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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

The date of June 10, 1925, is one of the most
significant dates in Canadian church history. On that date,
three denominations, representing two strains of historic
Christianity, merged. On that date, the Presbyterian
Church in Canada and the Congregational Churches of Canada,
representing historic Calvinism, and the Methodist Church,
Canada, which represented historic Arminianism, united to
form The United Church of Canada.

The consummation of this union was achieved only after
moxre than two decades of formal negotiation. The seeds of
this union had been sown, however, long before negotiations
began. Each of the uniting churches was itself a united
church. The Presbyterian Church in Canada, which came into
being fifty years prior to the formation of The United
Church of Canada, was the result of nine different unions
within that communion. The Methodist Church, Canada, which
came into being forty-cne years prior to its entry into The
United Church of Canada, was the result of eight different
unions within the Methodist family. The Congregational
Churches of Canada, consummated a union even while they were
negotiating union with the Presbyterians and Methodists,
when nineteen years prior to the formation of The United

Church of Canada, the Congregational Union of Canada was
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formed. Altogether then, nineteen different unions within
the respective uniting churches preceded the union which
created The United Church of Canada.

The United Church o¢f Canada was created by an act of
Parliament. This does not mean that The United Church of
Canada is Canada's state church. Canada does not have a
state church., But 1t does have a national church, and The
United Church of Canada is that national church. Its
houses of worship dot the Canadian landscape, and its influ-
ence is felt in practically every community. It feels a
sense of responsibility to all, regardless of race or color
or creed. It provides a "home" for peopls of varying
nationalities and backgrounds, as well as varying religious
attitudes and convictions. The United Church of Canada is
a "modern" church for "modern” man.

This study concerns itself with the movement which
brought The United Church of Canada into being. The writer
is concerned not so much with the theology and the psychol-
ogy of the movement, as he is with the history of the move-
ment. Accordingly, the study will endeavor to set forth
"how" The United Church of Canada came into being, and not
"why" it came into being. It will therefore trace the
union movement step by step until its consummation on June
10, 1925,

The study will begin with the Canadian backgrounds of

the uniting churches. It is the writer's opinion that an
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overview of the beginnings, development, and particularly
the union movemente within the uniting churches is helpful
for an understanding of the later movement that brought
these churches together. The study will show that even
while the uniting churches were effecting union within
their respective families, they were looking to a wider and
more comprehensive union.

The study will then take up the union movement proper.
It will take note of the beginnings of the movement, and
deal with early efforts at union which resulted in cooper-
ation between the uniting churches and the emergence of so-
called Local Union Churches. From this point the study
will proceed to the period of formal negotiations toward
the union. It will deal with the formation of union com-
mittees in the respective churches, leading to the formation
of the Joint Union Committee, representative of the three
negotiating churches. It will take up the work of the
Joint Union Committee and show how it ﬁent about its task
of preparing a basis upon which the negotiating churches
might qffect a union. A number of problems facing the
framers of the Basis of Union will also be noted and briefly
considered.

The study will then concern itself with the reaction

of the negotiating churches, to the proposed Basis of Union.

It will show that both the Methodist and Congregational

churches were prepared to take the final steps leading to
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union, shortly after the proposed Basis of Union was

completed. It will also take note of the long and bitter
struggle within the Presbyterian Church, before a final
decision to unite with the Methodists and Congregationalists
was reached,

The study will then proceed to the matter of securing
enabling legislation in the Dominion Parliament and the
Provincial Legislatures. In this section of the study, the
writer will deal with the preparation of the proposed legis-
lation, the introduction of that legislation into the
Dominion Parxliament and the Provincial Legislatures, and
the securing of enabling legislation. In so doing, the
study will take note of various efforts to have the legis-
lation disqgualified, defeated, and modified in the interests
of the non-concurring churches.

After showing that enabling legislation was secured,
the study will proceed to the consummation of the union.
Thie section of the study will take note of some of the
problems, tensions and rivalries connected with taking a
vote in the churches. It will also describe the impressive
inaugural service in which the union was consummated, and
will give a brief report on the state of the church at the
consummation of the union. A summary statement, attempting
to draw all the sections of the study together, and an

attempt at evaluating the movement, will conclude the study.
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The study is of necessity limited in scope and extent.
Its primary objective is to give a factual account of the
movement which led to the union of the three churches in
guestion. The study is handicapped by reason of the fact
that the writer was constrained to work with limited sources.
Valuable materials such as personal correspondence of Joint
Committee personnel, minutes of meetings and conferences
held by various committees and subcommittees, suggestions
of groups and individuals to committees, were not available
to the writer. Some o0f these materials have been lost, and
those which are extant reside in the archives of The United
Church of Canada, to which the writer did not have access.

