods, much as the synods and presbyteries 

reviewed the records of the bodies subordinate to them. The General 

Assembly was, however, made up of presbytery, not synod personnel. It 

met once a year \Üth the object of uniting all the churches of the 
(7) 

denomination in bonds of union, peace and mutual confidence • 

. The early development of the evangelical denominations in 

British North America was fostered by churches in the United States, 

Of these, the Methodist Episcopal Church was the most active, although 
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the activities of the Presbyterian, Congregational and Baptist Churches 

cannat be overlooked. Vespite the fact that most of these churches dir-

ected their attention to Upper Canada and the Maritimes, a few traces of 

their work appear in Lov:er Canada as well. In 1791, the Rev. John Young 

arrived in Montreal und er the auspices of the Presbytery of Albany. He 

helped the Hon treal Presbyterians · to organize the first permanent presby-
(8) 

terian church there. The Hethodist Church of the United States also 
( 9) 

established a congregation in ?-fontreal. 

The War of 1812 seri'.'Usly upset the grov.rth of the Arnerican 

denominations in British North America with the result that the churches 

With British conr.ections began ta gain favour at the expense of the 

former. By the tirne the American Presbyterian Church was formed in 

Montreal, all organized American ~üssionary efforts had disappeared. The 

two Presbyterian churcheshad been est9-blished with Arnericfl0~id, but had 

become independant quite saon after their establishmento The 1820 

agreement
1

confining the missionary activities of the Methodist 

Episcopal Church to Upper Canada meant its withdrawal from Montreal. By 

1820 direct American influence had ceased ta exist in l·iontreal churches 

as the only other Protestant church in the town was the Church of 

England Cathedral. 

The establishment of the American Presbyterian Church of Hontreal 

was not the outcome of efforts made by the Presbyterian Church of the 

United States. Rather it was a spontaneous movement brought about by 
. (11) 

conditions peculiar to Montreal. The new Church did not seek official 

affiliation with the Presbyterian Church of the United States until more 
(12) 

than a year after its foundation. · 

The subse~uent influences on the Church of developments in 
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British and American denominations are difficult to assess, The distance 

and difficulty of travel between the Church and its supervising Presby-

tery in New York made effective guidance almost impossible. The legal 

position of church and the different climates of opinion between the two 

countries in ether matters served to place the Montreal Church in a 

unioue position. The result was that in a great many instances the 

Church had to act along the autonomous lines usually associated with the 

Congregational Churc hes, \üth the improvement in conununications and the 

interchange of information over the years, the Church become less iso-

lated from its raother c hurch. Nevertheless, it al ways maintained a high 

degree of congregational independence. 

The various ~ovements that were at work in the Canadian churches 

during this poriod do not seem ta have made any deep impressions on the 

Church. The Hontreal Americans seemed content with their connection to 

the Presbyterian Church in the United States and never raade any attempts 

ta sever that bond in arder to join any denomination of the presbyterian 

arder in Canada, 

The Great Disruption, which split the Church of ~cotland in 

Creat Britain and Canada in 184.3-44 does not appear to have affected the 

American Presbyterian Church of Montreal. This Church followed the 

voluntary principle of church support, and its difficulties in achieving 

legal recognition would not have endeared it to state control of rel:i.g-

ion. Thus it is not surprising that the Church allowed the Free Church 

delegates from Scotland to use its facilities durine their tour of North 
(13) 

America. Although the Free Church movement swept through the other 
(14.) 

Presbyterian Churches of Montreal, dividine them and decreasing their 

~ongregations, the American Presbyterian Church records show noàmilar 
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trends. 

The divisions within the Presbyterian Church of the United 

States had a more important effect on the Montreal Church. After the 

adoption of the Plan of Union in 1801 two schools of thought grew up 

within the denomination. The conservative, or Old School, believed that 

those churches established under the Plan were compromise churches and 

not good for the spiritual welfare of the denomination. The New School 

did not feel this way and wished to continue honouring the agreement with 

the Congregational churches. 

The issue came to a head in 1837 when the Old School secured a 

majority in the General Assembly. The result was that four synods, com-

prising 533 churches and over 100,000 members, were 1iteral1y read out of 

the denomination for what the Old Schoo1 coneidered heresyp The New 

School churches sought readmittance at the next General Assembly, but 

when this proved impossible they set up a new denomination. Other pres-

byterian _churches which had not been excluded but which did not 1ike the 

way in which the 01d Schoo1 had acted, now began to join the new churcho 

Since the New School consisted principally of churches in the northern 

States, its sentiments, even at this early date, were definite1y anti-
(15) 

slavery. The slavery issue did not come to a head in the New Schoo1 

General Assembly unti1 1857. At that time the Assemb1y passed an anti-

slavery resolution with the result that the southern churches of the 

denomination felt obliged to secede~ 

Local conditions in Montreal had given the American Presbyter-

ian Church the character of a Plan-of-Union church. Thus it belonged to 

the New Schoo1 branch of the Presb;terian Church. After the division of 



this branch over the slavery issue the Montreal church remained wi th the 
(16) 

anti-slavery'element of the denomination. 

These events are apparently the only ones either in Great 

Britain or the United States that influenced developments in the Churcho 
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They were not major considerations for they caused no disputes within the 

Church and consequently there were no secessions. Because of the Church's 

relative isolation from the American denomination, caused by distance and 

legal differences in the two countries, and because there was no other 

church of the sBJOO denominational allegiance in the Montreal area, the 

American Presbyterian Church was required to steer its own course in the 

majority of its religious and secular decisions. 
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ëhapter 8. 

Genoral Duties 

Church Discipline 



• 
The direction of the spiritual atf~irs of the Jünerican rresby-

teri~m Clmrch vrus entrusted to its Church ;Jession. This body WûS 

composed of several representutives of the 8onsregtition styled 

"eldere~ and the Church' s Dlinister. Under the normal presbyterian 

form of church government, the individual mambers of the session ware 

elected by the anurch's congregation from.a~nB the male membera "in 

tull canmunion With the church"o '!his system however did not prevail 

in the J.!ontreal lllurch. nere local oondi tians had produced a rather 

different mode of election. As noted above elders were chosen by the 

American l'resbyteriun Society and the 8ongregation conf1:rmed that 
( 1) 

election before the ordination of the elder to his duties. 

'lbe position of elder was an important one 1n the Church and 

was not to be undertaken lightly. In tact there are one or two par-

sons noted in the minutes who declined the of'tice, although having 
(2) 

been duly elected beth by the Church and the 3ociety. The 

Session's minutes also contain reference to one or two occasions when 

certain elders retrained from perfor.ming thair duties until the 
-

Session ask:ed tham to take them up again. The first case occurred 

over 1rregularit1es that developed in the course of aoquiring a 

minis ter and the t1fO elders responsible tor the rasul ting contusion 
{3) 

voluntarily abstu1ned :fran pertormtng tbeir :tunctions untti the re­
(4) 

:maining elders requested them to resume their positions. No 

reason for the second occasion is given nor any date as to when it 

be~ but in 1859 the Session again asked an elder ta resume his 
( 5) 

tunctions. It should be noted tbnt these elders reta.ined their 

positions des pi te the ir inacti vi ty in the ~urch' a affaira. '!!le 
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Church could only rernove an elder tor the severeat of otf'enees and in 

all probability his case would be brought before Presbytery. no auch 

action however arose in the American Presbyterien Church during the 

period under examination. 

'Ihe Session wa.s a rela.tively small group, never axceeding nina 

mern.be.rs, even ai'ter the C!ongregation ho.d climbed ta over three hundred 

coramunicant !:lf:J:lbers. AS a result of ita a.m.a.ll aize, little fo.nnal 

organization \"Jas needed and that which did exist \'Jas set up by the 

Pbrm of Government of the Presbyterian <llurch in the United States ot 
( 6) 

Alllerica .. Und er this cons ti tut ion the chu:rch' a minis ter was ex-
{ '/} 

officia the moderator, or chairman of the Session. If no minis ter 

WD.s present, one of the elders could act as modemtor,but this bad to 

be noted in the minutas of the meeting. 'Rle only ether officer of' 

the Session was the clark• nis job was vecy l1:1rge~y that of a sacre-

tary. 'l\:> the Clark was entrusted the responaib111 ty of' keeping the 

minutes and other records ot the 8aas1on. He was also e.xpected to 
( 8) 

disiJDae of' any necessary correspondance. Records were kept tran 

the firat Church meeting on March a, 182J,but they aeem to have been 
(9) 

kept by the moderator of the meetings and not by a clark. '!he 

firat appointed clark or session appears to have been Lucius ~inchea­
(10) 

ter who was elected on January 11, 18.28o Fran this date until 

hia de:pa.rture in 1831 his signature as weil as that of the model"ator is 

appended to the minutes. After his departure, the minutes were again 

kept by the moderator, but only until November 1847• At that date 

R.C. TUttle was naninated clark, a post which he held till his death 
(11) 

1n Februe.ry 1866 at which time he was succeeded by R.F. Ameso 

Once a year, usually in the autumn, the clark we.s suppœed to 
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submit the records ot the Seasion to Presbytery tor its examination. 

Because ot the d1tt1cult1es ot traTel and the distance between Montreal 

and .Mew Yom tbis was seldom done. '1!18 tirst inspection took place on 

met in :Mont1"88.l to install the Church' s second minister, the ReT. George 

W. Perkins. '!he Presb7tery was not pleased wi th the a tate ot the re­

cords, · claiming that they lacked order 81\d were too loose in their torm. 

Boping to rectity the situation it added b& a tootnote to 1ts criticisa, 
(12) 

the rules tba. t smuld govern the keep1ng ot su ch records. Despi te 

this, Presbytery ex8mination of the Montreal Church' s mimttea ocC1U'red 

only at odd intervals through tb8 j'88rso It ltiS not unt11 th~ la.te 

lBSO•s and early 186o•s that Presbytery inspection even approe.ehed the 

annual review that it was axpected to be. OD.l;r one turther cr1tic1sm 

was ever appended to Presbyteryt s apProval and tba.t occurred when 1n 

Ootober 1845 it Withheld its approTal. ot two excœmmnications that. bad 
(13) 

taken place without proper torms ot trial. 

The keepillg ot other reeords wa.s o:rten delegated to the minister. 
. (14) 

On August 6, .1830 the Sesaion placed the ccmp1lat1on ot a church 

reg1ster in the bands ot the minister, and trom tille to ti.me it set up a 
. 

ocamrlttee to help h1m revise it. The constitution ot the chUl"Ch re-

quind that eaoh clnu'ch keep a regis ter ot all ~ptisms, Jiarriages and 
(15) 

Burials, but this was designed tor conditions in the United States 

and did not fit oonditioM 1n Britiah North &marica. :rn Lower Canada 

the keeping ot su ch a record was considered a ci Til f\mction and regis-

ters bad to be ohtained trom the Court ot <J!een' s Ben ch, and were to be 
(16) 

kept by the minister as a c1Tic respons1b111ty. 

Although the leadership ot any particular churoh appea.red to be 
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cantred on the ninister, tn reality a considerable proportion devolved 

upon the sboul~ers of the el.ders • '!hay aided and advised him on all 

important decisions and helped in the administration of the tburch•a 

ordinances and services. In addition they did much pastoral visita-

tion. The Session prortded a conti:rmous thread of leadership through-

out its existence for,once 1t had been establ1shed,1t wa.a Wl1nta1ned 

constantly. The dee.th or removal ot an elder •a soon tollowad by 

his replacement. During the absence of a pastor it was the Session' a 

duty to secure "&Upply ministere "r and to ma.1nta1n the olmreh as a 

worshipping body. It was also the 8ess1on's re·sponsibllity to seek 

m1niater1al candidates for the p1storate when necessa:ry. 'l'lis latter 

reaponsibility wa.s, as already noted, ahared With the Society Which 
(17) . 

telt tbat this was one ot its prerogativeao 

one of the most important duties of the Session wa.s its control 

of the churoh membership roll. Omdidates tor admiasion to the ahurch 

were caretul.ly exa.mined by beth the flastor and the Session before being 

accepted. When approTed, the candidates• names were then propounded 

to the ehureh mtlnbe:rship; if thsre wre no objections the cand1datea 

woul.d publioally asaant to the 6huich' s Covenant and Gontesaion ot 

laith. Occasionally the Session added a rider to 1ts acceptance of a 

candidate. An axampl.• of tbis occurred on October 15, 1839 i1hen it 

acceptad Miss Elizabeth Bishop "11' tbere be a conC'U%"!'aD.ce wi th this 

op1nion on the part ot ber emplo.yer". Unfortunately no raason for 
(18) 

thia qualitication was recorded in the minutes. Qlurch Dlembel"Ship 

was eons ide red a serious respons1bU1 ty and the Session did not bes1 ta te 

to detar acceptance or any candidate about Whœa it bad doubts" AB a 

::resul t of the care1"ul precaut1ona taken, the records show only one aa.se 
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ota church mamber•s object1ng to the admission ota candidate after 

the Session had accepted him. In Decamber, 1840, Benjamin Lyman and 

three others made vigorous protesta against the admission of William 

Brewster. They charged him With having slandered the church, with 

being contentious and selt-willed, and with hav1ng spoken evil of the 

late p:1stor of the church. Brewster apologized in WTitine for any-

thing he might have said and was w1111ng to let the latter be made 

public. 'I!lis did not sat1sfy I.yman who clb.imed that the apology l..ack-

ad sincerity, t111d tbat Brewster was in the lw.bit of "cursine and swear-

ing". ~lhen the Session called on him to prove his case, Lyman either 

could or Y«>uld not support hia acousa.tions o Fortuna tely the two man 

were able to adjust their differences in public and Brewster became a 
(19) 

member of the church on May 5, 1844o 

The services held in the ohurch ca100 under the supervision and 

control of the Session, but they did not need to devote much time to 

this field as the services tollowed a more or lesa set pattern. In 

1845 the .Session attempted to change the Sœday a:rternoon service to 

the even1ne, but this met with little success and 1t soon reverted to 
(20} 

the afternoon again. In May, 1866 the elders approved soma changes 

in the arder of service, to begin When the &ngregation should occupy the 
(21) 

new eburch edifice. The control ot church music .as a specifie 

charge of the Session under the constitution and considerable time was 

taken up in 1841 to resolve a disagreement between the organist and the 

choir over the tunes which were to be used for specifie hymne. 'Jhis 

arose from an incident in October wben the two actually disagreed 

during a regular service 1n the church. ']he Session bad each aide 

draw up a list ot tunes that they knew, and f':rom these two a third list 

114 



was compiled containing oiÜy those tunes round on both lista. 'nlis 

last list was deposited with the m1niater, to indicate the tunes to be 

used in services. Other tune.s ware to be added only w1 th the approval 
(22} 

of the choir and the organiato 

From time to tme the Session would appoint a day for special 

prayer and humiliation. C!'1 these occasions certa 1n topica su ch as 

Foreign Missions, Eduœtional Institutions or Genar-d.! 'l'httnksgiving 

would become the aubject or the church' a devotions. These meetings 

were additionul to the regular weekly and monthly prayer meetings held' 

tor ceneral or specifie tapies o Su ch meetings were of'ten held as 

union meetings with the cCilgregationa of other Montreal clmrches, under 

the auspices O'f t~ Protestant Ministers' Association. Sometimea a 

week or even two would be set as ide, and pr-.;.yer meetings would be held 

each night in a different ohurch in town. 

Of all the services held in the ehurch the. most important waa 

the celebration of the Lo:rd'm SU:pper. In actual tact admission to 

this service signified that the persan wa.a a member in good standingo , 

Although the frequency of celebration is not ascertainable floom the 

session records, the usual Presbytarian practise was once a quartero 

In ita celebration the elders took an active part in hel~ing the minis-

ter serve the congregation. 

furing this period the session was not apecifically charged with 

the care of the 3undtt.y School, although the constitution perhaps 1mpl1ed 
(23) 

1 t • Ln ter 1 t was defini tely made part of the Session' s '«~rk. The 

Session records contain tew references to the Sunday Sehool and none of 

a supervisory nature. Any direction that may h.ave been carried out waa 

probably exercised unofficially by parsons who were members of bath 
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bodies. In 1866 the Session establiahed a subcamni ttee called the 

Rome Uission Committee, to supenise the work of the 6hurch'a city 

misaioner, Whose work will be discusaed later. 'lhis camr.i ttee se ems 

to have aasumed the ovel"Sight of the branch chapela thut grew up around 

the Sunday Schools at Hoc~elaga and st. Henry as weil as the new 

mission school and Chapal on Chaboillez Square (est. 1866). 

there is no indication that this camnittee assur11ed the direction of the 
(24) 

Sunday schools as wall as the Chapela. 

'nlroughout the 6hurch' a residence on St. James Street, the 

Session was active and vigorous. Neverthelesa 1t was basically a con-

servative body and as a result it did not produce any new and startling 

ideas. The Sees ion lef't the introduction of any advanced or unortho-

dax ideas and experimenta to the other organe of the 6hurch. The 

rea sons for this at ti tude are twotold. first, the Session was pre­

occu:pied With the regular duties of the 6hurch and its adm:lllistration, 

and therefore there was little time available for speculation. The 

second is that since the Session waa the protector of the 6hurch's 

s:piritual and moral weltare it would attempt to evoid the introduction 

ot any ideas that might upset the equilibrium of church lifeo 

'l!le Session met trequently1 but the dates of these meetings do 

not reveal a regular :pattem. 'ifuen tbere was business to be handled 

1t met, if there 1R1S none, it did not. Much of the time during tbese 

meetings waa spent in the perfonnance of reguler duties, auch as the 

examination of candidates for church manbership. The Session also 

devoted considerable tim.e to the administ:ration of church discipline, 

but this phase of its work will be dealt with separately. Many of the 

more specifie dutiea of the Session, auch as the initiation of action 
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to procure a new minis ter, arose only at 1nterva1s. others • 'Mlich 

induced lhstorul visitation, ware performed outside the ~ar meet-

ings. 

'n'te session th en ""us the main orgEI'l. or the spi ri tual md moral 

gowernment of the 6hureh and. upon it :tell the leadership of the tlhurch 

aa an active Christian grou:;>. '!be Session worlred hard and wall and as 

a result the :unerican Presbyterian Cb.urch was a vital force in the 

Protestant com.ïlW11ty of Uontreal. 

'!he subject at ch\u'Ch d1seip11M ta an interest1ng feature ot 

the history ot the Ameriean Presbyterian Church of ltœtreal.. Althou.gb 

its basic roots lie in the Bible, tbe Wadition ot olmrch diseipline 

08IIle to the Montreal ehurch via the cal. 'Yiniat1c, Congregational and 

Presbyterian churohes of New .Knglando 'lhese churches in t.urn had baSed 

tbeir systan of d1.s.o1pllna upon J"ohn Ca1vin' s Ina ti tutea at the Chri•­
(25) 

tian Rel1§!ono '!!le ea.rly yea.ro ot New England's history md sem 

a rigid system of diaoipline st.rictly enforced by wœt Wertenbaker oalls 

ttUte Bible &tate" wbere churoh œ:td state d iscipllnes were v.irtually in­
(26) 

se:pe.rablao Ch"adual.ly this syst. bl'Oke dcwn as 1t becane ap:r;arent 

that thl!t Bible state could not be Jll8.inta1ned. '!he opposition ot the 

Br'1 tish Goverr1Rl8Ilt to the theocmtic oociety and the ça.dual. in.tlux r::8 

othar Olriotian denCGinations wore tb8 causes at the deterioration ot 

that system. 'lhis topic has been thoroughl.y treated in .&nil 

Cberhol.aerts Delinquant Saints, ~ich is a study ot Œurdl discipline in 

Uassaobnsetts from 1ts :t'Oundlng up 1xl the early :port ot the nineteenth 
(27) 

oentU17a Thw:s, the concept, that the new Englanders Wfb.o ~e to 

Montreal had ot ahurch discipliDB was a very ditterent one trom that 
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held by thair forefathers. 

Despite this, the discipline impoaed by the Montreal Church 1B 

in very sbarp contraat to that p:ractised to-day. <llurch discipline 

now ap~ars to be rarely 4nforced, this being due in part to the fact 

that the church no longer plays the role in an individual.' s lite that 

it u.aed to do. Participation in ahurch affairs has been subordinated 

to otbar 1nterests, princ1:pùly those rel.a.ted to wolS. and œnusaaent. 

Through the yeara the groring beliet that a man's relationsh1p wi th God 

is a direct one wi th Christ as the only ftfedia tor, has cbanged the role 

of the church as a corporate body united to worshi) God. Standards ot 

human behaviour have also al tered and things tha t would have been q u1 te 

unacceptable to our forefathers are not regarded as immoral any longer. 

'Ille growth and spread ot canpeting denaninatiorus bas meant that the 

social and c0Jllm8rc1al œtraclzation that used to accœplny the church' a 

censures are no loll8er truly etteoti veo '!!le waning importance ot 

church discipline was a long and gradual process, Ss a resul t the 

period ot torty-three years presented below reveals no marked trends, 

and bece.use 1t concerns but one congregation, it is just a BJilal.l part 

of the overall picture ot church discipline. NeTartheless the pieture 

is an interesting and important phase of the lite ot the lion treal 

<Jmrch. 

In assigning the spi ri tual and mol'8.1. weltare ot each cburch to 

its Session, the co~ltution ot the Presbyterian church made this an 

effective charge by granting the Session the r.l.ght to act as an eecles-
{28) 

1ast1cal court. '!his tunction although still possible toda1 ta 

rarely exorcised, but d".lring the period trom 1822 to 1866 the .Amer1can 

Preab)rterian Church in Montreal had an acti ye Session whioh defini tely 
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utilized this prerogative in murch affaira. '!!le Session' s :f'unction.s 

as a court of discipline were earetully outlined by the constitution of 
(29) 

the church, this being deep1y rooted in the Calv1n1st1c tradition 

of beth Presbyterta:b Œ'l.d Congregational types of church governmett. 