The writer did, nevertheless, have access to a number
of valuable primary source materials, The Joint Union
Committee prepared historical statements from time to time,
which were published together with the Basis of Union in
1924, Historical summaries appeared also from time to time

in the Acts and Proceedings of the General Assembly of the

Presbyterian Church in Canada. The latter, together with

the Journal of Proceedings of the Methodist General Confer-

ence, and the Canadian Congregational Yearbook, formed a

valuable source of information. Then too, the Record of
Proceedings of the First General Council of The United
Church of Canada, contains reports of various committees
and boards, which also provide a valuable source of inform-

ation. The United Church of Canada Act was valuable as a




source of legislative data.

A number of the authors guoted by the writer also
furnish primary source material. Men like Drxr, S. D. Chown,
who was the last General SBSuperintendent of the Methodist
Church; Dr. Geoxrge C. Pidgeon, who became first Moderator
of The United Church of Canada; Thomas B. Kilpatrick; Dr.
Ephraim Scott, a vigorous opponent of union; and Gershom W.
Mason, who was legal counsel for the subcommittee on Law
and Legislation, all were "on the scene.” The information
they supply is that of eyewitnesses who actively partici-
pated, in one capacity or another, in the union movement.

The writer has endeavored to make a frank and fair
presentation of the facts at his disposal. If facts have
been misconstrued or someone has been misinterpreted, it
was purely unintentional. It is the writer's hope that
this study will make at least a small contribution to the
history of the union movement in particular, and to church
history in general. He himself has benefited greatly from
this study. It is his hope that the reader may benefit in

like manner.

=3



CHAPTER II
CANADIAN BACKGROUNDS OF THE UNITING CHURCEES
The Congregationalists

Te understand and appreciate the movement within
Canadian Protestant Christianity, culminating on June 10,
1925, in the union of the Congregaticnal, Methodist, and
Presbyterian Churxches of Canada, it is well to acguaint
oneself with the Canadian backgrounds of the three uniting
churches. The union of 1925 was really the c¢limax to union
movements that were a part of the backgrcund and develop-
ments of the churches concerned. It will be the writex's
purpose thexefore, in this chaptex, to present a brief
overview of the bheginnings of the three churches in Canada,
and show how they consolidated their forces by a process of
amalgamation and union.

By far the smallest numerically, and least influential
territorially, of the three uniting chuxrches, was the Con-
gregational Union of Canada. C. E. Silcox, referring to
the Congregationalists in his comprehensive study of Church
Union in Canada, says that, "in 1925, when Church Union was
consummated, they were so small numerically that in the
public mind they hardly entered the picture at all, and the

union was thought of quite commonly as a Presbyterian-



Methodist affair,®!

Congregationalism in Canada stemmed in the main from
two streams of immigration. One stream flowed from the New
England States into the Maritime Provinces of Canada, and
the other stream flowed from England into Lower Canada.

The first appearance of Congregationalism in Canada
was made in the Province of Nova Scotia. About the vear
1750, Mather's Church in Halifax was founded as the first
digsenting congregation in Canada.? Later in the decade
the first extensive settlements in Nova Scotia were made by
New England settlers, who had been promised religious lib-
erty by the Nova Scotia legislature. These New England
settlers were of Puritan stock and had been raised in Con-
gregational churches. By the year 1770 there were seven
Congregaticnal ministers in Nova Scotia.?

The New Englanders settled also in various parts of the
Maritime Provinces generally, and organized churches. Just
prior tc the American Revolution, however, a goodly number
of them returned to the United States. This caused no small

hardship tc the congregations they left behind, and was one

lc. E. 8ilcox, Church Union in Canada, Its Causes and

s

Conseqguences (New York: Tnstitute of Sccial and Religious
Research, 1933), p. 46.

2wy, G. Wallace, "Congregationalism," Encyclopedia
Canadiana (Ottawa: The Grolier Soclety of Canada Limited,

1958y, IfI, 70.
31bid.
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of the contributing factors to the collapse of the early
Congregational endeavor in Nova Scotia. The American Revo-
lution also served to separate the Congregational churches
from their Associations on the American side of the border,
with the result that they could no longer rely on a supply
of ministers from New England, and conseguently accepted
the ministrations of Scottish Presbyterians.

A third factor adversely affecting Congregationalism
in Nova Scotia was the invasion of Newlightism, a religious
revolt that occurred in Nova Scotia during the height of
the American Revolution, and "was characterized by an
unusual amount of enthusiasm for things of the spirit."®

The central figure in the Newlight movement in Nova
Scotia was Henxy Alline, a native of Newport, Rhode Island.
When still a boy, he moved with his parents to Falmouth,
Nowva Scotia. Though poorly educated, he seems to have been
a voracious reaéer of religious books of varying kinds,
gsome of which made a deep and lasting impression on him,
Alline was a deeply religious individual and placed a great
deal of emphasis on the assurance of individual salvation.
He conducted a brief but energetic ministry. Pieaching his
message of personal regeneration, which H. H. Walsh char-

acterizes as a "strange mixture of various systens of

%§. H. Walsh, The Christian Church in Canada (Toronto:
The Ryexrson Press, 1956), p. 117.
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theology"® he visited all the chief settlements in the
Maritime Provinces and every center where a Congregational
church had been established. His energetic ministry was
not without effect as he spread his gospel of Newlightism,
and in some instances succeeded in breaking up existing
societies and planting Newlight congregations beside them.
Alline literally "burned himself out"” and died at a very
early age. He had left his mark, however, and the New-
lightism which he preached had, before its disappearance
from the scene, succeeded in practically destroying the
Congragational Church in the Maritimes. Since most of the
Newlight congrxegations formed a nucleus for the first Bap-
tist Convention in Neva Scotia, Henry AIline is regarded as
the father of the Baptist Church in that province.®

During the early years of its existence in Canada,
Congregationalism received practically no help from England,
and, after the outbreak of the American Revolution, vexry
little help was received from New England. During the
first two decades of the nineteenth century however, the
London Missionary Society did manage to send several minis-
ters to Canada. As a result, Congregationalism found its

way to Quebec, when Clark Bentom, sent ocut by the

S1bid., p. 120.

§silcox, op. cit., p. 4l.
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Misgionary Society, founded a church there in 1801.7 This
particular congregation undexwent a whole series of changes
until it eventually became a Presbyterian church.

Eighteen years later the first Congregational church
was organized in Ontario under rather strange circumstances.
This was in reality a union church, inasmuch as its member-
ship consisted partly of Congregationalists and partly of
Presbyterians. The organization they effected was called
The Congregational-Presbyterian Prince of Peace Society.
Inasmuch as they did not have a minister, the local school-
teacher was recruited and ordained as their minister.

Even though a number of the ministers sent to Canada
under the auspices of the London Missionary Society affili-
ated with the Presbyterians shortly after their arrival,
Congregationalism began to show some signs of progress. 1In
1827 the Congregationalists, together with the Baptists and
Presbyterians, organized a Home Missionary Society with the
object of promoting Christianity in the country. The first
secretary of the Society was Henry Wilkes "to whom possibly
more than to anyone else the later development of Congrega-
tionalism is due."® To a degree the Society achieved its
objectives. It assisted in establishing many churches,

some of them union churches, but many of them purely

7Ibid.
8Ibid., p. 43.
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Congregational. Before too long, however, the Baptists
withdrew and formed their own society, while only a few
Presbyterians retained an active interest.

Subsequent to the consolidation of Congregationalism
in the homeland, Congregationalism received new impetus in
thé form of substantial assistance from England. The result
was that Congregationalism began to progress rather rapidly
in the Maritime Provinces, in Quebec, and particularly in
Ontario. In the wake of this progress the churches formed
the Congregational Union of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick
in 1846, and seven years later the existing unions in
Ontario and Quebec were amalgamated to form the Congrega-
tional Union of Ontario and Quebec.®

While Congregationalism progressed and attained a
certain stature in Eastern Canada, it made very little pro-
gress in the West. One of the first and few Congregational
churches in the West was organized under the auspices of
the Colonial Missionary Society whose purpose was to plant
Congregational churches in all the British Colonies. The
Society sent W. F. Clarke to Victoria on Vancouver Island,
where a congregation was organized in 1859.10 At that time
Victoria harbored a considerable number of colored people

seeking asylum from the United States. The minister also

9Ibid.

10walsh, op. cit., p. 261.
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did some work among the colored refugees for which he was
branded a "nigger preacher," reported to the Colonial
Missionary Society, censured, and withdrawn. The endeavor
at Victoria conseguently collapsed.

Practically nothing further was done in the West until
almost twenty years after the Victoria venture. A few
Congregational churches sprouted here and there, some of
which were the result of strife and dissension within Pres-
byterian ranks. Congregationalism only touched a few of
the major centers of the West, and hardly ventured into
frontier territory at all. The net result was that Congre-
gational numbers and influence were practically nil in the
West,

In the eastern part of the country Congregationalism
was involved in a movement to consolidate its forces. Ref-
erence has been made to the Congregational Union of Ontario
and Quebec. Shortly after formal negotiations between the
Presbyterians, Methodists and Congregationalists began, the
above-mentioned unions amalgamated, in 1906, to form the
Congregational Union of Canada,!! and a year later took in
a number of churches in affiliation with the United Brethren

in Christ, on a somewhat federal basis.

ll7he Canadian Con%regational Yearbook, 1906-1907,
Thirtv-Fourth Annual Volume (Toronto: congregational Pub-

1ishing Company, 1906), p. 22.
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By this time the Congregationalists were ripe for some

sort of wider union. Though Congregationalism had become

-

a recognized and respectable communion, it faced a nunber
&=

of

(]

g0
problems which did not seem to admit of any satisfactory

solution, outside perhaps, of union with one or several

{2

arger and more influential communions. Early in its

(ls}
®

- o

ranadiar

()

history Congregationalism had lost its connection

with New England through the war of the american Revelution.
The mother church in England was exceedingly slow in orxgan~-
izing for action, and when she finally did, it was too late
to be of any real and lasting assistance in Canada. Then
too; Congregationalism received little or no benefit from
European immigration into Canada. Coupled with this was
the fact that it lost some of its best leaders both to the
United States and to other denominations on the Canadian
scene, particularly the Presbyterians. The fewness of
Congregational numbers, ané the decentralized form of gov-
ernment, with its smphasis on the independence of the
individual congregation, held out little hope for expansion
in the vast and sparsely settled Dominion of Canada. Con-
sequently, when overtures for unicn with largér and more
influentizl bodies were made, it seemed the wise and
expedient thing for the Congregationalists to accede to,

and even promote such a union.
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The Methodists