'lbe session, when convened as a oourt to try a brœch of church disei~ 

line, W"dS to be guided by the "8onstitut1on of the Presbyteril'1n Church 

in the United States of America". '!his contained rules and regn1ations 

for the conduct of the court, the examiJI.ation of w1 tnesaes, and the tYJl6 

of evidence tlw.t oould be presented. It also laid down ehannels for 

appealing decisions ot a session to I~sbytery. '!he Session eould pre-

ter cha!'ges itselt, ar proceed against EJI!Y' church member on charges laid 

by ether members. Cases 1nwlving the m1n1ster as an accused. person 

cou1d not be trled by the Session, but were begun in Presbytery as the 
(30) J 

court of original jurlsdictiono 

Instead of delineating specitic ottences ltlich oould be trled 

by tœ Session the constitution stated that :-

An of:f'ence is anytb.ing, in the doctrine, princtples or pra.ct1ce 
ot a churoh member, otttcer or judicutory, lltlich is contrary to 
the ll:>rd- ot God; or which if it be not in its own nature sin:tul 
may tempt otber8 to ain or mar their spirl tual ed1t1cat1on. (31) 

'l!ûs is a very brœd and inclus! ve definition whic:tl might 1ncl~e al­

mœt any act that a person might commit. The next section does not 

l:imit the detinition Teey much "ror it states:-

Nothing Shall thererore be the objec:t ot judicial. prooess 
tlhich cannot be p:roved to be eontrary ix> the Hol;r Scr!:ptures, 
orto tbe regulations and pra.ctice or the church ft>unded 
thereon; nor e.nything which does not involTe thœe evils whieh 
Discipline is intended 1x> prevent. (32} · 

Nevertheless, despite this extremely broad :candute the Session 

does not appear to have acted indi scretely, nor l a id any types ot 
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chargea that were not in tact justif'ied. 

'lhe Constitution also descrtbed the :procedure to be tollowed 

during the actual progreas of a trial. After charges bad been laid, 

the accused was cited to ap:pear before the Session at a pe.rticular 

time to detend h:tnseltc A. full state:ment or the charges had to be 

given to him at a autficiently early date, however, to enable him to 

study the accusations thoroughly. If the peraon cited. did not appear, 

he would be ci ted to appear a second t1me tmd warned tbat if he did not 

he would be proceeded agaii"..St as if he were present. If the accused 

still re:t"used to appear, the Session could then censure him tor his 
(33} 

contumacy and proceed to try him in absent1a. The regularity ot 

all auch aations and trials \ltlS to be checked by Pl"esbytery Vfhen 1t 

inspected the Session' s recorda. At that time any ir.regularities were 
(34) 

noted &nd the Session was rebuked tor them. 

The object of discipline was to keep the ehurch membera on the 

straight and narrow path to llalvation, and therefore was retormatoey 1n 

nature rather than condemnatory. Suspension tor a specifie or an in-

def'ini te pertod was preferred to e:xoœmunlcation. or the seventy-two 

oases inYestigated by the Session f'rœ 1822 to 1866 there were on1)-

twenty-seven axcœma.miœtiaœ, and this IJUIIlber includes f'OU2' people who 

bad already lett to join other churches of' which the Session d1d not 

approve. If a person contessed to being guilty o:r a :pe.rticular sin 

and pntessed repentance tor having cœun1tted it, the Session otten 

accepted this and proceeded no turther. If, on the other band, no 

nidence ot repentance waa manif'ested at that tim.e or af'ter a period ot 

suspension the culprit was u.sually excanmunicatedo Rven in the case 

ot excanJ!Imication the sentence sometimes carried a rider to the ettect 
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tha.t the person should be readmi tted to the canmunion of the church 11' 

in time he proved to be sincarely repentant. 

To 1'acil1 tate discussion of the numerous cases thut came be1'ore 

the Session, a rather broad classification has been adopted. Dis-

regurding the tact tht t all the cases discusaaèi. b~r the Sa sa ion were • 

actually ortences agtiinst the chu.rch und i ts covenant, they fell into 

two nain categories. {1) Chureh offenoes and (2) civic offences. 

The first of these included those cases which would be considered only 

by ecclesiastical courts. These included uuch tMnga as absence f'rom 

public worship and { 1gnor1ng blue laws) violations of the Sabbath. 

Also includad in this category were casas which, da1~nding on their 

exact nature oight or m1ght not appoar before the state courts but 

would and did a:ppear be:f'ore tbe Session. These inoluded cases ot in-

toxication and sexual offences. 

'nle second cle.ss, tlmt of ci vic o:t'fences, breaks down into two 

au'b-hee.dines. ~e first of these is "crilninal cases"• "l'his 1ncludes 

theft and arson, While the civil or commercial grou:ping cove~ such 

matters as commercial disputes nnd abscondence \rl. thout prov1d1r.g for 

payment of debts. Fbllowing the order outlined ahove, the tirst 

grouping of cases El~ those deal1.ng with oi"fences aeainst the clrurcho 

These can again be subdivided into amaller categories of which absence 

from public worahip is the largest. In 1830 the Session adopted su 

standing rules to enable it to work more efflciently. The aixth, 

adopted in Decenber, provided tha.t any absence fran public worsbi:p was 
(35) 

to ba, the subject of an investigation by a cornrnittee cf the Session. 

The records of the Session fran 1822 to 1866 list twenty-ti va 

names 1n connection With absence tram public worship. Eleven of these 



namea are 11ated only as being subjects for investigation and no turther 

reports on them were :made, so apparently the canmi ttee was aatisf'ied 

W1 th the reaaons they gave for their absence. '.Ule remaining thirteen 

})~~&Vekeà. were subjected to a variety of subsequent proceedings. 

n~ea appear only once in the records, at which time they were excan-

lllU!licated. 'l'hase seem to have taken place without any trial, a fact 

which appears to have esca.ped P:resbytery' s eensure as be1ng unconstitu-

tional o J.Pi ve were twice c1ted to appear bef'ore the Session and were 

tr1ed 1n absentia when they failed to appear. Four of' these were ex-

COl'IIMUilicatedo The fif'th, because he disregarded the citation&, was 

f'irst censured tor his contuma.cy and then suspended :t'rom the church on 

the original charge. Three more persona confessed their delinquency 

and atter prQnising more f'aithtul attendance, were retained in the 

carmrunion or the church. The laat case is that of Nœh Shaw. Cne or 

the contracters on the ehurcb and a member since 1834, he was investi­

gated f'or t1ve· absences af'ter 186o, tour times he confessed repentance 

and pranised to mend his ways. The :t'ifth time he bad apparently left 
(36) 

the city and no turther action sesna to have been taken againat him. 

'!!le total number o:t' excanmunications tor this o:rtence 1s seven, all ot 

which take place between 1830 and 1B45o After the latter date, the 

session' s attitude changea and sua :pension :rather thon exCIJ'IIIIm1cat1on 1& 

the puniahment of the unrepentant. Shaw 1ras not evan censured f'or hia 

repeated absences. But al though exC<liiiJllUil1cat1on tor this of'f'ence wa.s 

a:ù.7 uaed during :titteen of the forty odd years, the total number ex­

cammun1cated const1tutes 25~ ot the whole number ot excœmunieat1ons bo­

tween 1822 and 18660 

The Session also kept a close watch on the Sabbath in areas other 
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In December 1836 Mrs. Ann J'ana Boulton was in-

vestigated becauae it haù boen reportod tbat ahe was doing business in 
(37) 

her ahop on Sundayso Apparently the allegation wa.a talae as no 

chargea wàre laid agu1nst her. In Jr!:arch of the following year the 

Session dec1ded thut ol'd1nary travelling on Sunday was a sin and that 
(38) 

ottenders would be diaciplined. ~ether travelling included 

walk1ne is not 1nd1ce.ted, but in July of the same year 1ohn R. Manin 

was excammunicated for "gross vlolation or his covenant" to wit having 
(39) 

been seen "Walking and viai ting in worldly canpan)"". 

The na ture of the other ottences againat the church are di:tti­

cult to establiah being encompaaaed by the phrases "violatiOn of the 

covenant" or "neglect of public and secret prayer"o '1'h,.:J session would 

quickly know if a:eyone were neglecting public pJ.'8Y'er but one wanders 

just how 1 t di vined that sec nt prayer was being neglected as wel.l o 

The records conta1n a number of cases t'or which there 1s no specifie 

sin ment1onedo In 1845 W1111mn Dinwiddy '1188 excammmicated after 
(40) . 

failing to. appear and answer unnamed cb:lrges o In Febrli8.17 ot 1858 

:wra. Xl.iza Richardson was suspended until s he :mani:t'eated repentance tar 
(41) 

an undes1gnated ottenoeQ Jil'B. Mary Qlapnan lft:ls suspended in J'uly 

186; tor leading a lite "1ncons1etent with her Christian profession•. 

This sus~nsion was im:posed despite her contesa1on and avowad repen­
(42) 

tance. An earlier case ot a a1m11ar nature had restùted in the 

suspension ot the oulprit at her own request, despite the f'act that the 
(43) 

Session bad been f'ully sat1s:t'1ed with her oontessiono Another 

puzzle was provided by the confession or Abby Gould~ .a.p:parently it 

tù.so mysti:t'ied the Session as 1 t sent a delegation to ask 1 ta import 

a!ter it bad been received tbl'ough the mail~ untortunately it taUed 
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to record the resul ts of i t' s own cur1osi ty al though 1 t did accept 1 t 
(44) 

as a sien of aufticient repentance. In Novamber 1863 Chester L. 

Greene' s repentance was also accepted as sincere, but aga1n the records 
(45) 

do not mention his sin. 

'Ihe Church provided care and d1sci:pl1ne tor !ta members. 7/hen 

they moved, this responsib111 ty was t:ransferred to a ehurch near their 

new hane. 'Ihese transfers 1 te:rmed "d1SJ!l1.ssions", were granted only to 

mambera in good standing and were considered evidence of the person•s 

good chardcter. An application for a dismisaion occasionally resulted 

in the Session' s summoning the applicant to explain soma JBrticular 

aspect of his conduct. An exemple of this occurred 1n April 1840 when 

Robert Cooke applied for tt. dismissiono 'lhis waa retused untU he con-

:tessed a ain he hnd C\Jmllitted eight yet::t.rs :previously. He had fired a 

8UIJ through the window of his bau during a time of "political unreat" 

and injured sœaoneo 'l'his apparently re:terred to the extramely :rough 

West Ward .Inaction o:t 1832 for a mamber tor the Provincial Bouse ot 
{46) 

These dlamissiona give some tndication of the attitude the 

.American Church adopted tolfal."d sœe of 1ts sister churohes. D18Dl111-

s1ons to and :t.rom 1ndiv1dual congregations or the Presbyterien ~ngre-

gational, Baptist and l~ethod!st chm'ches were fairly camrten eTen When 

tbase churches were located w1thin Montreal, thus im.pl7ing that the 

American Chu:rch recogn1zed them as va11d s1ster canmun.io~. In 1862 
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the Session retused diemiss ions to Abby and Ire Qa8ld be cause they cen­

s ide red the teachings ot the Chu.rch of the New Jeruaalem (Swedenborgian) 

with Wh1ch the two wished to unite were "Wholly op:pœed to the tea.ching& 

ot the Lord Jesus Christ and his apost1es" o No disciplinary action wa• 



taken against them nor against lfary Hubbard who fE)llowed them the next 
(47) 

year, but their names were removed trom the roll ot members. ~e 

Session hud talum a fi:rmer lina, with the defection of Mary Laf'leur, a 

convert tran Roman Ca.thol1o1sm .llbo bad reverted to ber original tai th, 
(48} 

when they exoommun1cat8d her in 1832. The Session waa unwilling 

to let her retain a Presbyterien paasport, aven it she did not want 1t, 

1nto hwven. '!be church 11s1ied nina parsons as haviP.g "eone to the 
(49) 

Episcopùians", but no turther remarks appear in the records. 
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These people apparently did not apply tor lattera ot dismission, and even 

if they had 1 t seems unlikely that the Anglican church coul.d have acce:pt-

ed them as satistying oe.nonical. requlrenents tor communicant membership 

in the Anglican churcho Nor are any d1smissions tran the Anglican 

c.hurch recorded, but here it 1& even more unlikely thl:it that church would 

have grented u tranafer to any ether churcho The intaresting teature 

here is that the Session took no fu.rther action rega.rding these nina de-

factions, which suggasts tbat although they did not approve ot the ebange 

they did recognize the Anglicans as a -.alid Christitl!l cœmunion. 

This sums up those cases Which were solely the field of the 

clmrch court. 'alere is another group 1n this cl.assitlcation howeTer, 

and theae are the cases where there can be no clear distinction between 

church and c1vic caBas. 'l'he most numerous of these eues we:re those 

1nvolving ttardent spirits•o Intoxication was a very serious problem in 

the n1neteenth centur.r 6nd the clnlrches felt that it was their duty to 

combat this evil. In liontrœl. the tirst rsal attack on the problan 
(SO). 

began with tbB fol't'l8.tion of a Tempere.nce Society on .Tune 9, 1828. 
(51) 

The pledge ms only to refrain from the use of "distilled spirits". 

'lhe 3ociety was :tormed und er the guidance or the Rev. .1.3. Christmas, 



t'1rst }:6Btor of the Amer1oon Presbyteril:lll Church. It is not surpris-

tng, therefore to t'ind the Session striving to do all in its power to 

curb this ertl. ot the six cases tbat 1t dealt With, only once was 

tho Session satist'ied with the contess1on and repentance of the member 
(52) 

invo!ved. The :remaining œses received tar more vigorous treat-

ment. Two were apparently excœmu.nicated without a t'omal trial, al­
( 53) 

though. one ilB.d made this 1m:poss1ble by absconding. Tiro more per-

sona were tried in absentia at'ter having retused t0 appearo one waa 
(54) WdS (55} 

excommunicated, but the other"only suspended until he repentedo 

Apparently he did not tor al though no further record 1s œde ot his 

case in the minutes, the Church Register lista his excamrrunication the 

tollow!ng year. The :?it'th case is tha t of Henry Cranstono On liarcb 

23, 1842 he agreed to make a pJ.blie confession ot being guilty ot in­

temperance. In .Tanuory, 1843 he again admitted this t'ault and despite 

his repentance ws suspended tor a year. In Uovem.ber, 1845, his name 

aga in appearo in the minutes 1 but action was deterred tmtil De cam ber 

16th. On that date his suspension was extended tour months beoause ot 

his tailure to 11 ve Ul) to his p1edge to retorm. Fina11y the Session 

lost al.l ~tience and exeommunicated him tor showing no real evidence 
(56) . 

ot repenta.nceo 'l'he last case 1s that ot 'R1111am Tl::linsh who waa 

"suspended 1mt1l he repent" on October 15., 1859. He appa.rently d1e4 

still under sus.pens1on for his narne does not agbin appear in the 

Session minutes, but a penoilled note in the regis ter lists him as ha v­
(57} 

ing died in the United States Arrn.y in 1861.. 

Here again, the trend pointed out in the section on absence 

tran church worship, can be not1ced. In the earlier years the Sesatœ 

tavoured very strong action., but as the years passed 1 t be gan to use 
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suspension rather than excommunication as a puniabmento 

In connection with "ardent spirits• one turther occurence ought 

to be mentioned. Ravine seen the attitude taken by the Session to. 

wards alcobo1 as ear1y as 18)0 it is not.difticult to tmagine the con-

stamation With Wbich it nmst bave received the news tluit William Dyer, 
{58) 

a chu:rch member "intended to engage in the traftic in ardent spirits". 

Repeated attempta by the Session a nd by the Sunday S~hoo1 Society "to 
{ S9) 

disuade him t'rom the trattic as immoro.l" tailed to change his attitude. 

'nle Session then took a ratbsr unuaual step for it called a congregation-

al meeting to discuas the propr18't7 ot adopting a rule tbat no one en-

gaged in the sale of liquor could be achdtted to church membership. No 

decision seems to have been reached at the meeting and the case rested 
{ 60) 

the re for aome time o In September 1836, the Session was able to 
( 61.) 

excammmicate him tor he had camnitted torge:ry and abscondado 

'!he question ot illicit sax relattonships only al'08e once in the 

torty odd years; that ia, only once lRt& it specitioally 1dentit1ed as 

auch. Sex ottences, however, may have been clœked by auch phrases as 

"immoral oonduct" o:zo "ot leading a lite 1noons1stent with the Christian 

profession". '.lhe one case that 18 mnt1oned is tbat ot 1.1. Ven Ben-

thuysen wbo 1n 1830 admitted ha'ring "1llie1t conn~1on with the :t'anale 

sax". He av01Md repentance and · sumittad himselt to the oensure ot the 

chu:rcho The session took a len1ent Y1ew of the case and atter he bad 

made a publiC confession o:t his sin suspended hf.Jn :for a sis monthJ 
( 62) 

period. The ottly otber case that is denoted as ·immoral is when 

G.J'. Barnett contes.aed to ba"ring committed two acta ot immoral conduct11 

Although the nature ot these acta was not ind1cated, the Sesa1on suspend­

ed h1m unt11 he showed signa ot repentance. A rear later the Session 
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dec!ded that he bad shown the proper repentance and restored him to 
( 63) 

membership. 

One :t"urther case :remains in the category of o:t':t'ences against 

the 6hurch. ID. Jhly 1841 John Eo Mills reported a oonveraat~on he ha.d 

bad with James Fraser in whioh the latter slandered the 6hurch. 

Fraser cla!med to have been misunderstood, but a:pologized. 'lbe 

Session acceutad his a pol ogy, but wa.rned him to be mora discreet in the 
{61.) • 

tutureo 

The nmnber of cases that can be described as c!vic of:t'ences ia 

very rnuch srœ.ller than tho se tœ t can be cl.assed as o:t':t'ences against the 

churcho But in many cases they hold qui te as MUch interesto 'lhe 

:t'ield itsel:t' breaks down into two subclassi:t'ications which are based on 

regular lesal p:rooedureo Criminal and ci vil cases Will there:t'o.re be 

dealt with separatelyo 

'lhree cases ot the:t't appear in the records of the Sesaion and 

aa.ch has soma intel'8Sting featurea. 'l'he :f'irst occurred in 1835 When 

William Addy accused lohn Campbell o:f' thett. He testi:t'ied before the 

Session that he had :f'ound aome articles atolen tram him in Campbell'& 

bouse. '!he Session appa~tly loaked on Campbell' a abscondenoe as 
( 65) 

proo:t' or his guilt and promptly excam:aunicatad him. T«o yea:re 

later when. :t'aced with the same charge WUliam Buck admitted his cuUto 

He too was excanmunicated but the 5eas1on added that he should be 1""8-

ceived baok 1nto the church llhen he ahowed re}:l8ntanceo No turther men­

tion is made ot him in the minutes, bence it may be assumad that he 
( 66) 

newr ahowed surtioient 1"8pentance to be reatored to memberahip. 

The third case ot the:t't is tar more interesting; as the aooused 

chose to fight the allegations a.gainat hia. Atter a. p:rel1m1naey in-
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quiry the Session on October 30, 1848 cited Thomas Clarke to appear be-

tore it to answer to a. chd.rge ot atealing monay tl'OM his eJII.})loyers. 

Cla~e replied to this by demanding tha t si nee he had been :publioly 

accused, any inquiry ought to take place be:tore the 6ongregat1on. 'l!lo 

Session again cited htm replying that the Constitution ot the ehurch 

contained no provision that would sanction such a procedure. On NoTem-

ber 3, Clarke appeared and af:tirmed his innocence of the e>birges. 

Neverthelass the Session requested that he should not attend the next 

celebration of the Lord•s Suppero On November 6, he was ci ted to 

ap:pear and face his accuseN. Clarice retused and a second citation 

wa.rned him that he would be tr1ed 1n absentia if' he did not appear. Be 

aga.in re:f'used and was promptly censured for contumacy. '!!la Session 

thon appointed an elder to detend h1m in his absence and began the trialo 

'!he proceedings continued for several dayso On December 28, the Sesaion 

axcammmicated him, not for thett, but rather tor aonduct incoDJiiatent 

with his profession as a Christian. The notice of this decision we.s 
( 67) 

them read to the êhurch at the next evening serv1ceo The Ses•ion 

minutes have no record ot one case 7 but the Church Reeister lista 1 752 

John Knox a61 being gu11ty of both thett and arson, however no turther 
( 68) ' 

evidence of his tate 1s recorded. 

Abscondence waa also a subjeot tor diacipline, more especially 

if the culpr1t had vanished without :paying his debts. The t1ve persona 

who did abscond were quickly dealt Wi th by the 'ea&ion. A.ll tive were 

excanmun1cated.. Usually abscond1ng was coupled With anotller ain, such 

as fallure to pey debta, or throwi~ ott the reatminta o:t the lllriat1en 

protaas1on. William Dyer of "ardent spi ri ta" tame was excluded for 
( 69) 

forgery as wall as abacondingo The Sea&ion apparently assumed tbat 



flight was an adm1zs1on of guil t and that they were unrepentant tor baY-

1ng ~~tted the sin that prampted it. 

'!ha civil casas show a wider variety than do the erimirw.l caseso 

Slanderous gossip appears in the records twice. The firat time 1.c. 

Beers asked the Session ta investigate rumoura concerning his oharactero 

The outcome of the enquiry was the Session•s publication ot statement 

upholding his goOd character and warning the 6ongregation to be ttore 
(70) 

ce.re:f'ul in circulating rumeurs. It moved much nore care:f'ully in 

the second case waiting unt1l after a civil trial bearing on the case 

bad been concludedo This delay was probably to ttvoid being held in 

contempt of court for !swing public stater.1ents relevant to a matter 

which waiJ still subjudice. After conducting un investigation of the 

rumours about him the Session issuad a statement v1nd1oat1ng the good 

Christian chare.cter of Benjamin Lyman. It also rem1nded the &ngrega­
( 71) 

t1on that the circulation of gossip was not a Christian acto 

A case that has a sUght oonneotion with sl.ander arase t'rom 

Benjamin L~n' s action ta prevent ~1111am Brewater becaning a church 

mam.ber. se. veral membera of the 8hurch peti tioned the Session to cen-

sure Lyman for his actions and statementa he had made. The Session 

showod a sense or discretion and askad the petitioners to withdra~f the1r 

action becnuse Lyman and Brewster had publicly adjusted their differ-

encaa. 'nliil the petitioners did, although the tone of the letter with­
( 72) 

draw1ng their charges waa somewhat reluctant. 

Tne SesSion was not obligad to take action on all chargea laid 

before it, and at leaat once, it re:f'used to do thiil. In Octobor 1863 

Melinda Gilbert brought charges against sorne 1nd1vidual not named in the 

aession minutes. These were returned to her a little more than three 
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weeks later aa the Sesaion ma1nta.1ned that they contained nothing that 
{'73) 

would juütity action on 1 ta pa.rt. 

one ca~ that stands 1n a c1tu1s by 1 tselt' ia the Seymour-:fhi tney 

di&puteo Thia lW:UJ a diaag:reement ar1s1ng out of a Ca!llllercial matter 

wluch 
sM. dmgged on tor four years be :t'ore baing :t'inally di&poaed of. In 

1858, J.IaH. Seymour chargea N.S. V.'h1tney With breakine a :p1sdge to arbi-

trate the payment of a debt. Whitney ax:plained to the Se&aion that 

Seymour had ap:poin~ as one of the arbi trators a man who was decidedly 

unfrie:ndly towards him. 'l!le Session adm1tted thilil wa& not pro:per. but 

censured h~1tney anyway :t'or not livin~up to hia pledge. Whitney felt 

that thiw was an attem:pt to force him to arbitra.te the issue and conds-

tently retu.aed to do &Oo A:f'ter repeated attempts to concUiate the 

isaue the Session suapended ~~itney tor his &tubborn attitude. 

\'Jhitney then appealed to the Presbytery. '1!1.1& body felt 

\7h1tney was in the wrons, but that the Seasion blid treated him too 

ba:r&blyo As a result the Sesaion resoinded itll 1ndef1nite sua:pension 

· ot h1.1!. Seymour laid turther charge• again&t him at thia point, and he 

stUl lay under censure. The Se&aion retuaed Wh1 tney' a requeat t'or a 

dimrdaaiono VO:litney now re:f'wled to appear at Se&sion meeting& and on 

JW.y 14, 1862 waa ·"excœumm1catal untU he 1"8})ent" tor hia oontumacyo 

lmlnediately a:tter the vote on excamnunication had been te.ken, 

a notary acting for 'lhitney entered and :f'o:rbade the Seadon to tate any 

:rtlrther action on the ca.11e. Thia prohibition waa baaed on the oon:ten-

tion thlt Whitney bad witbdrawn :trom the camnunion o:r the 6hul"Ch o-.er a 

year previously and tbat therefore the Seaaion had no turther jur!•die-

ticm in the 08.ile. Sinœ it ha.d been threatened with action in the 

court& ot the -land "'where the lawa upon auch points are peculiar, in-
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de:tini te and l.lllS8ttled" the Session reterred the whole case to Presby-

tery. 'l!le Presbytery Rf'ter examining the casa uphald the sentence of 

excommunication. On December 18, 1862, theretore the Session public­
( 74) 

ly notified the ehurCh or the decision. 

The whole case did not resolve the original dispute. In 

reality all it did was to crea.te a great deal of unchristian animœity. 

In tact, the case cauaed the 8hurch to lose six ot !ta members, Whitney, 

who was excanmu.nicated, and his wife and her tamily who did ·not feal at 

home in the 8ongregation, beoause of the proceedtngs and who were grant­

ed reBUlar dismissions fran the Church. 

When the subject or churcb discipline is treated as a unit ra-

tber than by individual cases, or by types or ottences 1t exh1bits sane 

utremely interesting :t'satures. Soma ot these appear in the statisti-

081 SUDll!lary belOII'o 

Yeem Ho. ot persœs Cllses Excam11un- suspe~ Acceptable 
1nvestigated Prose cruted ioationa si ons confessions 

1823-29 0 0 0 0 0 
30-34 7 7 4 2 2 
35-39 13 12 u 0 0 
40-.44 11 7 3 1 3 
45-49 8 7 3 2 1 
50.54 3 2 2 0 0 
55-59 7 7 0 3 2 
60-64 9 7 (3} 1 ( 3) 2 4 
65&66 ~ i (3) 

0 1 0 
24 (.3) rr i2 

(.3) this bracketed number is not 1nclu:led 1n the tota+s for tt appl1es 
to the tb.ree people Wbose names were erased tram the roll in 1862-63 
tor b6ca:t1ng Swedenborgians. 

Although the session was eatablished at the seme ti.'lle as the 

church in 1823, it was not eallad on to act as an ecclesiastical court 

for a full a even yea.rs atter 1 ta 1ncept1on. A somawha.t similar si tua-
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tion occurred betwaen 1850 and 1855· '!he years 1835 und 1849 also 

show a lack or andance or any judicial processo 'i!le on1y apJ8rent 

exp1anat1on for these periods of inacti vi ty 1n the field ot discipline 

is that no cases were brought betore the Session that warranted action 

on i ta :pe.rto 

In al1 soma seventy-two cases were brought before the .8esaion 

for investigationo !Wanty or these are mentioned only once and no 

note or any :turther disposition is made, thus it must be assumed tbat 

the Charges were round to be incorrect and consequently dropped. The 

rema.ining tifty-two cases were broueht before the session on the 

avame;e of two or three u year, wi~h the exceptions of the years noted 

above. 
( 

The wide variety of or:rences, coupled with their re1at1ve1y 

sme.ll total number, prec1udea any worthwhile ana1ysia or the types of 

ottencea, as there is an 1nsuttic1ent numbeJ: of any particula:r one kind 

to establish any sort o:r p:t.tterno The one exception to this atatement 

ia in conneotion ~fi th absence trom church worahip. He re there is a 

sharp increase in the number of persona investigated in the 186ot a. 

'Ihe number or prosecutions undertaken does not indicate that, the actual 
} 

attendance at church had decreased greatly. 

'lhe ssntences 1mpœed by the session, unlike the number and 

types of otfences, do show a very ma:dced pattern. '!he number of sus-

penaions and confessions tb.at were accepted as sutticient atontJllent re-

mains :tairly steady throughout the periodo But cou:pled wi th a sharp 

reduction in the number of axc0l!llll'Un.icat1ons, they indicate an interest-

1ng ebange. From the above table it will be noted that during the 

tirst decade in v.1l1ch dlsci:pline was imposed fitteen :persona were 
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excanmunicated, and in the second, aix. 'lbe third, w1tnessed two suoh 

actions tmd the :f'ourth, one. 'l!le ree.son tor this decline seems to be 

that the Session wes willing to impose suspensions or even to accept 

oontessions tor oftencea that 1 t had previously punished by exeommnn1ca­

t1ono This change ot attitude might be attributed to two :factors, one 

being th!:it the Session may have rea11zed that harsh discipline waa not 

achieT!ng the ends tor llhieh it was deaigned. Chureh discipline was 

im:posed Wi th a 'ri.ew to gu1d1ng the 1nd1Tidual in the :perto:rmance of his 

ChristiEŒ duties. Vlhen a peraon waa excamnunicated, it J.)Ut hlm beyond 

the P:lle ot the chu.rch end thus mde any 1"urther guidanoe impoasible. 

'l'he second tactor is that although the 3ess1on bad a relati"t'Slyo stable 

Jnembership, tlJare do oecur tran tb!e to t1Jt.e additions or reple.cemente 

in its membersht})0 '.lh1a over a period of' years could chttnge its caa.­

position COnHiderably, and thus be responsible tor a change in attitude 

auch as the one mentioned aboveo 

Discipli.Be was reforma-tory, rather than 1!!.erely pun!tiTe 1n 

cllal'acter and even in tho earlicr period when excanmun1cat1on ms more 

prevalent, it was used only atter the Session had made severo.l attempta, 

1ndiv1dua.lly and collectivel.T, to pe:rsu&de the ottender to msnd his 

ways. OCCas1o:nally the Session would add a rider to an e:xeommunioatton 

to the etrec:t thbt When the person truly repented he ahould be restore4 

to membership. HOwever 1 t muat be noted that. the re ts no record ot anr 

auch restoretion betore the end ot 1866. 

'the Session in ita administration ot dt.cipline bad two basic 

motives in mind, the guidance ot the 1nd1Tidual clmrch member, and the 

moral and apiritual weltare ot the 6hurch as a llhole. D1ac1pU.ne waa 

to be· uaed to bring an ottender to repentance. If • a:f'ter relat1 wl7 



mild I!leasures had been taken, he retol"!!led, tben all was well; if not, 

then the Session bad to take steps to proteat the ehurch trol!l his bad 

influence, and this 1t achieved by excœmrunicationo 

other aima ma.y have been present, but these are ditficu.lt to 

ascertatn. The two basic motives could have easily been tainted by 

sana vindictiveness, and one BUSpects that this may bave been the rea­

son for the :prosecution o:r a tew ci vic cases before the session. 'lhe 

Session could only discipline cburoh membera tor intractiona ot church 

law, it could not im:pose sentences or award CQ!l:pensat1on, but by acting 

as a court, it could seriously embarre.ss the accused persono .!Ven if 

1t did not convict a person or the otfence for which he waa charged, 

the session could decide that he bad not aoted as a Christian ahould, 

and punish h1m ~r that. Whether this actually hap:pened is ditticult 

to establish, but one or two teatures in the Thomas Clarke and NoS• 

Wh.1 tney cases suggest that it might have. 

'lhe actual vnlue of the Session' s 1lllpœition of clml."ch discip­

line is verr ditticult to assess. · The actions and sentences may have 

bad a salutal'Y ettect on the congregation or they my not haveo No 

eTidace to support aither conjecture haa been found. '!be ettect ot 

the session' s actions on the oUender, howewr, are sanetillles "Yisible 

from tbsir subsequent bellaviour. .EI:CCIIIml1Ilicat1ons as a punialmlent 1n­

tended to bring tha sinner to rerentance we:re quite 1netfect1veo AJj a 

threat it may have had a cbestentng affect, but this is doubttul as it 

was o:f'ten carried out atter the culprit bad already lett tllB eb.urch. 

'l'his meant little to h~ and it may even have appeared a little toolish 

to the remain1ng membem of the 6burch. Its only practical end was 

tbat 1t ott1c1ally senrad the cœmection with the f!hurch and thus pro-
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tected that bodyts sp1r1tual and moral purit;y. Such a punisbment 

wo:rks well only in a soCiety Where there are no alte:rna.tive institu­

tions, and Where the otfender Will tind it ditticult to survi'Ye !:f' he 

does not confor.m. Indefinite suspension was little better than ex­

ooomrunication, tor although it kept the eulprit with1n the church Where 

he could be rurther disciplined suoh discipline was usually ax~œmamica­

tion, not restoration. In tact only one of the tour 1ndet1nita sus­

pensions resulted in restore.tion. 

Suspensions for speci:f'!c periods were imposed after the oftender 

ha4 made a public confession ot his sin and bad protessad repentance. 

'lhey perhaps only sened to impress the ottender With the heinous nature 

ot his sin. Several auch sentences 119re imposed and only once was the 

session•s faith 1n the s1ncer1ty of the ottender tound unjustitied. 

Censures were the mUdeat torm of disapproval., and were usually isaued 

tor eontumacy. This most trequently occurred when an acoused persan 

retused to appear be:f'ore the ieesion. Sanatmes 1t succeeded in pel'­

suading the person to appear, at other tilrles 1t di<l not, and 1t is new 

1mpoas1.ble to j...:tge tbeir effect1wness9 

'l'his disCNSsion does not present a true p1cture of the c:talJ':Oh 

tor it layti all the emphasis cm the acta or the o:rtenderso 'l'he ohureh 

records do not canplete the picture wi th a chronicle of the eluu'Oh mem­

bers' gOOd deeds. It must theretore be balanoed by' the notation thf1t, 

of the ~ members aceepted by the elmrch traa 1823 to the end ot 1866, 

the Session round it neeessary to inTestigate only a total ot 72 persona 

tor e.lleged misdemeanouJ'B end that of tbosa Clb1.7 52 or al.ightl.y' more 

than n of the whola manbership were actually tomui in neecl or disciplin-

8%7 actiono 
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1. J'te Chapter 3 , ~Cl' 1•'1l ). -
2. Session Minute Book (A.P.C.) 

Vol. I, March 30, îB23. Jacob B1gelow. 

Vol. II, J'Une 14, 1860. D.P. Janea. 
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4• Ibid. Vol. I, March 27, 1827o 
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5o lli.2.o Vol. II, February 15, l859o S8IIl. Bonnero 
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2. '!he Longer Catechiœt. 
3. The Shorter Catechism. 
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5o The Book or Discipline. 
6~ '!!le D1rectory or \'k>rshipo 
7. General Rules for Judi ca tories o 
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made to it in this thesis. 

7• "l'orm of Govemment", Opo Oit., Cllupter IX, Section n, P• 419• 
Chapter XIX, P• 455. 

8o "Ibid.", Chapter XX, Po 459. 
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'i.'HF. GONŒCG'. T!Ol~ 

'Ihe Grm;th of the Congreeation 

Nation&l Origin~ 

Reliei.ouw Originw 

The Qccupationlil of the Congregu.tion 



The people who assembled for worship on Sundays in the American 

Presbyterian Church constituted a diverse and interesting group. They 

could be divided into two main classes; the members of the Church and the 

members of thè Society. Two other groups can be diatinguished>but as 

these were really viaitors, making no lasting contribution to the life of 

the Church, they can, therefore, be eliminated. The first group were 

those who appeared from time to time or even only once. They were of 

minor importance wi th the exception of William Lyon Mc Kenzie. He record-
(1) 

ed his impressions of the Church after a visit in 1831. The second 

group of visitors were people of other denominations who, because there 

was no church of their own denomination in Montreal, worshipped at the 

American Presbyterian Church where they found a congenial spiritual 
(2) 

atmosphere. 

A complete record of the members of the Church was kept in the 

Church Register. As each member joined, his or her name was added to 

the list in chronological order. In most cases a note was made at a 

later date of either the person's .death or transfer to another Church. 

This roll from March 1823 to December 1866 contains 922 entries. 

Twenty-five names are listed twice, the persona involved having trans-

ferred to another church, but having returned later. Thus the total 

number of communicant members stood at 898. It comprised 332 men and 

566 women. 

Unfortunately no register of the members of the Society was 

kept. A record of the purchasers of pews was made up to 1852, and there 

is also an undated but lat er list of pew owners and pew occupants. In 

1863 a voter's list was drawn up which probably includeà both the 

owners and rentera of pews. All of these lista recorded names of 
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people who were not communicant members of the Church and who were 

therefore not listed in the Church Register. Thus the number of people 

connected with the Church was more extensive than the Church Register 

alone would indicate. The co~nunicant roll of the Church grew from 

twenty-eight members at the end of 1823 to 340 at the end of 1866. This 

growth was by no means steady or continuous. It would be impossible to 

account for all the fluctuations as there are far too many factors to be 

taken into consideration. The number of people joining the Church in any 

one given year might have been affected by a variety of factors ranging 

from the birth rate of a few years previous to the movement of population 

within the city. The most marked fluctuations occurred in the decades of 

the 1820 1 s and 1830 1 s and later in 1863. 

The relatively rapid growth of the Church from 1824 to 1826 can 

probably be attributed to the fact that the Church had only just been 

established and that this was its initial period of development. In 

1827 the intake of new members increased enormously, this being the out-

come of a revival conducted in the early part of that year by the Church 1s 
(3) 

pastor, the Rev. J. S. Christmas. 

After 1827 the rate of growth of the Church decreased substan-

tially. This was probably the result of Christmast ill health which 

later forced his resignation. In 1829, possibly because the Church was 

without a minister, only one new member joined, and he was not a new con-

vert, but merely a transfer from another church. 

The decade of the 1830 1s was a period of turmoil in Montreal's 

·history and the large numbers that joined the Church in the early 1830 1s 

may have been the result of the searching for spiritual refuge that 
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often attends such periods. This, and the growth of the Protestant popu-

1ation probably account for the fact that between 1831 and 1834 six new 
(4) 

Protestant churches were founded in Montreal. This spate of church est-

ablishment had a noticeable impact on the American Presbyterian Church. 

Up to this time many persons of other.denominations had worshipped with 

the American Presbyterians. \'Ji th the establishment of churches of their 

denomination, many, not unnaturally, decided to support the church to 
(5) 

which they owed allegiance. This is perhaps the explanation for the de-

crea~?e in church membership after 1837. 

The Church gréw gradually and fair1y steadily between 1839 .and 

1863 with two minor exceptions. These arose in 1847 and 1855 when no new 

members were received by the Church. They were probably caused by the ab-

sence of a permanent minister for considerable periods during those years. 

The Rev. Caleb Strong d~ea early in January 1847 and was not replaced 
(6) 

until November of the same year. Later in 1854 the Rev. John McLeod 

had been granted a 1eave of absence to help restore his health with the 
(7) 

result that he was absent during part of 1855. 

In 1863 the visiting evangelist, Rev. 1.P. Hammond, conducted an 

interdenorninational. revival. in Hontreal. This was responsible for the 
(8) 

addition of 430 new members to seven MOntreal churches in that year. 

The sucress of this revival was reflected in the number of persona who 

joined the American Presbyterian Church at that time, for of the eighty- / 

one persona enrolled during 1863, sixty-nine joined by profession of faith. 

This represented a sizable increase over any previous year. The gradual 

drop in the total number on the roll after 1865 may have been the outcome 

of the Church's move to a site in the west end of the city. The s~ller 
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numbers of new church members could perhaps be ascribed to the depletion 

of potential members who because of the revival joined earlier than they 

would have otherwise. 

National Origins 

The people who founded the American Presbyterian Church and 

Society in the winter of 1822-23 were very largely /l.merican in origin. 

The name of the Church itself is indicative of this fact. Various state-

ments by persona living at the time and the Preamble of the Societyts 
(9) 

constitution also emphasize the American character of the new Church. 

To establish the national origins of those persona connected with the 

Church in its initial period would be difficult if not impossible, for 

there are only a few scattered statements, and short lists of persona 

known to be Araericans living in ~1ontreal at that time. However, records 

of the birthplaces of a few of the Church's first officers have survived. 

Among these are Jacob De Witt, moderator of the formation meeting of the 
(10) 

Society, who was born at 'vJindham, Conn. Tl.ro d the three original 
(11) 

elders were also American born, Samuel Hedge being born in Warwick, Mass. 

and his brother-in-law Elisha Lyman being a native of Northampton in the 
(12) 

same stat~. 

It would be impossible to make a complete survey of the national 

origins of the congregation because of its rather indefinable nature and 

the lack of adequate sources. The Church records, however, do give sorne 

indication in later years of the origine of communicant members. The 

Session Minute Book often records the acceptance of a "letter of 

dismission" (transfer) from another church. Many of these letters were 

kept in the Church's papers. Beginning in 1839 the Church Register 
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indicated whether a new member had joined the Church by profession of 

faith or by letter of transfer from another church. A comparison of these 

three sources discloses that not one is complete or absolutely accurate. 

There are about 162 transfere for which a sufficient amount of information 

can be derived for analysis, and these suggest the general pattern of the 

origins of the Church 1s members. 

The accompanying map indicates the towns from which these trans-

fers came in the Eastern New York, New Jersey and New England areas. Also 

from this region 1but not included on the map are thirteen people from 

western New York and one from Bangor,Haine. It is interesting to note the 

complete absence from the list of any transfere from either New Hampshire 

or Rhode Island, but no reasons for this can be stated. 

Although the map indicates the major area from which the trans-

fers originated, the Church had members from other sts.tes as \'Jell. 

Illinois 
Indiana 
Michigan 
Minnesota 
~.fis souri 
Pennsylvania 
~isconsin 

3 
1 
3 
2 
2 
2 
1 

14 
The membership of the Church was not limited to Americans as 

there were considerable numbers of transfera to the Church from other parts 

of Canada, although sorne of these may have been Americans who settled 

elsewhere in Canada before moving to Montreal. Of the forty~three trans-

fers from Lower Canada, thirty-eight originated in other Montreal Churches. 

The other five were from Quebec, Hemmingford and St. Andrews,(J). Upper 

Canadian towns granted transfera to six people. 
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MUNICIPAL ORIGINS OF THE CONGREGATI ON 1822-66 
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Transfera from the British Isles were but few in number. 

En gland 
Scotland 
Ireland 

3 
1 
4 
8 

The general areas of origins of the Church members as indicated 

by the letters of dismission received are, 

New England 
New York and New Jersey 
The rest of the United States 
The Canadas 
The Briti sh Isles 

44 
33 
14 
49 
8 
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If these are any indication of the whole picture, then the major-

ity of the Congregation appears to have originated in the Northeastern 

United States. 

The picture presented by these transfera is definitely deficient 

in one major respect, for it does not take into consideration the Canadian 

born element in the Church. This, of course, would include children of 

parents of all origins, their proportion being very diffi cult to ascer­
(13) 

tain. Between 1825 and 1866 the Church lists 677 baptisms. Here two 

facts must be remembered. This number includes both infant and adult 

baptisma. It may also include children who were baptized at the American 

Presbyterian Church rather than in their parents 1 church. This was becausf~ 

the American Presbyterian Church was for a while one of the few "dis-

senting11 churches in Montreal legally authorized to record baptisms. 

"Dissenting" parents preferred to have their children baptized at a 

"dissenting11 rather than at an "established" church. Also to be consid-

ered is the posaibility of the child's death or removal f rom Montreal 

bef ore the time came f or him to join the Church. Anot he r consi derati on 
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is, of course, the age at which a person became a member of the Church. 

The average age at that time for such a step is not known, but assuming it 

to be at least eleven or twelve, this would automatically eut close to two 

hundred people from the figure 677. 

The number of those who joined by profession of faith might give 
(14) 

a more accurate figure of those born in Canada. But this figure of 307 

persona is also subject to question especially since no specifie record of 

this manner of joining the Church was kept before 1839. It also undoubt-

edly included people born elsewhere, but who first joined a Christian 

Church in Montreal. By 1866, however, it is probable that a substantial 

number of the Church's members had been born and raised in Canada. This 

would have altered the character of the Church considerably and probably 

moderated its American flaveur. 

Despite the high proportion of American born members the Church 

was loyal to its adopted country. Several members were elected to various 

offices in the municipal and provincial governments and sorne of these held 

office for considerable periods. This re-election in those times when 

politics were very touchy is an indication of the confidence in their 

loyalty by the elect<;>rs. (See C~apf;e.rJ'I ) The American influence, 

however, was always strong and as late as 1g57 an officer of the Church 

wrote "Our Church and congregation being mostly Americans •••• " in an 
(15) 

official letter to Presbytery. 