The second of the three uniting churches to come under
consideration is the Methodist Church of Canada. Methodisn,
in the words of H. H. Walsh, "has long been recognized as
one of the determining influences in shaping the national
character of English-speaking Canada."l2 fTwo characteris-
tics of Methodism combined to give it a distinct advantage
over its rivals on the Canadian frontier, and validate the
claim made by Walsh. One of these characteristics of
Methodism was its "class meeting” which had been organized
by its founder, John Wesley, with the purpose of keeping
his followers true to their conversion experiences. The
other characteristic was the "circuit system® with its itin-
erant ministry. The former served as a check on the extrav-
agances of religious enthusiasm, and the latter was very
well suited for the supervision of isolated settlements on
the wild Canadian frontier. Consequently, Methodist numbers
and influence in Canada grew to rather significant propor-
tions.

Exactly when Methodism had its beginnings in Canada is
difficult to determine. It first appeared in what is now
Canada, in the person of Laurence Coughlin. Coughlin had

been one of Wesley's preachers and came to the colony of

125alsh, op. cit., p. 123.
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Newfoundland in 1765.13% The following year he was formally
engaged for worxk in the colony by the Society for the Prop-
agation of the Gospel, and later ordained by the Bishop of
London. Though officially a minister of the Church of
England, his preaching and practice continued to be Method-
ist. His work met with a considerable amount of opposition
both from within and without the chuxch, with the result
that he left Newfoundland less than ten years after his
arrival, a thoroughly discouraged and weary man. His work
had not been in vain, however, and though the field was
later occupied by a succession of laymen, the cause of Meth-
odism which he had planted, continued to make progress.

In the Maritime Provinces of Canada, Methodism in Nova‘
Scotia was largely indebted to two different streams of
immigration. One consisted of Yorkshire, England Methodists
who settled in Cumberland County, beginning in 1772.1% A
notable Methodist leader, characterized by one Methodist
historian as the "Apostle of Methodism in the Eastern Prov-
inces,"!% emerged from the ranks of these immigrants in the
person of William Black. A Newlightist revival had broken

133, E, Sanderson, The First Century of Methodism in
Canada (Toronto: William Briggs, 08), I, 13.

1%1bid., pp. 16, 17.

15william Briggs et. al., Centennial of Canadian Meth-
odism (Toronto: William Briggsj Montreal: C. W. coates;
Hallfax: S. F. Huestis, 1891), p. 27.
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out among the Yorkshire Methodists within a decade of their
arrival in Nova Scotia. William Black was converted during
the course of this revival. Consequently, at an early age
he left his home, and without instruction or appointment
embarked on an extensive evangelistic campaign. His efforts
resulted in the extension of Methodist principles and the
founding and perpetuating of a goodly number of Wesleyan

socleties,

William Black's ministry was a series of triumphs as

he moved from one Maritime province to another; not

only in the number of converts he gained for Methodism

but also for the men of eminence and rank in Maritime

society that he brought into the new movement.l®

As a result of Black's energetic and fruitful ministry
his following was soon too large to be taken care of by
himself. Black appealed to Wesley for missionaries from
England. When England failed to help him, he appealed to
the Methodists in the United States. In answer to his plea,
the Methodists in the United States assigned Freeborn
Garretson and James Cromwell for work in Nova Scotia. They
arrived in Halifax in 1785 and began their work.!? From
that date on Methodism became firmly established in Nova
Scotia.

Two years prior to the arrival of Garretson and

Cromwell in Halifax, the United Empire Loyalists landed in

16Walsh, op. cit., p. 128.

17ganderson, op. cit., p. 19.

s L ——
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the Eastern Provinces of Canada. Thus, 1783 is a signifi-
cant date in Methodist history, significant because, as one
Methodist historian put it,
By a coincidence which one cannot but regard as provi-
dential, that great evangelistic movement initiated by
Mr. Black took definite shape just in time to become a
mighty moulding influence for a new population, esti-
mated at not leszs than twenty thousand, and to form a

potent factor in the development of a fine type of
national and religious life in the Provinces.'®

This was the second stream cf immigration to which Method-
ism in Nova Scotla was indebted. Without doubt, this stresam
of immigration gave HMaritime MHethodism, and Methodism in New
Brunswick in particular, a real shot in the arm. It also
gave it a highly beneficial tie with the Methodist Episcopal
Church of the United States. Hereafter Methodism flourished
in the Maritime Provinces and while it did encounter period-
ic setbacks and never did outstrip the Presbyterians or the
Baptists in numbers, it did gain considerable strength and
influence.