In 1826 the Church admitted a coloured woman to communicant 
(16) 

membership, and a few years later the Sunday Scheel attempted to gather 
(17) 

Montreal negroes for a branch scheel. No other mention of coloured 

people as such is made · by Church recortts. l•d:;t.l'lett~h The Church was anti­

slavery, it does not seem to have been a center for the various southern 

151 



152 

refugees that gath~red in Hontreal during the American Civil War. From 

1860 to 1866 all the transfera can be checked and only two came from below 

the Mason-Dixon line. In fact these two are the only recorded transfera 

from below that line at any time in the Church's history up to 1866. It 

also seems unlikely that any southern regufees attended the Church as vis-

itors, for the majority of the Church's congregation had originated in 

aboli tionist New England and i t is àoubtful if the southerners would have 

found the atmosphere congenial. 

The Religious Origine 

The religious background of the founders of the Church and 

Society has already been discussed as has the effect of the two major 

denominational traditions on the Church community. The pattern of the 

religious origins of the later congregation is also indicated by the 

"letters of dismission" received, for these transfera also gave the 

Church and its denomination from which the people came. For the same 

reasons stated in the section on national origins, this survey is not com-

plete, but it probably indicates the general lines which religious ori-

gins took in the Church. 

Denominational ties do not appear to have been rigidly adhered 

to at this time. This is especially the case with regard to the Con-

gregational and Presbyterian churches, where the 1801 Plan of Union 

encouraged an interdenominationalism that did not disappear, despite the 
(18) 

repudiations of the Plan in 1837 and 1852. Other denominations were 

represented in the Church 1s congregation as well, this being partially 

explained by the absence of churches of their own in Hontreal. Another 

explanation is suggested by Hr. & Mrs. X.C. Utley who were actually 



members of different denominations in Milwaukee. When they moved to 

Montreal in 1860 they used the opportunity to switch their allegiance to 

the same churc h. 

The 16l letters of disrnission received can be classified by deno-

rnination. 

Congregational 
Presbyterian 

" , Free 
11 

, United 
Dutch Refonned 
Calvinistic 
Methodist, Wesleyan 

11 
, New Connexion 

11 
, Episcopal (u.s.) 

Baptist 
Episcopal (U .s. ) 
Undesignated 

46 
60 
8 
4 
2 
1 
3 
2 
1 
7 
1 

_.21_ 
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Of these, thirty-eight were from churches in the Montreal Area. The 

American Presbyterian and ether Montreal churches seem to have granted and 

accepted transfera to ether denominations as a matter of course. The ex­

ceptions to this statement have been noted in Chapter 8. This suggests 

that the churches co-operated rather than competed on such matters. The 

thirty-eight dismissions received can be divided as follows: 

Zion Congregational 
Baptist (St. Helen Street) 
Methodist, New Connexion 
Wesleyan Methodist 
Presbyterian 

St. Gabriel Street 
St. Gabriel Street Free 
Cote St. Free 
St. Pauls 
United 
St. Andrews 
St. Henry 

This list is not a complete 

Congregational Church Register lists 

1 
2 
6 
2 
4 
1 
4 

9 
4 
2 
3 

~ 20 
38 

record of transfera for the Zion 
thirty-nine people as havtng trans-
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ferred either from or to the American Presbyterian Church. The total 

number listed by the American Presbyterian Church Records is sixteen 
~ 

(nine from, seven to). This list does not include the converts that were 

made from the Roman Catholic Church (i.e. Mary Lafleur) or people who may 

have joined from the Church of Englahd. Nevertheless, despite its incom-

plete character, the survey indicates the wide religious background from 

which the communicant members of the Church came. 

The list of dismissions from the Church, as noted in the Church 

Register, totals 403 people. Unfortunately this listing only records the 

granting of the dismissions. Further information is available for only 

thirty-four, with the result that no conclusions can be drawn about the 

destinations of these people who left the Church. The figures available 

do tend to show a similar pattern to the transfera to the Church. 

United States 21 
Canada, East 4 

Montreal 8 
Scotland 1 

34 

The Occupations of the Congregation 

The occupations in which the various members of the eongregation 

were engaged were widely divergent in character, ranging all the way fro~ 

farmers to bankers. A complete survey of the occupations of all those 

connected with the Church is impossible, and thus this section is limi-

ted very largely to those who were members of the Church. This puts 

severe limitations on the survey as only 332 members of the 898 cornmuni-

cants were men. During the forty years under examination women were for 

the most part restricted to domestic jobs, either as servants or house­

wives. Thus the predominant occupation of the female Church members was 
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undoubtedly domestic in character. Such jobs were taken for granted ànd 

few records of women 1s occupations remain. One notable exception in this 

field was Miss Hannah Lyman, a member of the Church, who conducted a 

girl's school for several years in Montreal before becoming President of 
(19) 

Vassar College in Poughkeepsie, New York. 

Fortunately records of the occupations of some of the Church's 

male members have survived. As in the other sections of this chapter the 

information is incomplete. It will, however, serve to indicate the gen-

eral range of occupations followed by Church members. Surveys of occupa-

tions were made for the years 1819, 1842 and 1865. A fourth survey of 

the occupations of the officers of the Church and Society was also made. 

These indicate that the Church community was engaged largely in commer-

cial pursuits. 

Although the Church was not formed until 1823, it is necessary 

to use the year 1819, for this is the year in which Doige's 

11A1phabetical List of the Merchants, Traders and Housekeepers residing 

in Montreal"w~s published. The lista which were used for this first sur-

vey are those names appended to the Society 1s constitution, those at the 

Society's initial meeting, and the first names on the Church Register. 

The names used for the 1842 and 1865 surveys were taken sole1y from the 

Church Register, as there are no contemporary lists of the Society 1s 

membership. These latter two years were chosen because no new direc-

tory for Montreal was published until 1842 when the first of the annual 
(20) (21) 

series was issued. The year 1865 was the last of the period under 

study and was picked for this reason. Broad occupational classifica-

tians have been adopted in order to facilitate a reconstruction of the 

general rather than the individual occupationso 
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Occupations 1819 1842. 1865 

Merchants (Wholesale and Retail) 17 16 14 
Manufac.turers (mostly small businesses) 2 16 20 
Skilled Trades and Craftsmen B 10 B 
Tavern (hotel) and boarding house keepers 8 2 
Bankers, Brokers, and Commercial Agents 4 4 
Doctors - Dentists 2 1 3 
Teachers 3 1 
Lawyer - Minister 1 1 
Clerks 5 
Farmers 2 
Others 2 + 2 

TOTAL 45 58 

The 1819 list, it should be noted, shows a marked preponderance 

in favour of those occupations which predominated among the early 

American immigrants to Lower Canada. As a complement to these three 

horizontal surveys, a vertical survey of occupations was also made. This 

was based on the forty-six men who held office in either the Church or in 

the Society. Many held offices in both organizations, occasionally at 

different times but sometiraes concurrently. It should be pointed out 

that because these were probably the more capable members of the Church 

and Society, they do not really forma cross section of the eongregation. 

Occupation ~!umber 

Merchant s (Wholesale and Retail) 17 
Manufacturers 9 
Skilled Trades and Craftsmen 3 
Bankers 3 
Farmers 2 
Tavernkeeper 1 
Ministe r (retired) 1 
Stage proprietor 1 
Others and undesignated 9 

TOTAL 46 

From ~hese surveys it can be seen that the Congr egation was 

largely of a commercial character, merchants and manufacturera predomi­

nating. In the early period, innkeepers were numerous, but in later 
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years these gave way to specialized commercial positions such as bankers 

and brokers. Professional occupations have their representati ves, their 

number remaining relatively stable throughout the period. Humbler 

callings such as farmers and clerks are also found among the Bongregation, 

the farmers in its early years and clerks in latter times. Thus while the 

congregation had representatives of all walks of life its major element 

during the period under investigation came from the city 1s commercial 

community. 
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Although the Session of the American Presbyterian Church was 

the official organ of church government, a great deal of the day by 

day administration of the Churc h' s aff airs feil upon the shoulders of 

the Miniater. This was partly because he was the moderator, or 

chairman of the Session, ex officia; and partly becauae he had been 

specifically educated to lead the Church and was in fact employed for 

that purpose. Thus, while the Session made the decisions, it often 

looked to the Minister to carry them out. 

As the Pastor was the full time spiritual leader of the Church 

communi ty, the people looked to him for r,uidance, bath in di vidually and 

collee ti vely. This guidance was of a personal, moral and spiritual 

character. The Pastor, of course, was expected to conduct the regular 

Sunday worship services as well as the prayer meetinfs and classes of 

instruction during the week. The administration of the two sacramenta, 

baptism and communion, was a specifie charge of the Minister. As the 

authorized representative of the Church, the law of the land assigned 
(l) 

the performance of the marriage and burial ceremonies to his care. 

The legal right to register births was also assigned to him under the 

ward "baptism", but the Ame rie an Presbyterian Churc h did not recognize 

the Stateta right to control this ceremony, for reasons noted above. 

It was also the Minister 1s duty to visit and comfort the sick and grief 

stricken. In matters beyond the walls of the Church, the Minister was 

often chosen to represent the Church. These included such things as 

the meetings of Presbytery and the numerous temporal and interdenomina-

tional religious functions held in the City. 

The r.li.nister of the American Presbyterian Church doea not 

appear as a member or participant in the affaira of the American 



Presbyterian Society. This meant that he could not have any official 

voice in the handling of the temporal affairs of the Church which were 

under the control of the Society. It seems likely, however, that his 

advice was sought unofficial.ly. The Minister was in actual fact the 

employee of the Society and this also may have prevented his 

participation in its affaira. No record of any of the Church 1s 

miniaters purehasing a pew was made, but the Society set one aside for 
(2) 

the use of his family. There is no indication as to whether he paid 

rent on this pew, but as it was specifically earmarked for his use, 

it seems unlikely. Therefore, by being neither a tenant nor an owner 

of a pew, he would not have the right to participate in the Society's 

aff airs on the same basis as regular members. 

The Minister was an essential part of the Church, and his 

personality often decided the character of the Chureh's life while he 

held office. There were several periods when no permanent minister 

was attached to the Church and theae were difficult times despite the 

efforts of the temporary "supplies 11 to bridge the period between 

minieters. 

The .Aœrican Presbyterians had decided views on the type of 

person they wanted as a pastor and took pains to see that they 

procured the beat available. The qualifïcations they desired are 

stated in a letter sent to various people in the United States in 1822 

asking them to recommend candidates. 

It is essential that he should be a man of unblemished 
character, and a scholar of high attainments; his style should 
be chaste, and his talents brillÏant, he should be a popular 
preacher and should have that dignity of deportment which 
resulta from sound principles and true piety. (3) 
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The same letter states that: 

Montreal is a place of considerable refinement and it is 
peculiarly desirable that he should possess that urbanity of 
manner that might be lesa needful in a different place. 

By 1857 time had somewhat moderated their demanda, but their 

standards were still quite high. In a letter to the Third Presbytery of 

New York it is stated that: 

Our Church and congregation, being mostly Americans, and 
located in this city, it is of the highest importance to have 
a clergyman that will attract and secure the attention of new­
corners, and be able to take a prominent part in the religious 
operations with the Evangelical Ministers of other denomina­
tions of this city. (4) 

The same letter rejected a candidate recommended by the Presby-

tery because the: 

Rev. I.M. Ely is held in much esteem here, but his voice 
is not strong enough to be heard but a little distance from the 
Pulpit. 

The five men who served the Church as its pastors during the 

period under study were 

Rev. J.S.Christmas 
Rev. G.~.Perkins 
Rev. c. Strong 
Rev. J • McLeod 
Rev. J.B. Bonar 

installed August 1, 1824 resigned October 1828 
" May 30, 1830 " June 30, 1839 
n September 27, 1839 died January 4, 1847 
" November 7, 1849 resigned April 3,1857 
n July 5, 1857 " February 1, 1870 (5) 

In the intervals between these men various ministers came and 

preached as temporary supplies. These were often on trial. When the 

Chul'(:h and Society found a suitab1e candidate, a call was issued offering 

him the vacancy. Few of these visiting ministers made any lasting mark 

on the Church and only in a few cases were their names recorded. 

The two who did make a deep impression on the Church were the 

Rev. Samuel vihelp1y and the Rev. Joseph Sanford. Whelply was actually 
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the minister of a church at Plattsburg, New York, but that congregation 

loaned him to the Montreal Church from February 23 to April 20, 1823. 

During this eight week periçd he lent valuable aid in organizing the 

Church formally, setting up the first Session and administering the first 

Communion. The denomination of the Church that lent him to the Montreal 

Church is not recorded, neither is his own allegiance mentioned. 
(6) 

The first official call went to the Rev. Joseph Sanford in 1823. 

This was rejected as was a second call to him the same year. The Church 

had been so impressed by him, however, that after Christmas left in 1827, 

it again made an attempt to secure his services. This third attempt also 

failed. Sanford died three years later in Philadelphia• ee Re f~ptfier 
(7) 

The Church offered Sanford a salary of i:300 a year with an in-

crease of i:lOO when the church building waa finished, and the use of a 

parsonage when necessary. This and the second similar offer were beth 

refused. He declined the second offer because he had learned that 

another minister had been assured that he would be called if Sanford 

again refused. This assurance was contained in a letter to the Rev. S. 

ltloodbridge from sorne members of the Session and was completely unauthori-

zed. This action was alleged to have been the real reason behind the 
(8) 

Society's claim that the first elders had not been properly elected. 

After Sanford ' s r e ject ion, a call was not extended to Woodbridge , and in 

fact it was not until June 1, 1824 that the Church and Society again ex-

tended a c all. 



The Rev. Joseph Stibbs Christmas 

The Rev. Joseph Christmas accepted the call issued June 1, 1824, 

on the same terms that had been offered to Sanford, but with the addition 

of one month's holiday yearly. Christmas was the son of an English emi­

grant and was born April 10, 1803 in Georgetown, Pennsylvania. He grad­

uated from Washington College in 1819 at which time he considered enter­

ing the ministry, but this was discouraged by his family. 

After studying medicine for two years, he gave it up and entered 

the Presbyterian Collage at Wooster, Ohio. He finished his studies at 

Princeton in 1824 and was licensed to preach by the Presbytery of 

Philadelphia. Although he wished to go to France as a missionary, he ac­

cepted an invitation to preach in the l.fontreal Church. He received a 

cali to the American Presbyterian Church 1s pulpit three weeka after his 

arriva! on May 15, 1824. He accepted this call and on August 1 was in­

ducted into the Church. 

In August 1827 ill health forced him to submit his resignation. 

When his health improved, he was persuaded to withdraw it. His health, 

however, again deteriorated and he was forced to resign and leave 

Montreal the next year. In January 1827 he went to New Orleans as an 

agent of the American Bible Society,but as the climate there failed to im­

prove his health he returned to New York in April. Within five months 

hia wife and two daughters died, and, after serving as ~astor of the 

Bowery Church in Brooklyn for a few months, he also died on March 14, 

18~. 

Christmas was an active man during his years in Hontreal. In 

• addition to his regular duties as pastor, he carried on severa! other act-
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ivities. He wrote extensively on various religious topics and several of 

these articles were printed as pamphlets by the American Tract Society. 

He took an active part in the campa.ign against alcohol and is credited 

with having originated the first temperance society in Montreal. He was 

also a pioneer in adopting an aggressive attitude towards the Roman Cath-

olic C hure h. 

When he was inducted, fully a year after the foundation of the 

Church, the communicant membership numbered only thirty odd members. 

This number grew slowly, being forty-five at the end of 1825 and seventy-

· seven a year later. In the ear1y part of 1827 Christmas conducted reviv-

ale at Hontrea1 and St. Andrews. It is c1aimed tha.t as a resu1t he con-

verted 130 people at. the two places. This figure was probab1y accurate 

for the Church Register 1isted a total of sixty-one new members between 

March and December 1827. Other notable features of his pastorate were 

the occupancy of the Church'a first building and the start of the strug-

gle for legal recognition. Christmas came to a new and small church, 

still in the process of organization. He left it considerab1y enlarged 

and firml.y established. Much of this growth can be attributed to his 
(9) 

vigour and personality. 

Rev. George W. Perkins 

The Rev. George Perkins came to Montreal originally as a temp-

orary supp1y minister for the Church. On January 7, 1830 he was called 

to the pcl.pit with a salary of f-250 per annum and the promise of an in-

crease to f-300 per annum at the end of two years. Perkins, a recent 

graduate from New Haven , was inductedonMay JD, 1830. Like.Christmas, 

Perk:tns' health failed and a supply had to be found to he1p him. By 
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May 1839 his health had become so bad that he offered to resign. The 

Society refused this 1but employed an assistant pastor at $1,000 a year to 

take his place while he tried to regain his health. In June his health 

forced his resignation and he retired to Meridien, Connecticut. The re he 

regained his health and worked for thirteen years before leaving to be-

come ~astor of the First Congregational Church of Chicago in 1854. He 

died two years later on November 13, 1856. 

Perkins' pastorate was an important one for it saw the success-

ful completion of the struggle for legal recognition. This enabled the 

Church to hold many privileges previously denied it, auch as the right to 

hold land and the right to perform marriagee and burials. It also wit-

nessed the settlement of George Gregory's claim against the site of the 

Cfrurch. 

In terms of Church growth, these nine years produced a peculiar 

problem. For al.though the Church received 266 new connnunicant ·members 

during the period, the actual increase stood at thirty. This was large-

ly accounted for by the establishment of six new protestant churches 

during this period, aome of which drew members from the American Presby-

terian Church. Despite much opposition from his own and other churchesJ 

he defended the Roman Catholic Church against the charges of a supposed-

ly apostate nun, Maria Monk, because he believed the charges untrue. 

Perkins worked long and ceaselessly during the cholera epidemie 

of 1832 although he himself was ill at the time. The rest of his minis-

try was a difficult time in Montreal's history and of the Church itself, 

and it was probably the demanda made upon his time and strength by the 
(10) 

times that caused the breakdown in his health that forced him to resign. 
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Rev. Caleb Strong 

The assistant minister employed to aid Perkins was the Rev. 

Caleb Strong. After Perkins' resignation he received and accepted a call 

to fill the vacancy. 

Strong, the grandson of a former governor of l1assachusetts, was 

born at Northa•npton in that State on January Jl, 1816. He was a distant 

relative of the ~ntreal branch of the Lyman family, and like sorne of 

them, was a Congregationalist. Educated at Yale, he also attended the 

theological schools at Andover, Princeton and Harvard. He served the. 

Montreal Church for seven years, dying on January 4, 184?, after an ill-

ness of three days, and while still in office. 

· His period of office was a particularly trying one; for during 

that time the conflict over the mode of electing elders came to a head. 

This dispute was at times very bitter and as a result of it sorne membera 
(11) 

left the Church. Nevertheless the Church continued to grow steadily. 

Rev. John McLeod 

The Rev. John McLeod was also a Yale graduate and was installed 

in the American Presbyterian Church on November 9, 1847. His pastorate, 

like all the ethers, was terminated by ill health. The Church granted 

him a leave of absence in 1854 in an effort to help him regain his 

health, but it failed, and in April 1857 he retired. 

During the decade in which McLeod was connected with the Church 

it continued to grow reaching a total of 243 members. Some other events 

of importance that occurred during his period of office were: the 

liquidation of the church debt and the utilization of the basement for 

the Sunday School. At his insistance the Church Psalmist replaced 
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(12) 
Watts and Select Hyrnns as the Church 1s Hymn Book. 

The Rev. James Bonar 

The fifth minister of the Church was a Scot, the Rev. James 

Bonar. Born near Dumfries on May 21, 1826, he emip,rated to the United 

States at the age of twenty-two. He attended Wabash College in Indiana 

and the Union Theological Seminary in New York. Bonar's induction took 

·place in the American Presbyterian Church on July 5, 1857. His pastorate, 

which lasted until 1869, was the longest to that time. After he left the 

MontreaJ. Church he went to a Congregational Church in Connecticut. 

Bonar' s incumbency was an extremely important one in the history 

of the Church for it was during this period that the old building and 

site was abandoned and the new Church was built on Dorchester Street. 

The Act of Incorporation that was secured at this time considerably 

simplified the internal. organization of the Church. On the ~piritual 

aide the Church took over the support of a City ~lissioner (aee below) and 

also took part in the revival conducted by the Rev. E.P. Hammond in the 
(13) 

early part of 1863. 

An evaluation of a minister' s 1r1ork is always difficult unless 

pious and stereotyped phrases are used. No one factor can be used as a 

basis of comparison, or of assessment, of a minister's contributions to 

his church. One may may increase the membership by vivid preaching, but 

lack the qualities necessary for pastoral counselling. Another may be a 

leader in theological thought, but lac king in any administrative capacityo 

Often a pastor's most important contributions to church life go unrecord­

ed because th('!y are rœasured only in terms of the spiritual weil being 
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of the congregation he serves. 

If the vigour of a Church's life reflects the Minister's capa-

bilities, then the American Presbyterian Church had a series of able and 

vigorous men. This vigour, coupled with the epidemies of illness common 

in Montreal during that time, was probably the reason that all but one, 

although still young men, had to end their terms of office due to ill 

health. 

The Hinisters were, with one exception, American bom, and all 

of them were educated at well know.n and reputable universities in the 

United States. The absence of men educated at Princeton after Strong'e 

death may be partially explained by the fact that Princeton was Old 

School and the Church New School in allegiance. The main centre of theo-

logical training for the New School was Union Theological Seminary in 
(14) 

New York. 

The Ministers included men of both Congregational and Presbyter-

ian backgrounds, a probable outcome of the 1801 Plan of Union and the 

New School connection. 

The relations between the Ministers and their congregations 

were cordial. The Church helped the Hinisters when they feil ill, grant-

ing them leaves of absence and underwriting sorne of the costa of regain~8 

their health. It also gave them gifts of cash when they left the Church. 

The congregation even sent the Rev. James Bonar on a pleasure trip to 

Scotland as a token of their appreciation. 

The American birth, and education of these !.finisters, and their 

denominational allegiances formed one of the strongest ties between the 

American Presbyterian Church of Hontreal and the United States. They ail 
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came to Montreal fresh from American universities and returned thence 

when they left. Thus their own private and public connections with the 

United States would tend to strengthen rather than weaken the bond that 

bound the Church to the United States. 



• 
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Throughout the period under consideration and despite the many 

difficulties that be~et it, the Church served its 6ongregation as a center 

of spiri tual life. Each Sunday the eongregation as a whole would meet for 

worship in the Church, and the children would be gathered for instruction 

in the Sunday School. During the week, meetings of various groups inter-

ested in particular phases of the Church 1s life would meet in order to 

promote their causes. Sorne of these meetings were held in the Church 

building and sorne in the homes of a member of the group. 

The Church was the scene of many of the important ceremonies of 

an individual's life. Baptism, marriage and burial had civil as weil as 

religious significance and were performed by the pastor as required. The 

communion service, purely a religious ceremony, was held regularly but 

infreouently. 

The Sunday Services 

The time at which the Sunday services were held varied consider-

ably during the forty years under study. The agreement reached with the 

St. Peter Street Presbyterian Church in February 1824 allowed the 

American Presbyteriens the use of that Church on Sundays between 1 and 
(1) 

2. JO p.m. and after 5 p.m. In later years an evening service was added 

to the da~is activities and services were held at li a.m., 3 p.m. and 
(2) 

7 p.m. By the end of the period the afternoon service had been drop-
(3) 

ped and services were being he1d at 11 a.m. and 7 p.m. only. 

Little about the actual form of worship usad for the services 

has survived, William Lyon MacKenzie's description of a service in 1831 
(4) 

being the on1y source of information available. The service appears to 

have been bu'ilt around the Minister's sermon much as it is today. These 



pose such as that to pray for colleges and universities held on February 
(13) 

23, 1859. Some~imes the Church was the scene of a series of inter-

denominational prayer meetings sponsored by the Hi.nisterial Association of 
(14) 

Montrealo One of these series was a week of noonday prayer meetings to 
(15) 

attract business people. It seems likely that the American Presbyterian 

Church was chosen because by that time (1859) Montrea1 1s commercial dis-

trict had extended to the Church's immediate vicinity • 

. 
Baptisme, Marriagee & Burials 

The supervision of both the religious and civil aspect of these 

other important ceremonies was also under the Church's oversight. The 

struggle to have cuatody of Registers of baptism, marriages and burials 

has been related in Chapter ~ and need not be repeated here. The civil 

authorities considered the three ceremonies as state functions. The 

Church recognized the partial validity of the claim and did not perform 

marriages and burials until after ~ had won the legal right to do so. 

Baptism, however, was purely a religious function and not merely the re-

gistration of a child's birth. Thus the Church denied the government's 

right to control it and,from ita inception 1the Church kept a register and 

performed baptisms. Baptisms were performed for both infants and adults 

as it was a prior r~quirement to the admission of a person to communion. 

Little can be eaid about the marriage and burial services beyond 

the fact that they were performed as required 1 after the legal right to 

do so had been acquired by the Church. A numerical listing of these cere-

monies can be found in Appendix /{ 
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work, and the choice fell upon the Rev. Samuel Massey. Massey had for SO!nf: 

years been engaged upon similar work for the Montreal Young Men 1s 
(21) 

Christian Association before he took this job. This work was eventually 

developed into the Inspecter Street Hission. 

The life of the Church was active and varied. It served its con-

gregation in many fields, but as so much was taken for granted and not re-

corded, little has survived that enables the complete reconstruction of 

the numerous facets it displayed. · 
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'!he credit for the creation of the 3u..TJ.day School Lavement is 

usuo.lly assigr..ed to Robert Raikas of Gloucester, Eng1and, who atarted 
{1) 

a Sunday School in 1780, although avon he had his predecessors. 

R~ikes' school was orie1nally pla~TJ.ed as a place for secular education, 

but re1ieious subjects soon found their -..;ay into the curriculum. Ra-

liGious instruction on Sundays had bean tried in aarly Puri tan liew 

Enelund, but this ~H not H cornNon feuture of their church 11fe. The 

first recruar Junda~· Schoo1s in the United States sean to have boen 
( 2} 

estahl1shed under rJethodist auspices. In 1737 John ïles1ey estab-

11shed one nt Sl:l.vannnh, Georeiu and in 1786 F.runcis Asbury fonmed 

another in Ifunover City, V1rginia. 'Ihe ten years between 1780 und 

1790 -w-Ji tnessed the birth of 3unday Schoo1s in the United ::~.tes. ~e 

3undny 3choo1s, however, cannet be said to have becane an integral p~rt 

ot church lite until the third or fourth decade of the nineteenth cen-

tury. 

'lhe origins of Sunday Schools in British .North :.merl ca are 

equally obscure., Certainly one of the first to be estab11shed vm.tJ 
(3} 

thllt of Jmnes Davidso!l at Lyon• s Brook, Pictou County, NoV!i Scotia. 

'!his school, which wu~ in operation prior to 17/6, antedatea a Church 

ot .i!:nelruid schoo1 est<iblished at Héilifax in 1783. In the canadas, the 

first Sunday School appears to bave baen operoted in 1781 by the Rev. 
( 4} 

,/il1iam Smart near what is now .Brockville, Ontario. 

'Ihe earliest .3unday School in Lol'!er Can&da may wall have been 
( 5) 

the one eatablish~ in !/ontroa1 by rliss Lucy Redge in 1816. Its 

first c1ass was held at har father's house in FOrtification Lana, and 
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chieny, however, t'rom the donations of i ts memhers l:ind friands. Soae-

tL~es these gifts had unusual .origins. Gn April 16, 1827, for example, 

the Society's minutas record its thaPKS to Jonathan ftlger, a blacka~ith, 

who donated "one half the proceeds of horseshoe1ng for the present 

year". Once ·or twice 3. year the rastor vmuld be usked to preach a aar-

mon "in aid of the Society" and in conjunction with thi:J the Session 

would be asked ta grant permission to the Society to take up a speciul 
1 

collection on the sar'le day. The collections taken up amone the schol-

ars, seezrl ta bave oeen devoted to their own uiss1onary society, and not 

placed in the S ocietyt s coffers.,_ for the maintenance of the schools o 

Occasionally a subscrtption book would be sta::.-tsd w1 th the abject of 

wil)ing out a specifie debt, or perhaps of financ:tng a special project • 

• ~1 though no apecifi c mention is ::na de of the acholars making 

regular Sunday contributions, cne or two brief allusions suegest this 

posai bi li ty. If this was the casa, then the funds collected probtibly 

helped to finunca the Student o~nizations nentioned below. 

2 .. menditureo 

In connection Wi th its work the Society W.d many expensea o Un-

tortunataly, little bas survived among the records except the occasional 

re})Ort. The nature of the work doas, ho\~ever, gi ve sor;te indications of 

what were probably the major exrenditurss. The Brunch schools of the 

Society were usually in the poorer areas of town and thus unable ta 

support tharr~elvea tully, if at allo The rent for accanmodatio.n, or 

the upkeep of the buildings used • was one 1 tem in this field; another 

was the transport of teachera trorn the town to the vartoua achools and 



bane aeuin. The l.ibrary \"K>l.ùd also be u IT~t:~.jor itEill on the budeet. 

The books wore out quickly, their replaceraent, and the expansion of the 

·various branch 11brar1es proved a heavy drdin on the incarne. 

The Society alao provided clothing for the destitute children 

of the school that they ~ieht be able to attenn the schools. One won-

de ra just hov1 :mE'JlY cht ldren v.rere inve1gled into e ttendar..ce by the pran-

ise of good war.m clothingc 

n1e Sunduy School, f~~ tiMe to time, purchased teaching aids 

auch na Bibles and~ Books, us well as series of lassons prepRred by 

v-<.1rioua Tract, Bible, and Sunday School Unions. Prizes for diligent 

students were also a small but necessary expenditure tor the good of 

the school. ûccasionally the Society would have soMa thines specially 

J>rinted such e.s report foms on which the teachers could reco~ the 

class statistics. Catalogues of the books in tbe I.ibre.ry, and the 

Co11..stitution of the Society, which were both printed, we:re then given 

to the parents and scholars for their edificationc 

Acccmodation 

The Sunday School, as indicatad eurlier, waa beeun before the 

church was fo:med it bains held in Miss Lucy Jledge' s bane on the corner 
(15) 

of librtii'ication Lana and licGill Street. Before the church build-

1ng wo.s erected, it was held in a variet~ of rlaces, including rented 

schoolroorns. i\fter the new church was occupied the Session eranted 

the Society the rieht to use various parts of the building as circum-

stances requirodo The Session room, the bcdy of the church Md the 

gallery all accammodated classes for different lengths of time. 
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1!: 1250, t:J.o thmn:iy decided to leo.3e the baser'!ent of the church 

to the Sun.d<..y School Society. 'ille tems were to be a sum equa.l to the 
( 16) 

interest on the outstandine debt of the church. Unf'ortunate1y 

there is no indication of just how big this surn WdB. 'lhe ladies or 

the church then held a bazaar to raise the funds necessary to finish 

and equip the basament in a mannar suitable for the Sunduy Schoolo 

This was a very necessary ex:pencliture as the basement had for soma time 
(17) 

been used as a :pork packing plant. 

'lhe branch schoo1s a1so bad varied accantlodation. Unf'ortunate-

In 1849 a shed was built f'or the ly this is not always rocordedo 
(18) (19) 

and in 1865 this was replaced by a new shedo school at the cross, 

'lhe Cross was about a mile downstrearo. from Hontreal, where the crossing 

to Longueuil was beguno In 1852, the Society approved the leasine or 

a schoo1 at the Tanneries des Rollands (st. Henry)., but no definite in-

formation about the exact location of any of these buildings is avail-

able. 

Relations With the Chureho 

Althoueh considered :part of the life und work of the Church, 

the Sunday Schoo1 Society saens to have been a comple tely independant 

body throughout the years considered. The recorda of the êhurch and 

of the Sunday School reveal little interference on the part of the 

6burch w1th the latter•s atf'aira. The only recorded interference be-

gan on 1Iarch 19, 1866 when the Session s et up ft cornmittee to look a1'ter 

the sp1ritual interests of the Brd!lch Sunday School at the Tanneries 

des RollèUldS ( 3 t. Henry). In lio y the S b . .'':J.e year a subcC!!Ilnittee of the 
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Session was set up under the name &~erican Presbyterian Church Home 

Mission Committee to look aftar the \.:>rk of the City l:iasionar. '!he 

Session also assisned to it the overaight of the Sunday School but that 

is a separata consideration that does not enter this story as it occurs 

after the Church'a move to its new buildingo 

'Ihe sup:port received from the 6hurch was largely of a moral and 

only occusionally of a monetarJ nature, but the School v~as always grant­

ad extensive privileges in the use of the church's facilitiea. This 

aid was eranted on a group to group basis, support on the leval of the 

individual beine a different atory. Althouch a l a rge number of par­

sons, passed throu~h its l"'dnks over the years, the SlUlda.y School 

Society was always u relativaly small body. The constant appeals to 

ftl1nister, Session and Bongregation tor more teu.chers to swell the rdnks 

bad little affect. 'llle result was that the supply of tea chers was onl;y 

sœrretimes sufficient, never abundant and often in fact deficient. 

'l!le Student Body. 

The "youth of this city o.nd neic."lbourhood" which the Society 

wished to train "in the feur or God end their duty to man" were by .no 

mew...s a homogenous groupa Sté:.rting wi th the more obvious distinction, 

it should be pointed out t hat the sChools of the Society taught both 

boys and sirla. The appointment of a girls' superintendent at the 

Church school s~~sts that at least there t~a classes were divided on 

the bé:isis of s ex as wall a s knowledge. The s ituation in the branch 

s chools is not 1ndica t ed, but f rom t.he small nuubars involvad, and frœ 

the tact that records do not COPsistently report attendance in terms of 
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so many boys and so rGany girls, i t se ens likely tha t the two sexes re­

ceived indtruction together. 

'Ihe gener-al cllbractor of' tho different schools varied with their 

locations; as a result croas sections of the threo most i:::1portant schools 

{i.e. the Cl'mrch, the Cross, and the Ta.JIDories) would reveal completely 

different pictures. 'l'he bron ch schools as a rule were established in 

the le3s prosperous areas of tro;J.treal and the pu:pils were thus likely to 

be the children of the working classes. At the ~urch school the 

mnjority of the scholars were undoubtedly the progeny of the church•s 

mambera and adherents. AS these were definitely of a commercial back­

ground, the cbarecter of the school would reflect this. No one was ex­

cluded fran attendance on sociul or econO!~ùc erounds; in fact the Society 

tended to encoura3e attendance by the distribution of clothine to desti­

tute childreno Nor wera there any exclmdona o:n the grounds of l'!:lce, 

for when its numbers could no longer justify a separate existence, the 

African branch was absorbad into the main school. {see below). 

The archives of the Sunday School Society contain extensive re­

cords of the attendnnce at the various schoolso Unfortunately none of 

these are comrlete, but sono are !'lOre so than others. The most canplete 

record is that or the school at the Church, those of the other two more 

or less continuous bronches not being as full. li'rœl the figures avail­

able a graph of the average monthly attendance for each year has baen 

drawn '1Pt but these ave~ ... ctges are baead on reports for a constantly vary­

ing nl.ll'Tlber of different months and thus no really acourate picture can 

be depicted. The patterns tor the two br-dnch schools are i'a irly stable 
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th..'I"Otlehout the forty odd ;;rears represented. 'lbe Cros~ School gre-ph 

(# 2) ahows a fairly st&dy p:1tterP- throughout the middle period with 

only one sharp drop ir. 1847o hfter lg6o it disclosea n strone in­

creuse. The Tanneries School (# 3) has a zr:.uch nore violent pattern 

chiefly due to the absence in SOTolC years of nny reports whatsoevero 

Despite this, its overall trend ia one of e;rowtho 

The attendance figures for the church school ure more neurly 

CQ'?lplete, and thua rrovide the I".OSt accurat~ ~raph of the three. An 

analysis is àQW9'1i"9P di ffi cult as so rn..any fnctors are involved, however, 

1n some cases, the fluctuations are m.atchad by events in Montreal' a 

hiatory. The cholera epidemies of 1832 and 1834 aPd the ship fever of 

1847 probably caused the r.oticeable dro~ . in attenda!lce in those years. 

Similar decreasea accar.pan1ed the political unrest of 1837 and the re­

~oval of the church to ita new site in 1866. The disastrous fi:rea 

which awept Uontreal in 1852 and caused serious dialocationa of popula­

tion were probably the cause of the decline of the following year. 

The overall pattern can however be very closely linked to the assessment 

of the Society' a 11:re th.at serves as n conclusion ta this chapter. 

Attendance was an irtportant feature of the school and the Society 

bad a standing commi ttee related to this question. This was the V1sit-

1ng Cammittee. As first conceived, it was to act a s a trutint carnmtssion 

to v1s1t absentee scholurs and to ascertain their reasons for absence. 

Later its nature e:redually chaneedo As a res1ùt of this chanee 1t ba­

c~e a cammittee to vis1t the hames in the neiehbourhood of the school to 

persuade childron not a ttending to cor, le o Al thoueh the re sul ts of this 
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COI!Il!littee varied c;reatly i'rotl year to year, the final outco:ne seems to 

have been that a considerable number of children were persuaded to attend 

who otherwise would not have appearedo The chief difficulty thut faced 

this cammittee m.s that they were often called on to replace ragular 

teachers who were absent, thus forcing the postpononont of the!r excur­

sions beyo~d the walls of the ehurch. 

Student Sociaties 

i'lithin the Society tb.are were Hev<:mü special or~an1zat1ons. 

'lhe tirst of these was the Schol!:l.:rs' Benevolent Association. It dis­

appeared, or was merged into the Scholars' J.assionary Society whose 

tunetion was to colleet tunds for benevolent or rnission!:l.ry purposes. 

Usually these fUnds were given to auch warthy causes as the Canada Sun­

day School Union, or the French Ctlnadian r.:issionary Society. Occasion­

ally, however, the Sunday School Society would appropriate the :f'unds, a~ 

a duly constituted meeting of the Scholars' l•iissional"'J Society, to aid 

one of its own projects. Another group of aocieties wa.s tbat dealing 

Wi th temperance. The first of these wa.s begw1 in 1831 and both teach­

ers and scholars were encoura.ged to sign the pledgeo Dy 183l~ stronger 

measures wore thought necessary and a Total Abstinence Society was 

creatado All were urged strongly to sign the pledge, although it was 

not a requireJller.t for rn~bership. In 1851 a revival of these senti­

ments led to the foundation of the Juvenile TeMperance Society. All 

these grouiG had a separate existence and the Sunday School Records con­

tain only brie! :references to their creation and successes for short 

periods. He re aga in, 1 t is di ffi cuJ. t to as ses s the ir worth and suceess , 
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especially, in the temperance fieldQ 

faith. 

'!he object of the Society was to raise children 1n the Christian 

The chief instrument that they used to achieve this was the 

Sunday School class. The course of study in these classes often ia 

noted in the Schoola' recorda and it appaars that all classes atudied 

the same thing simultaneouslyo Sometir:J.es a sineJ.e book of the Bible 

was studiad, at others a series of bookso Occasionally, however, the 

course of study would be arraneed as a study of doctrinal beliefa. Al­

though the regular Sunday classes were the chief mode of achieving its 

atms, the Society utilized other methods as wall, to instruct the "Youth 

of this city and neighbourhood" and thase although secondar'J, are worthy 

of noteo 

~e Library 

The first of these secondary methods to be establishod was the 

Library (February 10, 1824). This lw.d small beginnings but grddual and 

steady growth led to the poi.nt ,...-}'..are the cnt~:tlogues of the U.brary list­

ad over a thousand volumes. As the s ·ociety later expanded into branch 

schools at various :points, so auxiliary libraries were set up to serve 

them. The Library was built and rnaintained by donations of monay 1:1nd 

books with occasionally a special appeal beine made to the nrriends of 

the societY" to hel:p in an expansion progrum, or to aid in the replace­

ment of worn out volumeso The frequency with which the Libracy Commit­

tee reported to the Soçiety, that replacements were nooded, sueeests 
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tr..at the llbrary was wall pûtronized. by the students throueh the years. 

~-~.lthough many books were donutions, in later years it became the prac-

tice to huy books en masse trcrn auch organizations as the New York or 

Massachusetts Sunday School Unions and Tract Societies. In ftJ.ct, it 

appears that most of the books were of United States origine 

An wcamination of the two printed Ctltulogues of the L!brary that 
( 20) 

havG survlved in the recorda reveals little. Only the names of the 

books appear and the ir eall mmbers. 'Ble ti tles , a a nieht be expected, 

show a predominantly religioua thame, but few of the books are fam111ar 

to the modern reader. 

A Librariru1 and a Library Comm1ttee were intee;ral p:lrta of the 

Society and were appointed each year at the annua1 meeting, at the same 

t:lme as the SocietY' s other officers and committees. The Librarian and 

Committee examined ea~h book and pnssed on its fitness to be placed in 

the Library before 1 ta inclmJion, ·a task Wh! ch was taken very serioualy 

as the rejections from ti.>ne to ti::ne indicate. Occas1onal1y a re-axam-

!nation o~ the whole Library would be undertakan in order to check both 

the f'i tnes s and phys i cal candi ti on of the books. 

'llle Bran ch Sunday S chools 

'Ihe American :Presbyterien Sund.ay School Society wa s not content 

solely Wi th the instruction of the children of the Bongregation and 

those in the !'lOre i.m!'lediate ne1ghbourhood of the church 1tsel:t'. SeTeral 

experimenta to expand its fields of operation were thus carried outo 

In the middle of May, 1826, it estubl i s hed its firs t branch school; this 

waa located at the Crosse Before the month was out a second school had 
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, 

(21) 
been estublished at Les Tanneries deo Rollands. IJ.hese t\..u s ehools 

were the first of several ethers established by the Society throughout 

its historyo These branches, located in various parts of the island, 

rarely lasted very long. Op:rosition troo. the Roman Catholics, und can-

petition frOm other denœinations as 1roll as a:patr.y on the part of 

children, parents und potential teachers usually led to their abandon-

ment. ::Jeveral more schools were :pro:posed, but for 11ke reE.tsons wero 

never brought into existence. In 1866, a third school of a pernanent 

:rature was added to the first two mentioned, whic~l alone hl:l.d survived 
(22} 

the :passage of years. This WtiS the Chaboillez Square 1:1ss1on School. 

Even the two schools which survived had their difficulties 

• 
through the ye~rs. They too, had to face OJ'TlOOition, competition and 

a:pathyo During the early yeara of their existence they were often 

closed for the winter, as travel on the poor roods ot the day made it 

t'ar too d11"ticult for even the hardiest teucher to truvel from town to 

the schoolo The ehildren close at hand ulso i'ound it difficult to 

reach the achools when the first attan:pts were mde to continue throti.gh 

the wintero 

Of the ex:r>er1mental schools, one in :particular shmùd be noticedo 
(23) 

'!bis as {} 4 {Atrican) School. E:o;tablished in liarch 1827, it ha.d a 

membership of from fourteen to twenty .. five negroes durine the vlinter. 

dhen sprine: came, however, · the attendance dropped off mpidly, us znoot 

ot them were employed on the river steambœts. Of the fourteen 

{apparently adlùta) at the first meetine, only three could rend t'luently, 

tour tolerably, and the rest only a little or not at all. Atter.dance 
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did not increase efter the cassation of river traftic in 1827, as had 

bsen hoped, and a.s a result in Februar'.r 1828, the school was discon-

tinued and the two or three ramainin3 scholsrs incor~orated into the 
( 24) 

main school. • The inportant fact horo is thut even as early as the 

eiehteen-twenties people in Eontrec...l were seriously concerned about 
(25) 

"the connition or the Blacks" in the vicinityo 

'l'hA Agenoy 

'Ihe Society, howewr, did not even limit 1ts operations to 

Montreal and vi cini ty. It constantly grunted donations of new and old 

Bibles and books :t'rom 1ts mm libraries to lasa fortunate Sunduy Schools 

throughout the provinceo Its records liat s chools in Rawdon, New 

Glasgow, Lacelle, Granby and Chateauguay as recipients of suoh gif'ts as 

well as !l'!IDlY ethers. A IID.lCh more direct type ot mission was also 

attempted tor a few years in the mid-eiehteen-thirties. 

In 1833, the Socied authorized a UroHoyt to act as its agent. 