The firstc Methodist preacher in what is today known as
Quebec was Commissary Tuffey, a British officer of the 44th
Regiment, who came to Quebec in 1780.!° Tuffey began hold-
ing services among the soldiers and immigrants, and contin-

ued till nis regiment was disbanded and he returned to

England.

l8priggs, op. cit., p. 30.

19ganderson, op. cit., p. 23.
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In what is today known as Ontario, another British
officer, Major Geoxge Neal, was responsible for the intro-
duction of Methodism. 8ix years after Mr. Tuffey began his
activities in Quebec, Neal began to preach on the Niagara
frontier, and continued his efforts for some years.

Following the close of the American Revolution, midway
between the year that Tuffey began activities in Quebec and
Neal began hig activitiees on the Niagara frontier, Methodist
settlexrs came from the United States and established them-
selves along the St. Lawrence River and about the Bay of
Quinte. These Methodist settlers were, and remained until
after the War of 1812, a part of the Methodist Episcepal
Church in the United States.

In the wake of these settlers came the Methcdist itin-
erants from the United States. The year 179020 witnessed
the coming of the first of these itinerants, in the pexrson
of William Losee. Losee came to Canada to visit some United
Empire Loyalist friends. While visiting with them he
preached several sermons and so impressed his hearers that
they asked him to become their minister. Losee conseguently
petitioned the New York Methodist Conference, which he was
serving, and received authorization to form a Canadian cir-
cuit, He then returned to Canada and took up his work.in

earnest. Losee was followed into Canada by a succession of

20priggs, op. cit., p. 56.
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itinerants from the United States, notable among whom were
Nathan Bangs, William Case and Henry Ryan. The resultant
clecse association of early Methodism in Canada with Method-
ism in the United States was a great boon to the former,
for precbably no other religious gyoup could command such
backing and was so well equlppred by nature, organization
and experience,; to cope with the mass movements and needs
of people on the frontier.

This same beneficizl association with the Methodist
Episcopal Church in the United States became 2 detriment to
Canadian Methodism duxring the War of 1812 and sukseguent
veaxs., The British Wesleyans began to send missionaries
into Canada, and the result was that Methodism in Canada
bhegan to be troubled with the prxoblemz of British or Ameri-
can affiliation. Needless to say, feeling ran quite high
at times. Many of the eaxrly Wesleyan nmissionaries from
England refused to stay and went home. Others replaced
them, however, and competition continued apace.

In 1820 an agreement was reached hetween the British
Wesleyans and the Methodist Episcopal Church.2?! By terms
of the agreement the British Wesleyans were to occupy what
is now Quebec and the Methodist Episcopal Church was to

continue to occupy what is now Ontaric. Within a faw yvears

the agreement was violated and a new controvarsy bagan to rage.

21gilcox, op. cit., p. 48.
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In addition to the various Wesleyan and Methodist Epis-
copal affiliates in Canada, there emerged also a number of
smallar Methodist bodies., One of these smaller Methodist
bodies was the New Connexion group, whose missionaries had
come from England to Quebec and astablished some work, In
the year 183722 one of the New Connexion missionaries ap-
pearad in Ontarlo and initiated negotiations with a small
Wesleyan society there, with the result that the two merged,23

Another small group was the Primitive Methodist Chuzrch.
Two Primitive Methodist laymen, William Lawscn and Robert
Walkex, migrated to Canada from England in 1829,2% and
organizaed a society based on Primitive Methodist principles,
in what is now Toronto. They applied for help to the Prim-
itive Methodists of England and received it. The work was
strongest in the agricultural districtes and spread to vari-
ous points in Ontario.

Still another small group in Canadian Methodism
was the Canada Bible Christian Church. In 18312% the
Bible Christian Society of England appointed two of its
nissionaries for work in Canada. One of these mission-

aries, Francis Wetherall, established his work in Prince

221pid.

23Methodist mergers and unions will be dealt with
later in the chapter.

24ganderson, op. cit., II, 406.
251pid., p. 426.
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Edward Island andé the other, John H. Eynon, in Ontario.
Most of the work done by this body was done in these two
Pyovinces.

About one hundred years after the intrxoduction of
Methcdism in Nova Scotia, Canadian Methodiasm was still very
much divided. During that first century of their existenca
in Canada the varicus Methodist bodles were busily engaged
in extending their fields of activity, strengthening the
work within those respective fields, organizing district
meetings and conferences, and actively competing with cther
denominations as well as with one anothex. Nevertheless, a
number of mergexrs and unions did take place during the last
half of that first century of their existencs in Canada,
all of which were forerunners of a grand Methodist union in
Canada.