This eentleman had been activa in the l''!astern 'lbwnships endeavouring to 

set u:p SliDday Schools in the var:tous ca:nmunities thereo The Society 
{26) 

amployed him at a salary of :) 400 per annum to continue his efforts o 

First they sent hir:l. to the United States, where, des:pite "the depressed 

state of business" (1834) he collected a total of ~ 1695.39 in donationa 

of cash and books for his work. He and an assistant, employed by a 

grant to the Society from the Young !.:en' s Society of Providence, Rhode 

Isl<4nd, toured the Province betwaen the 3t. Lawrence und the 1\.meriœn 

border· that yeuro Their reports are however, v-a.gue and un1nstructi ve 

as to the actual succoss of their effortso A rift developed between 
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Hoyt and the Society late in 1834. 'nlis may have been over Royt' a 

handline of his accounts as one or two documents seem to tmply. The 

finul result was a saverence of the connect1on between the two and an 

end of the Society's endeuvoura in that purticular field. The settle-

ment of the aff&irs of the Agency, au it was known, draggeà on for 

several years, but the Society finally managed to obtain possession ot 

the remainine donations of books which it then turned over to the O:lnada 

Sunday School Union for use Nharevar the Union felt was best. Desp1te 

the unfo:r.tunate rosul ts tila attempt shows thb. t the Society was at ill 
(27) 

viGorous and uttœ,"l:ptLlg to find new fields of endeavouro 

T'n~ S inçing Classes 

From tit1e to ti.Ille the school inaugurdted singing classes to 

taach the _children the lcyr;ms and oongs then in use. Sometiraes these 

classes were succossi'ul and were mùy broueht to a close when the children 

had becoHe sufficiently p:roficierèto A few years later,with the influx of 

a ne~ e;ene1ution, the effort •.-ould have tc ba begun all over aeaino Sor.t&-

times the classes were lesa successful and petared out Within a few weeks 

of their Cl~ation, because of a lack in interest on the part of scholars 

and teachers. en the whole, thase classas had a very chequered existence 

in the history o:L this Sunday Schoolo 

Special Occasions 

Every year, one or two s~eciQl meetings wera held. For the first 

few yeare the School held an annivaraary service during the summer but 

this practice died outo Christmas Day was the ocoas!on, weather permit-



ting, for ail the Society' s schools to gather to worship together. 

'lhis and the annual new Year' s Day meeting or ·the different Uontreal 

Sunday Schools were important events in the Sunday School calendar. 

This rally of the various denominational Sunday Sohools was frequently-

noted in the newapapers of the day. These articles noted the Rallyt a 

location as it moved from year to year, the SUnday Schools attending it 

as wall as the various ministers participating in the service. Another 

special event that occurred occasionally was the Sunday·S~hool picnie, 

begun in the Ia60• s they were very popular but ?Jere held only intrequent­
( 28) 

lyo 

Visitors to the main Sunday School and its bronches were nmr.erous 

and the schola ra were qui te o:rten addressed by them. The re corda of the 

Society note vis! ts from many Canadians of both the Upper and Lower pro­

vinces a Also frequent were visita by Anericana, the greutM> majority 

of these were from the stutes and cities close at hand, like B:>ston and 

New Yorko Occo.sionally however, the school "rould receive a vi si tor 1'rall. 

one of the trontier states auch as Kansaso 

Overseaa vial tors nearly a.lways addres sed the chUdren and 

through the years the children must ha1'e heard of many different landso 

Several tir:~s they heard of the British Isles,but it vrew probably the 

missionaries from hea.then lands vmo most caught the children' s attention. 

In 1857 they heard of "darkest" A:frica f'ro!!l the Rev. Mr. Bu.shnell ot the 

Gaboon Mission there, and on the same day Mr. Bingbrun of Honolula in the 
{29) 

Sandwich Islands spoke to themo ~e neJit year the American Sunday-

School joined the other Montreal Sunday Schoola to listen to the Revo 
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Dr. Scudder of India and Dr •. Jchouftler ot Constantinople, in the 
(30) 

Wesleyun Church. A yce.r after that the i{ev. t:r. ·.ieüb told them 

about India and they also he.:..r<l e second tulk by ii ~an frœa the 
(31) 

Sandwict. Is1v.nà.s. In 18 61 !.:r. Clark, u I.'lissionur'J f'ron Consu-m­
( 32) 

tinople, ad.d.rttssed ther::. 'l'hue the visita of missionaries ami 

ethers were used tc broaden the chUdren' s know1ed~e of ether lands. 

Adult and Infant Classes. 

At fi rat the Society re :fus ad to t.mdertake lidul t classes, al-

thoueh it called 11 :rn.eeting which set up a camnittee to work on the 
{33} 

problem in 1826. In la ter years, hmfever, tidult classes a:ppeared 

from time to tim.e in the branch schoo1a, but us the only indication of 

these are the attendance reports of the individual schoo1s, nothing 

further can be said about themo 

'Dle An.Irua1 Report made in January 1828 states thut durine the 

previous year the V1sit1ng Con:nittee and ethers of the Society hud dis-

tributed re1ic1ous tracts to raftsmen and the crews of Durham boutso 

'lhey had al.so dell vered pa.cketa of tracta, addressed to the sailors, to 

the officers of thirty-three of the ships in port during that year. 

As no ether report of such wolk was ever made it n.ay safely be inferred 

thllt the exp6rment was not an unqlli11if1ed succes s, and theref'ore not 

re:peated. 

The Infant Sehools were also ussociated wi th the Society · 

occas1ona1ly, but aga in nothing can be inf'erred ubout ther.t as little 

beyond notes of the!r es tnbliahment or t he procurement of a library tor 

them ever appear in the recordao 
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'l'he Sunday School and Secular l!llucation. 

The field or secular education enters this account only briefly, 

as unlike the Sunday Schools Which Robert Raikes established in Britain, 

North American practice was to concentrate on relieious instruction. 

No con~rete evidence either way can be round in the Societyta records 

ooncerning secular instruction in the Sunday School, al though one of the 

firat classifications of the schol&rs uas made on a. basis or their read-

ine knowledge. This :field ot education was in all likelihood lett to 

the American Presbyterian Pree School, wlùch is mentioned elsewhere in 

this wolko One defini te and rather interesting connection can be found 

in this area however. On August 18, 1828, Joseph Lancaster addresaed 
(34) 

the Society. Lancaster was a. notad experimenter in the field of 

education and through hia worlc in the Bri tiah and Foreign School Society 

• 
did much to make education a.vailable to the masses in Britain and 

America. This wus chietly through hia advoca.cy of the monitoriëtl sya-

teJYl. Cn November 16th of the tollowing year the Society received a 

letter :fra'n Lancaster requeating them to secure for h1m three illiterate 

children, and to help supervise an experiment l>y wh1ch he lloped to 
(35) 

verity the resulta of a previous e:xperim.ent. The Society agreed to 

do this, and to try to persuade the childrent s rarenta to ooo:perate as 

well. AS a footnote to this episode, the Canadian Courant of December 

16, 1829 carried an advertisernent announc1ng an experirnent bad had 

auccesstul resulta, and theretore lir. Lancaster was now ready to receive 

pupils for instruction. 

The only other venture into adult education taken by the Society 
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was on a limited scala and for a specifie purpose. It nade efforts to 

prepare ita teachers 'tor t'heir tasks, and :from tlme to time organized 

Bible classes for them. Unfortunately these classes ach1eved little 

until it became the custor.1 'tor the pastor i>o conduct theM as :part of his 

regular duties. 

The Sunday School Union. 

One of the earliest projects of the Society was the attempted 
(36) 

establis~ent of a Sunday School Union in 1823o This failed because 

the ether denominations were not interested. (Sunday School Unions at 

this time werA usually interdencrninat~omtl in character.} '!his attempt 

is indicative of the foresighted thinkine of' the tJontreul Society as the 

American Sunday Sohool Society (U.SoAo) was not forrned until the follow­
(37) 

ing year, 1824o In 1836 the Canada Sunday School Union we.s fom-
{38) 

ed. No indication of whether the Anerican Presbyterian Sunday 

School Society joined this body is evident, but it did ru_~hnse s~e of 

its supplies fran their depository. In lBL:J., a c:l"ty Sunday School Union 
{39) 

was fol'!'!.ed and the Society beca":le an early mer:!.'her of tbut body. 

Tbe p1cture presented by the Societ,y is one of vigorous endeavour. 

The people connacted With it seem to have been intelligent and by no 

means lacking in imagination. 1/itnesa the early attempts to establiah a 

Sunday School Union and the bro.nch schoolsQ ~lherever they thought they 

might do some good, they went, even to the tough.s who formed the boat 

crews on the river and oceanso 'l'he enthusiaa:rr tl:J.ut carried thett through 
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the 1820's and 30's waa directed towards the new ventures. The rather 

t.c.J.f'oq ta.sk of Sunday tea.ching rather cooled the ir ardour and often 1 t 

waa difficUlt to secure enough cla.ss teachers. 

'!be 1840' s and '50' a were the :periode during which the Society 

:round its f'eet and began to concentrate on the major task, tha.t of 

teaching the Gospel. The '60• s showed a tendency to grow along linas 

tbat the earlier experimenta had proved were valid oneso 

The Society was continually conscious of its obligations to its 

own people and to othe ra beyond the more immediate lirni ts of the 

Society•s work. 'lhe d1f'f1cultiea that i t f'aced are s1rn11a.r in many res-

pects to those that plague today'a Sunday Schools and theretore they 

cannot be criticized for f'aUing to find unswera to them. Ape.thy on 

the part of' students and acholars 1s always difficult to deteat. The 

Society showed axtraordinary parsistence in attempting tirne and tirne 

again to esta.blish activities tbat were neaded but not always wanted, 

the Bible and Singing classes to name only twoo 

The number of experimenta that f'uiled is not a condamnation ot 

the Society, rather it is a testimony to its imagination and persistance. 

It was pioneering and often had no precedents tor its actions. How­

ever, des pi te the many experimenta and failures that beset the Society 

it never lost sight of the tact that its chief' task wns to teach the COD­

ing generation the gl.ory of the Christian Gospel, and thua gi ve the 

future mEI!tbers of the Church a firm Christian backBround. 
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.· 

Throughout its history the American Presbyterian Church was a 

part of the Hontreal religious scene. The growth of the city's popula­

tion from 1822 to 1866 was paralleled by a similar growth of its reli-

gious community. Some idea of this increase can be gained from the fol-

lowing table. 

182~ 1860 
Reli.ldon PeoQle churches Peo12le Churches 

Roman Catholics 18,133 6 (Approx.) 65,896 il 
Churc h of En gland 4,156 1 9, 739 5 
All Presbyterians 3,429 3 7,824 10 
Ali Methodists 332 2 3,774 5 
Baptists 27 604 1 
~uakers 2 6 
Jews 56 403 1 
Unitarians 475 1 
Universalists 35 
Congregationalists 768 1 
Lutherans 207 
Protestants 420 
Others 19 130 

TOTAL 26,154 12 90,323 35 (1) 

No group can exist comp1etely iso1ated from its neighbours, and 

contacts of various types were made by the American Presbyterian Church 

with the other religious groups in Montreal. These contacts varied 

great1y and the nature of some of them has already been described in the 

chapters on the Congregation and the Session. These relationships fal1 

into two categories 1 those with other Protestant churches, and those 

with non-Protest ant religious groups. 

The Roman Catho1ic Church in the ear1y period after the con­

quest of 1760 maintained a he1pful atti tude towards the new1y-introduced 

Protestant churches. As a result the early servi ces of both Church of 

England and Presbyterian Churches were held in buildings owned and in use 
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(2) 
by the Catholic Church. In later years this attitude changed, and so 

there were no official contacts between the Roman Catholic Church and the 

American Presbyterian Church. There were, however, unofficial brushes be-

tween the two groups. The Rev. J. S. Christmas is said to have adopted 
(3) 

an agp,ressive attitude towards that church but his reasons are not given. 

He also conducted a religious dispute in "public print" with a Catholic 
(4) 

priest. The Sunday School records contain references to Roman Catholic 

priests forbidding the children of their members to attend the American 
(5) 

Presbyterian Sunday School. 
(6) 

The Church was quite willing to receive converts from Catholicism~ 

but anyone who left the fhurch to attend a Roman Catholic church was prom-
(7) 

ptly excommunicated. The Church was definitely anti-Catholic throughout 

its history but how strong this antagonism was, is difficult to estimate. 

Although there was a Jewish com@Unity in Montreal from 1825 to 18661 there 

is no record of any official or unofficial contacts with the American 

Presbyterian Church. 

The American PresbJ~erian Church 1s relations with its sister Pro-

testant churches were for the most part amicable. The American Presby­

terian Church and the Church of England appeared to have existéd side ~y 
hf v.- .'-" 

aide in relative peace on the piain of spiritual affairs. Tacit recogni-

tion of the Anglican Church as a valid Christian communion by the American 

Presbyterian Church is indicated by the Session's action in removing the 

names of people who left to join the Church of England from the Church 

Register, rather than by excommunicating them, as was the case with 
. (8) 

those who joined the Roman Catholics. The Anglicans did not encourage 

closer relations, but were occasionally willing to cooperate. In 1865, 
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for example, the Rev. William B. Bond of St. George's (Anglican) Church 

participated in the Memorial Service for Abraham Lincoln held in the 

American Presbyterian Church. His part in the proceedings included the 
( 9) 

reading of the Anglican Burial Service. Thus relations in the religious 

field were friendly but distant. Where the interest of the two churches 

touched se~ular affaira, however, their views were often opposed. The 

kmerican Church had a long struggle to achieve legal recognition, due in 

part to Anglican demanda for recognition as the 11 established11 Church in 

Canada. Anglican attempts to control university education in Canada were 
(10) 

also stoutly resisted by the American Presbyterian Church. 

The Church's attitude towards the more radical Protestant sects 

is perhaps indicated by the case of Abby and Ira Gould. In 1863 the 

Session refused to grant them dismissions to the Church of the New 

Jerusalem (Swedenborgian) because it did not think that that church was 

really a Christian Church. As weil as expressing its disapproval, it 

also removed their names from the Church Register, but did not exconnnuni­
(11) 

cate them for their new beliefs. 

The evangelical Protestant churches of Montreal, which included 

the various branches of the Presbyterian and Methodist churches as well 

as the Congregationalist, and the Baptiste enjoyed a warm mutual friend-

ship. They cooperated in many interdenominational efforts auch as the 

Bible Society and the Sunday School Union. They recognized the validity 

of each others' communions, and transfera from one denomination to another 

were accepted by both aides. The various churches also allowed miniaters 

of other denominations to address them from the pulpit from time to time. 

At the dedication of a new church buildinp, ministers of ether denomina-
(12) . 't' 

tiens were often invited to participate. Many of these actJ.n J.es were 
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sponsored by the Ministerial Association of Montreal and will be dealt 

with more fully in the section on its activities. 

Although the American Presbyterian Church was not a member of 

any branch of Presbyterianism in Canada its sympathies lay with the Free 
' (13) 

and Secession branches :mther than with the Church of Scotland. The 

Church had al.ways followd the vo1untary princip1e of church finance, and 

in fact it owed its !oundation to the importance that its founders placed 
(14) 

on not being connected with the Church of Scot1and. Nevertheless 

relations with both branches of Presbyterianism were cordialo 

The most cordial relations between any ether Montreal church and 

the American Presbyterian Church was that with Zion Congregational Churche 

The two churches cooperated in many areas and the interchange of pulpits 

between the two was quite common. This friendship probably stemmed from 

sever al factors. 
e~ 

The strong element of New England Congx;._ationalism in 

the American Presbyterian Church provided a strong tie, for when Zion 

was founded in 1831, some old CongreJationalists left the American to 

join Zion. This division divided the allegiance of soœ familles, not­
(15) . 

ably the Lymans. The division, however, was an amicable one and so 

served to unite rather than to divide the two churches. Another element 

in this friendship was the Rev. Henry Wilkes. Wilkes was for many years 

the minister of Zion, but, he had, in his youth, been a member of the 

American Presbyterian Church and it was the Rev. J.S. Christmas who 
(16) 

influenced his decision to enter the ministry. Thus it can be seen 

that the bonds of friendship that joined the two churches were quite 

strong. 

Montreal' s Protestant conmunity was enhanced by the existence 
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of several interdenoiDinational groups which were designed to further parti-

cular aspects of Christianity. Mem.bers of the Araerican Presbyterian Churcit 

were active in various capacities in these Societies and many of the an-

nual meetings were held in the Church building. In later years it was 

the custom for most of these societies to hold their annual meetings on 

succeeding nights in one week, sometime in January. This "anniversary 

week" as it came to be known, was an important part of the life of 

Montreal's Protestant collllliUllity. A typical schedule for such a week was 

that of 1847. This series was held at the Wesleyan Methodist Church on 

Great St. James Street at 6.)0 p.m. 

Monday, 
Tuesday, 
Wednesday, 
Thursday, 
Friday, 

January 25 -
January 26 -
January 27 -
January 28 -
J armary 29 -

Montreal Religious Tract Society 
French Canadian Missionary Society 
Montreal Auxiliary Bible Society 
Canada Sunday School Union 
Canadian Evangelical Alliance. 

This list does not include all the societies in which members of 

the Church were active participants. It would be difficult to estimate 

the contribution that these members made to the Societies in question as 

there is not always a great deal of information available about them, 

their rœmbers and activities, so the brief sketches that follow ind.icate 

the field of their activities, and when possible just where the American 

Presbyterian influence on them lay. 

The Montreal Bible Society 
(17) 

The Montreal Bible Society first came into existence in 1820. 

It was an auxiliary of the British and Foreign Bible Society, and its pur-

pose was to distribute the Old and New Testaments in the Montreal area. 

The Society existed throughout the forty-four years under study and in-

deed for a while its headquarters stood right beside the Church on St. 



(18) 
James Street. The Society was an e.xtremely active group and by 1857 it 

had 134 branches, and its agent travelled some 4,186 miles in connection 
(19) 

with his work that year. A special charge of the Montreal Auxiliary 

was the distribution of French Bibles to the French Canadian population. 
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Between 1855 and 1884 the Society distributed 421,000 copies of the Bible 
. (W) 

in various languages to individuals and groups in the vicinity of MontreaL 

'Ihe Society donated Bibles as prizes to the Sunday School each year, and 

its 1826 report was composed by the Rev. J.S. Christmas. The newspaper 

accounts of i ts annual meetings often contain the names of the minister 

and members of the Church as being active in the Society 1s affaira. 

The Religious Tract Society 

This Society founded in 1836, was preceded by a less successful 

organization which became defunct due to a lack of supporto Its ~urpose 

was to distribute the numerous tracts on religious topics that were popu-

lar at that time. It was an auxiliary of the Religious Tract Society of 
(23) 

London (England). Here again it is not possible to link the Church to 

the Society directly except that in 1860 it held its annual meeting in 
(24) 

the Church buildi ng. 

The Sunday School Union 

The activities of the Union were devoted to increasing the n~ 

ber of Sunday School s in Montreal and vicinity. As the connections be-

tween it and the American Presbyterian Sunday School Society have already 
(25) 

been discussed, there is little point in repeating them here. 
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The Evangelical Alliance 

Formed in late 1845, the Evangelical Alliance's purpose was to 

resist the encroachments of High Church Anglicanism\ and Unitarianism. 

It sponsored a series of addresses given once a week by ministers of dif-

ferent denominations in the St. James Street Wesleyan Church against 

these dangers to evangelical protestantism. Resisting sectarian control 

of universities was another project in which it was engaged. It lasted 
(26) 

but a few years, before internal disputes brought about disintegration. 

Amone the men active in this organization was the Rev. Caleb Strong, then 
(27) 

minister of the American Presbyterian ~hurch. 

The French Canadian Missionary Society 

The conversion of the French Canadian population was the object 

of this organization. Begun in 1839 as an interdenominational effort it 

survived for approximately forty years. Among the founders were the Rev. 
(28) 

G. W. Perkins and William Lyman of the American Presbyterian Church. 

The Society grew and, as well as sending missionaries out into the pro-
(29) 

vince, it established a school at Pointe aux Trembles in 1846. Its ef-

forts were strongly resisted by the Roman Catholics, but it was denomi-

national rivalry among the Protestants that finally brought the Society' s 
(30) 

work to an end. American Presbyterian support for this was more than 

just moral, and both the Hinute Books of the Ladies' Society and the 
(31) 

Sunday School indicate that donations of money to support it were made. 

The Canada Education and Home tüssionary Society 

Established in 1827 the abject of this organization was twofold, 

the education of young men for the ministry, and the provision of mini­

stars for destitute regions. 



Under its auspices ministers were sent out to charges in the 
(32) 

Ottawa and St. Lawrence River valleys, and the Eastern Townships. The 

Missionary aspect of its aff airs survived until the 1850' a, but the edu-

cation sida was much more short lived. The Society attempted to estab-

lish an interdenominational theological college at Kingston in the early 

18301s, but financial and administrative difficulties proved insurmoUnt-

able and this part of the programme had to be abandonned. 

'The organization received support from the Presbyterian, Congre-

gational and Baptist Churches, and in particular the American Presbyterian 

Church of Montreal. The cessation of its activities was also due to the 

growing interdenominational rivalry between Protestant . Churches. 

The rünisterial Assocîation of Hontreal 

The ministers of the American Presbyterian Church, with the 

exception of Christmas, were all members of the Ministerial Association of 

Montreal. This was an association th at was begun in the la te 18 30's. 

Although quite small at first, it eventually included all the non-

Anglican evangelical clergsmen of the city. Formed to keep an eye on all 

public movements affe cting the moral and spiritual welfare of the city, 
(34) 

it pursued this enè vigorously. 

First indications of its existence occur on a list in the Minute 

Book of the AssoCiation which inàicates the membership. The first date 

on this list is May 4, 1837 and the five names listed include the Rev. 

G. W. Perkins. The association seems to have been active down to 

December 27, 1842. It then became doriD&1t until January 4, 1853 when it 

was revived with six members, one of whom was the Rev. John McLeod. This 

list is found in the earliest Minute Book atill extant 9 . Y which is dated 
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(35) 
1854-1876~ It does not fall within the scope of this thesis to discuss 

the association at length, but a few excerpts from the minutes show the 

tenor of the times and the events that interested and affected the mini-

stars of Montreal. 

The ministers met more or lesa regularly every two weeks during 

the winter and diacussed a variety of subject~ These topics ranged from 

the mechanics of preaching to the moral problems facing their congrega-

tions. The Association also provided a clearing house for interdenomina-

tional affaira. Often they would arrange a series of prayer meetings to 

be held by the ministers and their churches in rotation. Another deviee 

was that each minister would preach a sermon on the same topic on the same 

Sunday. Such an event was the series of addresses delivered on "Christian 
(36) 

Liberality" in February, 1855. 

The Association kept close watch on the public morals and vi~or-
. (37) 

ously protested against the large number of liquor outlets in the City, 
(38) 

and the operation of streetcars on Sunday. It did not approve of 
(39) 

dancing except at family parties, and on December 16, 1856 it is noted 

that all the ministers had preached on this subject the previous Sund~y. 

The texts they used for this assault on "Promiscuous Dancing" were: 

Dr. Taylor, United Presbyterian Church Ecclesiastes 3,v.4 
Dr. Wilkes, Zion Congregational Church Romans 12, v.2 
Dr. Burpee · 1 Corinthians 10, v.31 
Hr. McLeod, American Presbyterian Church llOrinthians 2, v.ll 
Mr. Fraser, Cote St. Free Presbyterian Church 11 Timothy 3, v.4 
Mr. Kemp, St. Gabriel St. Free Presbyterian Romans 8 1 v,l2 
Mr. Jefferies Job 21, v.ll-15 

They also disapproved strongly of fictitious literature, and 

passed the following minute: 
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"That as fictitious literature is now so popular and par-
tains to almost every branch of knowledge it cannet be altogether 
prohibited; nevertheless, as its tendency is to weaken the intel­
lectual powers and to waste the affections it should as a general 
rule be discouraged and wherever the reading of more fiction than 
may be regarded as allowable, eives a distaste for valid literature 
or for . the perusal of the Bible auch reading should at once be given 
up. 11 (40) 

The association was interested in education and encouraged the 

establishment of a normal school. Once established it supported it by 

setting up a rotation ff,YStem of the ministers to teach in it. The 

Association also petitioned the Government for the appointment of a 

Th ivin D i h t b . f;ltu-":t Go anksg g ay n t e au umn, and o served ~t ;tn er when the vern-

ment complied. 

They were an intelligent group and little of interest escaped 

their notice. The existence of the organization did much to promote good 

relations betwe'en the various denominations and the ministers of the 

American Presbyterian Church undoubtedly gained much from their associa-

tion with it. 

The Young Men's Christian Association 

The Montreal Y.M.C.A. has the distinction of being the first 

Y.M.C.A. to be organized in North America. The organizational meeting 

was held on November 19, 1851 in the St. Helen Street Baptist Church, one 
. (U) 

month before the establishment of the Boston Y.M.C.A. For eight years 

during the 1830's a similar organization had existed, known as the Young 
(42) 

Men's Society. The activities of this first organization included the 

distri bution of tracts and hymn books. At its regular monthly meetings 

it was addreased by various local ministers, including the ministers of 
(43) (44) 

the American Presbyterian Church. This group disappeared in 1839. 
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The Y .M.C. A. was formed to direct the energies of young men into 

Christian channels. It was an organization of lay Christiane and its work 

reached into many fields. The Association operated a Sunday School and 

City Mission in Montreal. But its main task was the extension of 

Christian ideals among the young men of the day. 

The connections between the Y.M.C.A. and the Church were very 

strong. Many men who were or later became connected with the Church can 

be found among the Associationts officers. In fact between 1851 and 1865 

three of the Association's twelve presidents were members of the Church, -

George Childs, 1853 and 1854; George s. Brush, 1857 and 1858; and 
(45) 

Alexander Milloy, 1859. Several of the annual meetings of the Assoc-
(46) 

iation were held in the Church. 

In 1856, the Church building was the scene of the third annual 

convention of the Confederation of Y.K.C.AJa of the British Provinces and 

the United States. At this convention the Rev. John McLeod of the Church 

delivered one of the main speeches to the eighty-seven delegates and ob-
(47) 

se:rvers. 

Thus it can be seen that although the Church was not connected 

offic ially w.i. th any denomination in Canada, i t did not re main al.oof from 

Canadian religious life. In fact its members ent.ered into many of the 

interdenominational organizations of the day as active participants in 

their projects. 
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Chapter 14 

THE CHURCH IN THE SECULAR 

LIF'E OF MONTREAL 

The Temperance Movement 

The Free School 

The General Picture 

The New En~land Society 



The American Presbyterian Church did not restrict its activities 

to the field of relip.ious affaira. Althouph it did not often enter into 

the secular life of the Montreal community as a group, the various indivi-

duals who comprised the con.17regation often had an important influence on 

the course of events in Montreal 1s history. 

There were two fields where the members of the Church affected th~ 

life of Hontreal solely as members of the Church rather than as members 

of the Hontreal Cornmuni ty. The se were t he ir support of the temperance 

movement and a secular school in Griffintown. 

'l'he Temperance !lavement 

Drinking <1.nd intoxication were major socia.l problems in nine-

teenth centucy Hontreal. The exact extent and nature of the problem has 

not been studieà, but sorne indication of its size can be gail1ed from the 

report of the Hontreal. Temperance Society for 1845. The fo11owing table 

of people arrested was presented to emphasize the necessity of temperance . 

in the ci ty, Whose population t hen stood at 43,595, (20 ,404 males, 23,191 
(1) 

females):-

:.fen \\omen Bo;z:s Total 
Drunk 1,553 377 9 1,939 
Drunk and Disorderly 1,125 15::' 5 1,282 
Breach of the Peace _ill __!&._ .2.2_ 620 

TOTAL .:h121 '2'17 _J.]_ ~.841 (2) 

The American Fresbyterian Church had begun the fight against 

alcohol some seventeen years previously. Onder the direction of the Rev. 

J. s. Christmas the first Temperance Society in Montreal was formed on 
(3) 

June 9, 1828 in the St. Andrew ' s Presb)terian Church. A constitution 

and a pledge were adopted for the Society at that time. The pledee read 

as follows: 
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"He, the subscribers,in view of the many evils resulting from 
the use of distilled spirits, do hereby promise that we will en­
tirely abstain from their use except as a medicine; that we will 
banish them from our families; that we will not give them to any 
persan employed by us and that we will use our influence in dis-
courap,ing their use amone; our friendi." (4) 

Of the twenty-nine men who subscribed their names to the pledge, 
(5) '. 

fifteen were rnembers of the Church. 1he Society lapsed after the depar-

ture of Christmas, but was revived in 1830. The eleven officers elected 
(6) 

at this time were, ·with two exceptions, all members of the Church. The 

naœ and form of the Temperance moverœnt varied through the years be-

tween 1830 and 1866, and the pledge was expanded to include all intoxi-
(7) 

cating liquor. The interest of the American Presbyterians in this sub-

ject was continuous, and, throur,h the years, the ehurch members continued 

to take an active part in temperance activities. The ehurch building was 
(8) 

often used for temperance meetings. The temperance societies ~re not 

officially sponsored by the Church, but the attitude of the Session 

towards alcohol gave strong support to the indi vidual members in their 
(9) 

temperance crusade. 

The American Presbyterian Free School 

The Anerican Presbyterian Free School was not a part of the' 
(10) 

Church but it was closely connected with it. Situated in Griffintown) 

(St.Ann's suburb) it was founded in 1830 by a group of the congregation 

to provide weekday instruction (secular) for the poor children who at­
(11) 

tended the Church's Sunday School. These children who were eitheror 

British or Canadian origin, not American, were taught the "elementary 

part of a thoroueh English education". The school was organized on the 

monitorial system, where the teacher taught a group of the older chil-



(12) 
dren who in tu rn taught the younger ones. This system was re1ati ve1y 

effective and was cuite economical. The number of pupi1s ranged from 90 

to 150 through the years, and to he1p support the schoo1, the government 

first granted a subsidy of approximately ~100, or 1ater from $300 to 
(13) 

$400 a year. This subsidy did not cover the costs of the schoo1 and 

the schoo1's supporters had to sponsor such things as oratorios and 
(14) 

bazaars, to raise the necessary funds. The concern felt for the educa-

tion of the poor is one indication of the eongregation's interest in the 

social conditions of the day. 

The General Picture 

The years from 1822 to 1866 were years of growth.and progress 

for the city of Montreal, but this thesis is not the place for the story 

of that development. The events that took place during this period in-

vo1ved both the Church and its members from time to time. It would be 

impossible to detail all the events that affected the members of the Church1 

but a fairly broad picture can be presented so as to indicate the general 

1ines of the congregations place in the secular history of Montreal. 

Many of the major events of Montreal's history in the 1820's 

centered around transportation and finance. In the field of transpor-

tation, Hontrealers were endeavouring to improve their communications 

with the rest of Canada. The first Lachine Canal was built, and the 

merchants were petitioninr the Government to improve the river channel 

between Montreal and Quebec. Some of the members of the Church were 

active in this field. Horace Dickinson was the proprietor of one of 
(15) 

Montreal 1 s stage lines, connecting the city with Upper Canada. The 

three Ward brothers, John, Libbeus and Samuel, who owned the Eagle 
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Foundry, were engaged in making steam angines for the beats which plied 

the St. Lawrence. The finn established the first steamboat ferry service 

to the south shore, the boat being captained by George Brush, another 
(16) 

Church member, and later a part-owner of the Foundry. The enp.ine for 

what was probably the world' s first tugboat, the "Hercules", was built by 

the Ward.s. But it was their competitors, Bennet and Henderson, who had 

the distinction of constructinp: the engines for the "Royal William" in 
(17) 

1833. One interesting note is that on September 9, 1829, Horace 
l18) 

Dickinson' s daughter, Dimmis, married Libbeus Ward. The marriéige did 

not inspire any joint projects between the two family firms and no at-

temps to power Dickinson's stages with the Ward 1s steam engines appear 

to have been ~e. 

Two ehurch members were engaged in finance. Jacob De Witt was 
(19) 

one of the directors of the Bank of Canada and Jacob Bigelow was its 
(20) 

· clerk. One of the men connected with the Church was Nahum Mower, the 

proprietor of the Canadian Courant. This newspaper was the toost widely 

read of the three then extant in Montreal. Founded in 1807 it survived 

until 1834, but i n 1829 Mower transferred his r irhts and i nterest in the 
. (21) 
paper to Ariel Bowman and Benjamin \·Torkman. 

The decade from 1B30 to 1839 was an extremely turbulent one i n 

Canadian hist ory and Hontreal was at the hub of much of the distress. 

In 1830 J acob DeWi tt, a prominent membe r of the Church, was elected t o 

the Provincial House of Assembly for the Beauharnais constituency. He 

held this seat for twent y years both i n the House of Assembly for Lower 
1, 22 ) 

Canada and l ater i n the Provincial Parlianent of Canada u DeWitt was 

born in \ündham, Connecticut, in 1786 . He moved to Montreal and bec ame 
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a member of the St. Gabriel Street Presbyterian Church. In 1803 he joined 

the seceders from that church to form the St. Peter Street Church. Later 

in 1822, he became one of the leaders of the move~œnt to establish the 
(23) 

American Presbyterian Church. He was an elder of the Church and held 

many offices in the Society. In fact he might well be termed the "Grand 

Old Man of the Church11 • DeWi tt was a prominent man in the Hontreal busi-

ness community. He was co-founder in 1835, with D.B. Viger, of La Banque 
(24) 

dv Peuple, and after the latter 1 s death, became its president. He also 

served on the Board of Directors of the Montreal City and District Savings 
(25) 

Bank. 

DeHitt was appointed one of the Justices of the Peace in 1836, 

when the Montreal City Charter lapsed. At that time the municipal govern­
(26) 

ment of the city reverted to the Justices of the Peace for the area. He 

was a member of many Montreal societies and took an active interest in 
(27) 

their affairs, serving on their executives and committees. His death 

at the age of 73 years and 6 months on March 23, 1859 was a source of 
(28) 

regret to bath French and English speaking communities in Montreal. 

In 1832, the Church vestibule was used as the polling booth for 
(29) 

the West Ward election which was one of the roughest ever held i n 
(30) 

Montrealo The election which lasted from April 28 to May 23 became so 

disorderly that on Hay 2, the Prudential Committee of the American 

Presbyterian Society refused to lét it cont i nue in the vestibule, and 

the poll was moved. Fought between Dr. Tracey, editer of the Vindicator, 

and Stanley Bagg, an American who had the support of 193 of the 200 

American-born in the Ward, the election resulted in the injury of at 

least t\o«) members of the Chur ch, J. E. Mills and Alexander Hurphy. On 



May 23 Bagg withdrew from the contest protesting the violence used by Dr. 

Tracey 1s supporters. A mob which had gathered round the closing poll in 

the Place d'Armes refused to disperse after the Riot Act had been read. 

As a result troops were called in, a melée resulted and several people 
(31) 

were killed by the soldiers 1 bullets. 

Public indignation over this ''massacre'' had not died down when a 

second tragedy struck Montreal. The cholera epidemie that swept through 
(32) 

the city that summer took 1,904 lives between June 16 and September 22. 

Several American Presbyterians fell victims to the disease including 
(33) 

Horace Dickinson. The Asiatic cholera returned again in 1834, but no 

members of the Church appear to have fallen before this renewed onslaught. 

The Rebellion of 1837 rent both Upper and Lower Canada asunder. 

Discontent had been growing for some time and early in November this flared 

into open revolt. In Hontreal, a riot began on Novernber 6, at Bonacina' s 
(34) 

tavern which faced the American Presbyterian Church on St. J;jmes Street. 

Eighteen days later eighty-five Montrealers of American origin called a 

meeting to indicate to the"disaffected in this Province" that the United 

States was unlikely to aid the rebels and that they, the convenors of the 

meeting, would support "the authority of Her Hajesty's Government and the 

maintainance of the Laws". The list of eighty-five names includes twenty-

nine men connected with the Church. The meeting was held and the Montreal 

Transcript noted a few days later that one did not expect to find people 
(35) 

of American origin to be "anti-patriot". 

The 1830's~howeve~ saw other developments in Montreal. In 1830 an 

act was passed for the enlargement of Hontreal harbour, and work was begun 
( 36) 

on the stone piers and wharves. In 1836 the Champlain and St. Lawrence 



(37) 
Railway Company, of which J. S. Mills was the secretary, opened its line 

from Hon treal to St. John 1 s. The next year the first gas lights hissed 
(38) 

on in the cityls dusk. 

The 1840 1s opened with the grant of a new city charter and Peter 

(HcCutcheon) McGill becarœ Hayor. The early years of the decade were re-

latively peaceful. Hontreal 1 s first Board of Tracte was established in 

1841 and incorporated the next year. The Railway fever hit Montreal, and 

the Montreal to Lachine railroad was opened in 1846. On August 10, a 

maas public meeting was held on Champ de ·~rs. This was organized by a 

large nurnber of prominent b.lsiness men to proiiiOte the interests of the 

St. Lawrence and Atlantic Railroad, among whom were George Savage, 

D.P. Janes~ l<::dwin Atwater and Benjamin and William Lyman, members of the 
(39) 

Church. 

Toward the end of the year a member of the Church was appointed 

Mayor. There was sorne dispute about his appointment1 but this was cleared 
(40) 

up and John E. Hills assumed the duties of his office. Mi.lls was born 

at Tolland, Connecticut, in 1796, and arrived in Hontreal in the autumn 
(41) 

of 1816. He was a director of the Montreal City and District Savings 
(42) 

Bank and active in Hontreal affairs. In June 1847, Mil1s, as Mayor, 

signed a petition to the King, asking that Irish immiFration to Canada be 
. (43) 

stopped. The petition had no effect and the tide of immigration that 

reached Montreal in 1847 brought with it 11 ship fever". This was believed 

to be a t~~e of typhus and in the one month between June 23 and July 25, 

the, deaths from the disease total1ed 2,044 people. ('1'1) 

Residents 
(of Montreal) 

596 

Immigrants 
(in town) 

316 

Immigrants 
(at the sheds) 

1,134 
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Mills worked ceaselessly in the immi~rant sheds at Point St. Charles 

trying to aid the stricken. On November 4, he himself came dawn with the 

disease and on the b1elfth he died. The funer al was conducted by the 

Church 1s new minister the Rev. John McLeod and he was assisted by Rev. 
(45) 

Henry \o!ilkes. 

In Jarruary, 1848, the St. Lawrence overflowed its banks. The 

floods began on the 14th of the month and the water continued to rise un-

til the 17th. ~.remained at its peak level for three days before begin-

ning to recede. This flood inundated a large part of the Griffintown-
(46) 

Point St. Charles area and disrupted a great deal of Montreal 1s life. 

It caused the postponerœnt of at least one ehurch meeting and probably 
(47) 

more ,as sorne of the rœmbers lived in the flooded area. 

The year 1849 was a turbulent year in ~1ontreal 1 s history and it 

produced two major events. The first '\"sas the passage of the Rebellion 

Lasses Bill by PRrliament, which wus then in session in Montreal. The 

Bill was strongly opposed bJr the Tory opnosition in Parliament because it 

felt that the Bill would compensate a rebel as much as it would compen-

sate a loyal citizen for the damage done to his property during the rebel-

lion. Lord Elgin, the Governor-General, ignored the pleas of the opposi-

tion to "reserve" the bill, as this would have beon a denial of the princi-

ple of responsible government. On April 25, the Bill received Royal Assent 

and became law. This D.ction sparked off rioting that swept Montreal and 

resulted in the destruction of the Parliament Duildillp,s. 

':1. R. Seaver, a member of the Church, hü.s left a first hand ac-

count of these riot::;. Ho noted that Jacob Deltiitt supported the passage 

of the Rebellion Lasses Bill in Parlirunent and that in retaliation the 
.. 

ri nt.Arfl i ntended to burn his home. Seaver, who was against the Bill, 
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deplored De~'-'itt 1 s action, but did not \'lant to see the "old man" burnt out. 
(48) 

Unfortunately he àoes not record whether or not DeWitt was dispossessed. 

Prior to this, the British Government 's adoption of the free trade 

principle had swept away the preferential tariffs upon \ohich much of 

Hontreal t s colllmerce depended. 'Itü.s, and the sustension .of Elgin 1 s actions 

on the Rebellion Losses l:lill made many Hontrealers feel that Britain had. 

deserted them. It was a result of this belief that they had been desert-

ed that Hontrealers drafted the Annexation Hanifesto. This document ad-

vocating the peaceful severance of British connections and annexation to 

the United States appeared in October 1849. 
(49) \ 

The Hanifesto bore the signatures of 993 men, many of them promi-

nent and influential people in the Montreal community. The document was 

the expression of indignation by a city which felt that it had been be-

trayed. As time passed this indignation disappeared and the Annexation 
(50) 

Moverœnt faded into obscurity. This action which had the support of 
(51) 

fifty men connected with the American Presbyterian Church, sorne of whom 

were American born, cannot be considered as an act of disloyalty. In 

fact to a certain extent it indicates that those of the eongregation 

involved, indentifieà. themselves closely with the best interests of 

Hontreal, which had been ignored by the Imperial Government, when it 

abolished preferential tariffs for Canadian goods. 

The opening years of the 1850 1 s were notable for a series of con ... 

flagrations that left a great deal of the ci ty in blackened ruins. Two 
(52) 

of these occurred in 1850 and they destroyed over 35? buildings. Two 

years later a second series of fires again destroyed large areas of the 

c i ty. The first broke out on June 16; one of the buildings it destroy-

••• 
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ed was the old St. Peter Street Church building. 'l'his was the Church from 

which the American Presb;yterians had seceded in 1822 and in which they had 
(53) 

worshipped before their own building had been finished. One month later 

a second fire broke out. This was a major disaster for it destroyed from 

eleven to twelve hundred buildings of all types and left eight to ten 

thousand homeless. The glare of the fire was so intense that it was 
(54) 

visible at Burlington, Vermont, lOO miles away. The effect of these 

fires upon the Church cannat be definitely ascertained. They did not 

touch the Church building, but they did destroy some of the business pre-

mises of the church members among them those of M.H. Seymour and N.S. 
(55) 

Whitney. As it was about this time that discussion of a new site began 

(see Chapter~/) it seems probable that the fires directly or indirectly 

forced many members to move westwards. Edwin Atwater, a church member, 

was a prominent persan on the City Council at this time but efforts to 

elect him acting mayor failed. In later years it was due to his efforts 

that the water system, that had proved so inade-1uate during the firesJ was 
(57) 

improved. 
&AVA%711 In June 1853, an Italian apostate monk,Awho was touring Canada 

giving anti-Catholic lectures~ spoke in f.fontreal. His address at Zion 

Congregational Church sparked a riot. The Riot Act was read and appro.xima.tely 

forty people were killed or wounded by the troops when the mob failed to 
(58) 

disperse. One church member, E.C. Tuttle, was a rnember of the coroner 1 s 
(59) 

jury called to investigate the deaths. 

Canadian rail ways were expanding rapidly durinp, the 1850' s and 

Montreal became the center of the p,rowing network that was connecting the 

various parts of Canada. In 1851, the St. Lawrence and Atlantic was 
(60) 

opened j~ Richmond, Çuebec, and in 1853 to Portland~ Maine . 1n 1856, the 



Grand Tru.nk Railway was officially opened from Montreal to Brockville. 

The occasion was one of much festivity and many visitors flocked to 

Montreal to join the celebrations. In a special issue designed to ac-

qu;:J.int the many visitors to Montreal with t he city, the Montreal Witness 

said: 

"On the corner of this square (i.e. l:aymarket) and St. James 
Streets stands the American Presb;:terian Church, a buildinp. of 
unpretenèinp. exterior belonfing to a congregation which has been 
of great service to Montreal on account of the relip;ious, temp­
erance and missionary influence whi ch it has exerted." (61) 

Three years later in November 1859, the first Victoria Bridge 

was opened for use. This was of great importance1 for t he interior of 

Canada was now directly connected with the Atlantic seaboard at a11 times 

of the year. 

The Prince of Wales visited Montreal in 1860; his visit was 

short but fest i ve, and it i ncluded.the official opening of the Victoria 

Br i dge. After his departure the city renamed Commissioners' Square and 

the Haymarket, which bordered the American Presbyterian Church 1 as 
(62) 

Vic t oria Square. 

The extensi ve f1ooding that occurred i n April 1861 through t he 

river's r ising twent y-four feet over i ts normal level , brought the 

water's edge withio two blacks (XcGill and St. Maurice Streets) of the 

Church building . By this time , however, most of t he Church members had 

moved away from the Point St . Char les-Griffint own area . (See Chapter J") 

and there were no indi cations that the floods di rect1y affected the 
(63) 

Church. 

The Amer i can Pr esbyter ian Church was not gr eatly affected by the 

Civil 1:-' ar i n t he United States . The Church was stron~ly anti-sl avery, 

rin rl ~onseouently few r efugees from the Confederacy wou1ri be likely to 
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attend. As far as can be ascertained only one member of the Church jo in-
(64) 

ed the struggle, and he was under suspension from the Church at the timeg 

The Far forced a change in the manner of disposing of the old Church buil-

ding (see Chapter ) but despite this the transaction was completed suc-

cessfully. 