Over a period of more than half a century, beginaning
with the year 1820, Methodism in Canada underwent a total
of eight different unions, involving scie sixteen separate
bodies and culminating in the grand union oi 1844. The
agreement of 1820 betwsen the British Wesleyans and the
Methodist Episcopal Church of the United States has already
been referred to.2¢ When four years after the agreement |
was made, the churches of that territory occupied by the

Methodist Episcopal Church formed a separate conference,

28gupra, p. 20.
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and again four years after that were recognized as an
autonomous communion, known as the Episcopal Methodist
Church in Canada. the British Wesleyans consldered this a
violation of the agreement and promptly sent missionaries
into this texritory. This led to a controversy which in
turn led to a union of the British Wesleyan Conference with
the Methodist Episcopal Church in Canada, now called the
Wesleyan Methodist Church in British North America. The
union was consummated in 1833.27 Two years later a sepa-
ration occurred and a new Methodist Episcopal Church in
Canada came into being, and maintained a separate existence
until the union of 1884.

A succession of unions within Methodism followed in
the years 1837, 1843, 1847 and 1854 leading to a rather sig-
nificant union in 1874, when The Methodist Church in Canada
came into being. This newest Methodist body brought to-
gether the Wesleyan Methodists of the Maritime Provinces,
the Wesleyan Methodists of Ontario and Quebec, and the New
Connexion Methodists. Subsequent to this union there were
four Methodist bodies in Canada still unrelated, namely,
the above-mentioned Methodist Church in Canada; The Method-
ist Episcopal Church in Canada; The Primitive Methodist

Church in Canada; and, The Bible Christian Church. 28

27ganderson, op. cit., I, 302-315.

28gilcox, op. cit., p. 51.
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These four bodles, locking toward a grand Methodist union,
conducted union negotlaticns over a period of several years,
and con September 5, 1883, adopted a basis for union to be-
come effective July 1, 1884.2% The name chosen for the
united body was The Methodist Church, 30

The combined strength of The Methodist Church at the
consummation of union was as follows: Total number of min-~
isters, including superannuvated or supernumerary, and
probationers, 1,644; total number of members, 169,903,
157,752 of which were considered to hold full membership,
and 12,151 of which held probationary membership,. 31

Subsequent to the union of 1884, the Methodists became
a rather aggressive church, particularly in Western Canada.
Pursuing a vigorous and energetic mission policy, Methodism
soon had spiritual commlitments from the Atlantic to the Pa-
cific. In addition, Methodism became very much involved in
social work. By the beginning of the twentieth century,
Methodism seemad to have reached its height, and commitments
across the country were becoming a tremendous strain on its
resouxrces of men and money. A desire to ease the burden
through some sort of church union began to manifest itself

among the Methodists.

29ganderson, op. cit., II, 402.

303ee Appendix A for a graphic account of Methodist
unions.

31sanderson, op. cit., 404.
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The Presbyterians

The history of Presbyterianism in Canada is an
extremely complex subject. It is largely the record of a
rather complicated series of divisions and unionz within
the Presbyterian family. The Presbyterian family in Canada
was for all practical purposes ccnsolidated in the grand
unicon of 1873 when The Presbyterian Church in Canada came
into being. But even then there were dissenting voices and
non~concurring minizters and congregations, as there were
in 1923, when The Presbyterian Church in Canada, az a
church, entered The United Church of Canada. As a matter
of fact, there is still today a continuing Presbyterian
Church in Canada. It will be the writer's purpose in this
saction of the chapter, to attempt to unravel some of the
coinplicated threads of Presbytarian history in Canada, and
show that the Presbyterian family attained to an appreciable
measure of peace and consolidation.

John Thomas McNeill, one of the historians of Presby-
terianism in Canada, says:

The Presbyterian Church in Canada may be thought of as

a river that has received many tributaries. One who

explores the upper waters will at once observe that

most of the tributary streams can be traced back to

the Church of Scotland, But there are rivulets of .
other origin as well, which he will not fail to chart.?

3230hn T. McNeill, The Presbyterian Church in Canada,
1875-1925 (Toronto: General bBoard, Presbyterian Church in

Canada, 1925), p. l.
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Presbyterian history in Canada begins about the middle
of the eiqghteenth century. It is claimed, however, that
there ware Presbyterians in Canada long before that.3®2 One
source places them as early as 1600.3% These early "Pres-
byterians,” it is claimed, were Huguenots, or French Prot-
estants of Calvinistic persuasion. Therxe is no record of
significant Huguenot contributions to Preshyterianism in
Canada;y; nevertheless, one would suppose they could be con-
gsidered one of the "rivulets of othexr origin" inasmuch as
gome of their descendants were known to be of the Presby-
terian faith.

Another “rivulet of other origin” were the Dutch and
the Germans. Shoxtly after the middle of the eighteenth
century, a considerable migration from Holland and Germany
to Canada took place. Among these immigrants were many
German-speaking Reformed or Presbyterian people. It is
interesting to note that in connection with this group of
immigrants there occurred the first Presbyterian union of a
sort, in Canada. The German-speaking immigrants were unable
to secure the services of a minister. To sclve the problem,
one of their own number, Bruin Rcmcas Comingoe, was ordained

according to Presbyterian orders, on July 3, 1770, by a

33William Gregg, History of the Presbyterian Church ;%

The Dominion of Canada (Toronto: Presbyterian Printing an
Publishing Company, 1685), p. 27.

S¥peNeill, op. cit., p. 4.
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temporarily constituted presbytery of two Presbyterian and
two Congregational ministers, at Halifax, Nova Scotia.33

This temporarily-constituted presbytexy serves as an
introduction to yet another "rivulet of other origin®
inasmuch as one of the ministers who participated in
Comingoe's ordination was the Presbyterian, James Lvon.
Lyon, a graduate of Princeton, had been sent to Nova Scotia
by the presbytery of New Brunswick, New Jexsey. He minis-
terxed larxgely to Presbyterians of Irish oxigin, most of
whom had come to Nova Scotla shortly after the middle of
the eighteenth century and just prior to the Scottish mi-
gration into Canada, settling in localities like Halifax,
Pictou, Truro and Onslow. James Lyon is reputed to have
been the first Presbyterian minister to laborxr in Canada
since the days of the early Huguenot ministers.®$

The permenent foundations of Presbyterianism in Nova
Scotia were laid by missionaries of the Burgher (Associate)
and Anti-burgher (General Associate) Synods. Both were

Scottish secession groups and had divided on a matter of

$5cregg, op. cit., p. 68.
36McNeill, op. cit., p. 5.
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conscience.?? The former had appointed the Rev. Daniel
Cock for work in Nova Scotia, which he undertook at Truro
in the same year in which Comingce had been ordained. With=
in a period of years he was joined by two ministers of the
same Synod, and in 1786 the three ministers, together with
two laymen, formed the first permanent-type presbytery in
Canada, namely, the Burgher Presbytery of Truro.3®

In the same year in which the Burgher Presbytery of
Trurc was organized, Rev. James MacGregor came to Pictou,
where James Lyon had served. MacGregor was an Anti~burgher
and as such refused overtures to co-operate with the Pres-
bytery of Truro. With Pictou as a base of coperations he
labored falthfully and long, organizing congregations,
building churches, ministering in a great many settlements
throughout Nova Scotia and introducing Presbyterianism to
Hew Brunswick and Prince Edward Island. In answer to his
appeal for help, the Anti-burghexr Synod sent two men to
assist him and upon their arrival an Anti-burgher presbytery

was formed at Pictou in the year 179%5,3% consisting of three

37Burgher and Anti-burgher Synods were the result of a
split in the Associate Synod of the Secession Church in
Scotland. The former was willing to take the oath insisted
upon by the government for all who wished to be recognized
as Burghers (citizens). The latter refused to take the
oath, hence, Anti-burgher, and a split in the synod.

$9McNeill, op. cit.. P. 7.

39Gregg, op. cit., p. 105.
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ministers and a layman. In twenty-two years the old
differences between the Burghers and Anti-burghers were for-
gotten and the two presbyteries, together with the presby-
texry of Halifax, formed the Synod of the Presbyterian Church
of Nova Scotia. This is what Dr. S. D. Chown, the last Gen-
aral Superintendent of the Methodist Church in Canada, has
called the “first church union in Canada,”%0

In the meantime, the Church of Scotland, headwaters
for a majority of the "tributary streams” of Presbyterianism
in Canada, had entered the Maritime Provinces. During the
latter part of the eighteenth century there was a large in-
flux of Presbyterians into the Maritimes and the Church of
Scotland diéd some work among them, However, until the
Glasgow Colonial Society was organized in 1825,%! the Church
of Scotland made no organized effort to send ministers into,
or establish itself firmly in the Maritimes. Spasmodic
efforts only were made. A Church of Scotland minister came
to Halifax in 1783 and became pastor of Mather's Church,“?
His stay was brief and uncomfortable due to the fact that
the congregation consisted partly of New Englanders, partly

of Scotch, partly of dissenters, and partly of those who

%05, D. Chown, The Story of Church Union in Canada
(Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1930), p. 9.

“lGregg, op. cit., p. 119,

“2gypra, p. 8. Also known as the Protestant Dissent-
ing House and later called St. Matthew's Church.
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adhered to the Church of Scotland. In subseguent years a
number of other ministers who had been trained in the Church
of Scotland came to the Maritimes, some of whom worked under
the auspices of the Synod of the Presgbytexian Church of Nova
Scotia, while others retained their old country connectiocn.

The work during this period was unorganized. But after
the Glasgow Colonial Society was organized, it financed,
directed and systematized widespread mission work and organ-
ized many congregations true to Presbyterianism in Nova
Scotia. Nevertheless the work of the former flourished and
was formally organized with the formation of the Presbytery
of New Brunswick in connection with the Church of Scotland,
in 1833.%?% 7Tyo years later the work was further organized
when the Presbytery of New Brunswick became a Synod together
with the Presbyteries of St. John and Miramichi.