Probably the last major public meeting to be held in the Churc h 

buildinp: before the conpregation vacated it was the Lincoln Mernori<il , . 
Service. Tris was one of several held in the city at the time. The ser-

vice which was well attended, was interdenominational in character and 

several Montreal clergymen assisteà the Church 1 s minister, the Rev. James 
(65) 

Bonar. 

The Uew England Society 

The New England Society which was composed of Americans living in 
(66) 

Montreal was formed about this time. Its first president was Jacob 

DeWitt and in subsequent year~ many of its officers and members were con-

nected with the Church. This was a society akin in purpose to the ether 

national societies in Hontreal. Each year in the last week of December, 

Montreal newspapers would record the Society's annual meeting and summar-

ize the adc·resses given. Occasionally the editer would add a few general 

remarks about the Soc iety and A~ricans in Montreal. Typical is the com-

ment in the Hontreal 1iitness of January 2, 1856: 

"Americans in this city are on account of their excellent train­
ing, their enterpri ze and their wealth influential far beyond their 
numbers. The~ are as a city set on a hill which cannat be hid, and 
i t is of great i mportance that their influence should continue to 
be as it has hitherto for the most part has been for f-O od. We 
throw out these r eflections in no hostile spirit , and earnestly ask 
their cc nsi derati on of them." 

The slightly condemnatory tone of the quotation was because the 
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v!itness did not a!'prove of the use of champagne at the Society 's annual 

meetir:p:. The Society wa s acti ve well int o the 1860 1 s althour h the dis-

trust of Amcricans enfer.àered by the Ci vil ';Jar in the United States pro-
(67) 

duced a few unpleasant periods in the early 186C1s . 

From this brief survey, it can be seen that the Churc h and its 

individual members made important contributions to Montreal life. 

Although proud of their Arnerican ori{~in, they were Mor.trealers first. They 

served the city and country well anà deserveà the esteem in which they 

were held by the corrununity. 
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Chapter 15. 

CONCLUSIONS 

• 



The American Presbyterian Church of Hontreal was the sixth Pro­

testant church to be established iri the city. The nature of the Church 

was quite unioue, especially among the contemporary Protestant churches 

in Montreal. The major aspect of this difference was the American char­

acter of the Church. Founded largely by people of United States origin, 

it retained much of its American çharacter throu~hout the forty-four years 

under discussion. 

The official connection with the United States was throuP-h the 

Church 1s membership in the "Presbyterian Church'of the United States". 

This resulted in the Church's procurinp. its ministers from that country 

rather than from Great Britain or Canada. Trained in American univer-

sities, these men furnished a strong link with American ideas and insti­

tutions. The Presbytery to which the Church was connected was located in 

New York City and thus the advice and guidance that it supplied was based 

on American rather than on Canadian experience. The unofficial links 

with the United States were quite as strong, if not stronger than the 

official links. The flow of people from below the border to the Church •• 

throughout the period under investigation helped to maintain the American 

character of the Church. The influence of this human influx was streng-

thened by the importation of American publications for the Church and 

Sunday Scheel. Another source of influence were theties which many 

members maintained wit h r elatives, friends and business connecti ons in 

the United States whom they visited or communicated with from time to 

tiloo. 

The Church did not use this connection with the United States as 

an excuse to set up an isolated expatriate community in Montreal. 

Indeed, beth collectively and individually, the members of the Church 
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made extensive contributions to the life of Hontreal. Even in the field 

of relifious work, where there might perhaps have been sorne justification 

for remaining aloof, the Church participated fully in the co-operative, 

interdenominational organizations that were typical of that time. 

The Church cootributed rouch to Canadian life in the fields of edu­

cation and social reform., but its grea test contribution to Canadian life 

lay in the realm of religious freedom. The Church played a significant 

role in obtaining legal equality at law for religious denominations. 

Individually the rnembers of the Church can be credi ted with 

playing a major part in the commercial expansion of Hontreal. Some of 

these were active in politics both on the municipal and national levels. 

In short, the American Presbyterians ·and their Chu~h were an integral 

part of the Hontreal community. 

The internal history of the Church itself is interesting, for the 

Church had to solve some problems that were peculiar to its own situation. 

The major difficulty was presented by the development of a system of 

church government from two different traditions. The attempted synthesis 

of the Congregational and Presbyterian organs of government that was 

evol ved to satisfy the two major denominational elements among the Church 1 s 

founders was quite unique. Unfortunately, the two systems could not be 

completely reconciled and the Church suffered from this incompatibility. 

The Church was an active and far-sif>hted p,roup and turned its energies 

to many fi elds of Christian endeavour. One of the most interesting of 

these was the disciplinary control it exercised over its members. Ot hers 

were the missionary and edurational efforts made within the Chu~h and 

in con junction with the i nterdenorrinati onal societies and other Montreal 

churches. 



The Church throughout the period unaer study was an active and 

vigorous body. Because of its unique origins, the problems it found were 

often diffic;tit and sometimes unprecedentedQ None proved completely insur­

mountable when approached with Christian courage and fortitude. The 

result was that the American Presbyterian Church made valuable contribu­

tions, in both religious and secular fields, to the lives of its indivi­

dual members and tp the cor:ununity in which it existed. 

The Church remained connecteà to the "Presbyterian Church of the 

United States" until 1925 when it severed that bond in arder to join the 

United Church of Canada which was formed in that year. In 1934, ~he 

American Presbyterian (United) Church and the Erskine Presbyterian (United) 

Church united to form a single congregation, the Erskine and American 

United Church. The site of the original building on St. Jrunes and McGill 

Streets is now occupied by a branch of the Bank of Nova Scotia, an appro­

priate successor when one remembers that sorne of the founders of the 

Church were also founders of :Wlontreal 1 s second bank, the Bank of Canada. 

The second site at Dorchester and Drummond has an equally appropriate 

occupant for it is the major bus terminal for Montreal, thus harking back 

to the days when Horace Dickinson 1 s stagecoaches left Montreal from 

Elisha Lyman's hotel for points in Upper Canada. The present united con­

gregation occupies the former Zrskine Presbyterian Church on Sherbrooke 

Street. Here it is but two doors from the Presbyterian Church of St. 

Andrew and St. Paul, which is the modern descendant of the St. Peter 

Street Presbyterian Church from which the Arnerican Presbyterians seceded 

in 1822. 
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API)EI'IDIX rf A 

1\lnerican }1resbyterictn Church, Session t:inute Book 
Vol. I !··îarch 15, 1823. 

'mE COVENAl~T 

Acting as we trust, in the fear of Gad and with a 
7 

eye ta hia g[ory, we do heraby, for our mutual edification and for the 

edification of the church enter into the tollowing covenant. We 

hereby devote ouraelves to the service of God 1n church, followahip 

and O:lrmlunion avouching the Lord Jehovah to be our God, the Lord Jesus 

to be our Uedeamer ~d the :noly Ghost tc be our Janctifier - res cl ving 

and pranising by divine assistance, tc obey Christ in dl thine~, ta 

observo all the institutions ar•d ominances of relicion ( viz} Baptism, 
, 

the Lords !:>upper, the reading and pl"'9achine of the word of pmyer -

pranising to aeek und pray for the pros peri t;r of thi::~ church and 

cheertully to submit to the gover.m~ent and discipline of it as pres­

cribed, in the fom of governnent an<'! discipline of' the l;reabyterian 

Church in the United 3tates. • •••• V2 adopt and resol ving by di vine 

grace to walk worthy the high voœtion wherewi th we are called und in 

~ all lowl1nesa of mind to keep the unity of the Spirit, in the bond ot 

peace. 
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APP.dm>IX # /J 

American l 'resbyterian Church Session Minute Book 
VOl. I l:ttrch 15, 1823 

CCtŒ~SION OF ll'.:i.I 1E 

Art. 1. i'ie believe in the being and perfections of God. 

Art. 2. We believe the Scriptures of the Old and New TUta:ment are 

the worù of God and the only infallible of t'ai th and prao-

ti ce. 

~. 3. Fbr the more explicit declaration of our faith we receive 

the 3horter Qltechism agreed upon by the Asserably o:t Div~nes 

at Westminister as a just summury of Christian doctrineo 

Arto 4. ~'le believe· in the doctrine of the Trinity, the real and 

proper divinity of Christ, the depravity of man, the atone-

ment l'llB.de by Christ, the tulness of the Gospel provision, 

the necessity of the influences of the Holy Spirit to apply 

the benefits of redemption, the necessity of the new birth, 

repentance and faith, in order, to salvation, the doctrine 

of justification aolely by the merita and righteousnesa of 

Cllrist, the sovreignty of God, the perseverunce of 3aints 

and a future judgemento 

Arto 5o ~ie bali eve tha t Christ ha::i a church on earth comprising all 

true believers and that, these are bound in all things to 

believe what he has taueht in the Scriptures, to practice 

what he has enjoined, to ahstain tror,t what he hus f'orbidden 

and that they only have a rieht to the ordinan cas of his 

house and to ba.ptism tor their children. 



AFPEtiDIX if C 

Records and Papers of the Anerican Presbyterian Church and sociaty. 

Building Co~ttee Report• 

Statement of Expenditure by Herman Seavcr, J&cob DeWi tt, i11Uiam 
Forbes, Horace Dickinson, Daniel ,.'a rd i~e;er, John Dodd :'Jard, Jonathan 
Alcar, Francis Leonard, Thomas Eastinga in erecting thair church for 
public worship on the corner of l icGill and St. James Streets in this 
city. 

Henry Griffon, Notary public; deeds and oontr<.1cts f_ 12 0 0 
Moses l!arshall, archi tect; for plans and :potte ms 36 5 0 
Dieging the cellar and preparine for the foundation) 67 4 5 
of the edifice, puid lebore ) 
William Riley, on contra ct :for :r.:a.son 'Y«)rk 550 0 0 
Lucius iiinchester, for Liasons and Laborere 1421 0 6à 
Noah 3baw { carpenter) 1116 1 10 
William J. Richardson, Bill Jundries 9 0 9 
Moses ~arshall, for building the front of the Gallery 50 5 0 
D. ·::. .Tohnsor., for buildin~ 3ta1rs and turnishing the Upper) 90 4 6 
Room 67, plasterine the said roan 23/4/6 ) 
Craie and Foley, fir plasterine the worshiping RO<Jr.l 153 0 0 
eut stone for the front and fi tting 12 0 0 
Ha.rman ..:>eaver for ovarseeine the \YJJrk 35 4 ll 
Wo and J. Forbes for Shaw' s p1anka 66 9 7 
Wo Nelson for water spouts Md conductors (tin) 11 0 0 
W11118Jïl Moore for filling the baaament story 196 15 3 
Bronson and Cliff, for Pulpit 10 0 0 
Paintw.e and elazing 54 0 0 
Jonathan Alger for Iron ~Jolie 139 18 IJ. 

f., 4030 10 2 
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lt3cords and ra.pers of the i\merica.n Presbyterien <lmrch and Society. 

l.llo1us Winchester' s 1\CCO\Ulto 

1st p:aeeo 
Messers Herman Seaver. :m. Forbes. Jaooh DeWitt, Horace Dickinson and 
others. 

On Act. of Building AoPo ChurCho 
to L. liinchester 

1825 1'ron ) Cash pt id !tt hour 
8th to) 

Nov. 26 

Aue. 9 
22 

3ept. 
oct. 6 

10 
Nov. 10 

28 

}ùllum's act. tor lime 
~ for 20 Bars ~ 1/ 

266 1ds. sand C 1/* 
583 1<is. kortar ~ 2d 
1 Grindstone 1/3 C~aent 2/ 
Boy for labour 1/3 F':.a.nd Barrows 
ifiths tor Scatfo1ds 
4 J.:ortar subs {t 7/2d 
9 Carts ~~- 1/ Rand Barrow 10 
;:a ths for Sca:f:folds 
Straw to covar wa1ls 
Doyon act. :tor eut stone 
Rutherford &. Ross act. for stone 

Dr. 

~- 7ll 15 11j; 

35 6 8 
1 0 0 

14 19 3 
4 17 2 

3 3 
4 6 3 
1 10 0 

2 6 
9 10 
9 0 

11 8 
12 10 7t. 

190 15 5 

an•nto curried over 
f:- 974 17 7 

2nd pt.ge. 
Arm' t carriad over e 974 17 7 

1826 tram ) Cash puid for Labour 123 19 1û?J 
A:Pl"il 17th) Doyen Act. for eut stone 23 
to Sept.8th Fullu~s Act. for lime 9 li 3 

Rutherford & Ross for stone 23 16 i 
Sundrys as for Book 6 11 61! 
Gibeaus act. for Cutstone 1 6 8 
Superintending the buildihg of church in 
1825 & 1826 275 10 0 

e 1421 0 6i 



Records and J)apors of the J\."tericun Presbytarian Churoh and Society. 

Noah Shaw' ::1 Bills • 

De taUs 
a :3caffold in st. rater st. Ch. (1S24) 
2 double frames in division wall 
acaffold for 1Iason1c procession 
Leval & Rule tor Illciua .lincheater 
lentila furnished a 2nd tine 
2 large ladders for gungways 
IDocka & lentils in di vision wall 
lettering lantin 
all of 3anters for outside ot Chch. 
1 set of patrons tor window 
loas of tL~a in attempting to ~aise roof 
tindine nails and boarding up opening in base 
making patrons ar.d senters for o:pening in base 
tinding stuff and enclosing gable end 
:rais!ne tloors of wall :pews 
curving 2 angles of Rin below Gallery 
dreaaing of tloor be:fore sattine of pevm 
CUrv1ne angles of pew ranges 
Building 100 ]?6WS in Ch. C 40/ 

tt 22 " " " c 40/ 
XKtra work curvi11_g angle of wall paws 
turring and prep.tring the body of Ch. for p1astering,) 
1aying Gallery f1oor & fitting doora that enter Wall ) 
per. ae;ree. 
Ti.T:lbering the Cll. cover1ne the Roof fitting windows 
& doora to same & f'looring 
Clish paid J,. :nnchester 
4 columns in Cho measurtng 140 tt. C3/6 
40 ft. of circule.r under Gallery 1/6 
},:akine; gallery front {:part) 
:partition at eech end of stairs at entranca with 
small door to cellar 

) 
) 
) 

F-.1 0 
2 10 
1 6 

6 
9 

117 
211 

4 
9 15 

10 
4 2 

15 
15 

5 0 
6 0 
3 10 
210 
5 0 

. 200 0 
4l~ 0 
3 0 

125 0 

628 0 

25 0 
22 0 
3 0 
610 
3 0 

0 
0 
0 
3 

i 
3 
0 
0 
0 
6 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

~ 1116 1 10 
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.APNNDDC#f 

Annual rleport of the Trustees of the Americ8n Presbyterian Society 
of Montreal. 
~ontreal, 1866, p.lO. 

Summary of Resources and Expenditure tor Building New Church. 

Dr. -

~ 

PJ,id Stone Mason 
" <:nr:penter 
" Brick J,iason 
" Plasterer 
" For Rooting and Heating 
" " Painting and Glazing 
" " Gas Fixtures and Plumbing 
" " Pl8ns and Superintendance 
" " Grad1ng and Fenoing 
" " Sundry small bills 

" " Land 
Intereat and EXpanses on land 

Received from Subscriptions 
Sale or old Church 
Interest and Profit on Silver & Col. 
Balance on sale of Pews 

Reins Gale 1!ortg8ge 
:t.~ias Hoyle " 

due the treasurer 

~ 21,913.50 
17,517.60 
1,997.54 
1,832.37 
4,4.38.95 
3,052.25 
1,245.44 

704.73 
455o33 
716.46 

12,507.00 
1,'f27·98 

53,904.23 

14,234.98 

i 68,139.21 

12,500o00 
10,507.00 

23,007.00 
417.86 
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APPENDIX #~ 

W.L.MacKenzie, Sketches of Canada and the United States 
London, 1833. Page 147. 

Montreal,April 10 
1851. 

~e Scots Presbyterian church is shut up at present owing to a 

difference between the Mi~isters. I went this forenoon to the Amer-

ican Presbyterian church, the clergyman of which is ereatly celebrated 
(1) . 

here as a preacher. The house is a large commodious stone building, 

handsomely fini shed inside and outside. The pulpi t is of the most 

270 

costly mahogany wi th crimson cushion, very splendid. The windows are àll 

made double, to keep out the cold. The congregation sit while singing 
(2) 

as in Scotland, but the organist and band of musicians alone join in 

the melody; at least I did not observe that any others of the congreg­

ation opened their lips to sine. 't'he '-rosie is very nleasing; some of 

the choristers, male and female, having fine powerful voices. The con­

gregation is numerous, and the people gen~rally very well dressed, form­

ing evidently an important and innuential part of the ci tizens of 

Montreal. Yet the rrl.nister because he was born in the United States, 
( 5) 

is forbidden to .arry even the members of his own congregation. Mr. 

Perkins de li vered an excellent dise ourse from Isaiah 11Woe unto the 

wicked, i t shall be ill wi th him, for the reward of his hand shall be 

given him." 

Notes 
-(l) 

(2) 
(5) 

The Rev. G.W.Perkins was preacher at thi s time. 

No mention is made of this · organ elsewhere 
This was not wholly correct. See Chapter # 



APl'ENDIX /! H 

Copy of a latter among the pa:pers of the .:ûllericun Presbyterien 

3unday School 3ociety for 1829-JOo 

1~ontreal 14th of loth 
month 
1829o 

Respected :E'r:l.endso 

I have happily succeeded in an experiment made 

during the la~t five weeks by myself - with eight boys who were 

ignorant of reading even lklrds of two éùld three letters, but are now 

able to raad the 18 chap. of John - sana of them more nuently than 

ethers and t\~ or three of them in any part of the Testament or 

Bible -

During this experimen~ - I ~ve sean, but too l ute to try these 

ideas by :practice, several things which makes J:te wish to try the ex-

periment aguin with six boys of about six years of age whose qualifi-

cations requisite for admission - are ignorance of everything but their 

alphabet or small words of two letters - regular attendance - docility 

cleanliness and good be~viour -

no expanse will tlttach to the parents the education ~han I 

should ••••• gi ve for tan Dollars each - for i t vrould be worth !!lore 

but as 1 t i s for the public good th':1t the experiment should he carried 

to the highest perfection and have respectable witnesses to the 

ieyorance of the children and the1r progress - I make this request 

that the conductor - or super:l.ntendent of the American Sttbba th School 

will turnish me w1 th three children of this number from their own 

selection of pupils and be witnesses of the progress made giving fair 
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play to the tull experiment and leaving it to rest impartially S!. 

tacts neither believing nor countenancine anything, but what their own 

eyea and the evidence of their own senses is tact und truth. 

I am satisfied thut if taachers could be found - the 1nstruo-

tion of' tre whole world would be an easy matter - on my part nothing 

shall be left undone which can be attampted - to enable avery child 

of the f'amily of' man to attain the art of reading in their own tongue 

the ~ndertul worlc~J of God. 

Tb the auperintendent 
and teachers of the 
American ~resbyterian 
Se.bbath 3chool. 

I remain 

t:y highly esteemed friands 

Yours truly 

Joseph Lancaster 
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APPENDIX l 

During this period from 1822-66 the Chu~h produced severa! mini-

stars from among its rnembers. The most outstanding of these was the 

Rev. Henry Wilkes, D.D. Wilkes, a member of the Churrh although a staunch 

Congregationalist, was encouraged to enter the ministry by the Rev. J. S. 

Christmas. This he did, receiving his training in Scotland. He returned 

to Montreal and became the minister of Zion Congregational Church. He 

became a prominent mer.nber of the Montreal Evangelical Ghu~h community 

and later had great influence in the foundation of the Congregational 

Collage. He was occasionally found in the American Church pulpit, espec-

ially on special occasions. 

On the same date that Wilkes joined the Church, March, 1827, 

R. G. Cooke also joined. He later became a chaplain at the Auburn, New 

York State Penitentiary. During the American Civil War he served as a 

regimental chaplain. In after years he lived in Buffalo, New York. 

\A.rilliam Rufus Se a ver, a son of one of the Churc h' s first members, 

became a Congregationalist minister. He held churches both in Canada 

and the United States. Other members of the Chu~ h who ente red the mini-

stry were the Rev. James D. Hoore who served largely in Connecticut. The 

Rev. J. D. Dickinson, a missionary in China, and the Rev. W. Addy who 

held a church in ~~riette, Ohio. 

Rev. George Wells, 

Josephine Foster, 

Historical Sermon preached at the Semi-Centennial 
Celebration of the AQerican Presbyterian Church 
Montreal, 1873, p. 

"The Montreal Riot of 1849" 
Canadian Historical neview 
Vol. XXXll, 1951, p.61-5. 
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APPU:DIX l 
Members of the American Presbyterian Church and Society who were 

signatory to the Annexation Hanifesto of 1849:-

:iliwin Atwater 
Robert Adarns 
P. D. Brown 
J olm Bridges 
Benjamin Brewster 
James C. Beers 
Ge orge Brush 
M. Babcock 
Henry Benson 
Norton B. Corse 
R. Corse 
J. Cushing 
Z. B. Clark 
George Childs 
Jacob DeWitt, M.P.P. 
J. H. DeWi tt 
F. Duclos 
D. \rl. Eager 
Samuel English 
Norman s. Frosst 
Thomas Green 
L. H. Holton 
George Hagar 
Benjamin Hutchins 
Ashley Hibbard 
Benjamin Lyman 

Henry Lyman 
John Long 
\<i illia.";l Hui r 
Alexander .Hurphy 
Alexander P. Hurphy 
John Hurphy 
E. Lyman Mills 
Cephas ~ülls 
James Hoore 
John Mitchell 
Jolm ~kt,-Jaters, Jr. 
Robert Nicholson 
r·:oah Shaw 
Charles Seymour 
C. E. Seymour 
M. H. Seymour 
H. Se;ymour 
Joseph Savage 
v:. P... Seaver 
George Stacey 
E.C. Little 
Thomas v.'ilson 
Sam vlardley 
Hugh Warnock 
Charles v:arren 
N. S. Whitney 

Church Register (American Presb;yterian Ch~rch 

A. Doughty 

vl. Weir 

Elgin~rey Papers 1846-52 
Ottawa 1737 Vol.lV p.l492-4 

Sixty Years in Canada 
Montreal, 1903. p.63-79 
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