Even while Presbyterianism was making strides in the
Maritime Provinces, people of P:esbyterian persuasion expe-
rienced the faithful and fruitful services of Presbyterian
ministers in that portion of Canada which now constitutes
the provinces of Ontario and Quebec. The history of Pres-
byterianism in these two Provinces begins at the city of
Quebec. A Preshyterian congregation was established there

some time after Quebec was captured by General Wolfe in

%3Gregy, op. cit., p. 331,
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1759.%% The first pastor of the congregation, George Henry
by name, had been ordained in the Church of Scotland and
has the distinction of being the first Preshyterian minis-
ter in that province. After a pastorate of thirty years,
the latter of which were almost totally inactive, Henry was
succeeded by another Church of Scotland minister, Dr.
Alexander Spark, who served the congregation over a period
of twenty~-four years until his death in 1819.%5 Meanwhile,
2 contemporary of Dr. Spark, also a Church of Scotland min-
ister, and a former army chaplain, John Bethune, pioneered
Presbyterianism in the city of Montreal. After a brief
stay in Montreal he moved to Williamstown in Glengarry
County, Ontario. In this area he conducted a long and
fruitful ministry primarily among United Empire lLoyalists
who had migrated to the area from the United States.

During these years the Church of Scotland endeavor in
Ontario and Quebec was largely unorganized. It was left to
the Dutch Reformed Church of the United States to make the
first systematic effort to send missionaries into the area
under consideration, which it did just before the turn of
the century.

While Bethune and the Dutch Reformed ministers were at

work in the eastern and central part of what is now Ontario,

4ybid., p. 145.
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other Presbyterian ministers found their way into the
Niagara district, most of them by way of the United States,
and organized a considerable number of congregations. A
nunber of presbyteries were organized in the area, and in
addition to them a number of individual congregations
sprouted as offshoots of American presbyteries. By the
year 1833 there were a number of active presbyteries repre-
senting three strains of Presbyterians in the area now con-
stituting Ontario and Quebec. The Presbytery of the Canadas
had been formed in 1818, and was composed largely of Seces-
gsionist ministers.%® This presbytery was constituted a
synod in 1820, but failed, and was reorganized as the United
Presbytery of Upper Canada.“? In 1831 it became the United
€yncd of Upper Canada, just one week after the formation of
the Synod of the Presbyterian Church of Canada in Connection
with the Church of Scotland. Nine years later these two
synods united under the name of the latter.“8

By this time the presbyteries of Stamford and Niagara
were also in existence, the latter having been organized in
1833. The following year a new body was organized in the
territory under consideration, namely, a branch of the re-

united Secession Church of Scotland. This group was active

485ilcox, op. cit., p. 64.
%7McNeill, op. cit., p. 13.
“81bid.
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primarily in Western Ontario, although it did organize a
congregation in Montreal. In 1843 this presbytery became a
synod and fourteen. years later assumed the name of the
United Presbyterian Church in Canada,.%?®

Meanwhile, Presbyterianism penetrated, though ever so
slightly, into the vast area west of Ontarioc. Through the
instrumentality of Loxd Selkilrk, Presbvtexrian settlers came
to the Red River Settlement in what is now Manitoba, in 1812
and subsequent years. It wasrnot till 1851 however, that
the first Presbyterian missionary came to the area in the
person of John Black. During the intervening years a goodly
number of Presbyterians had attached themselves to other
communions, notably the Anglican. For eleven years Black
was the only Presbyterian minister in the area. Eventually
however, other Presbyterian missionaries came and labored
not only amcng the Red River settlers, but alsc among the
Indians and settlers right to the shores cf the Pacific
Ocean, 30

Thus, by the middle of the eighteenth century the time
had come for a divided Presbyterianism to consolidate its

work in Canada. One historian put it this way:

491pid., p. 14.

$0Gregg, op. cit., p. 574.
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by the middle of the century the Church had followed

settlement to all parts, and possessed the means of

perpetuating itself and the promise of great expansion.

Too obviously that expansion was hampered by disunion.

But the Scottish ideal of a national churcn had never

been lost, even among those whom conscience drove into

Secaession. And now within the various Presbyterian

bodies in Canada there arose a desire for union which

would not be denied.®!

The reader’'s attention is now directed to a brief
account of Presbyterian consolidation by way of unions.32
Prior to 1860, two significant unions had taken place within
Presbyterianism. In 1817 the Burgher Presbytery cof Truro
and the Anti-burgher Presbytery of Pictou, together with a
few Church of Scotland ministers, had formed the Synod of
Nova Scotia.5?? Then in 1640 the United Synod of Upper
Canada and the Synod of the Presbyterian Church of Canada
in Connection with the Church of Scotland united under the
name of the latter.

During a period of sixteen years, beginning with 1860,
eight distinct Preabyterian bodies representing considerable
variations in outlook, tradition and customs, were drawn

together in a series of unions culminating in the grand

union of 1875. The state of Presbyterianism in Canada

S1McNeill, op. cit., p. 15.

S2gee Appendix A for a graphic account of Presbyterian
unions.

53yilliam Gregg, Short History of the Presbyterian
Church in the Dominion Of Canada from tne Zarliest to the
Present Time (Second Edition, Revised; Toronto: C. Blackett
Robinson, 1893), p. 194.
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during the decade preceding 1860 was as follows: there were
eight distinct and self-governing bodies, not counting the
presbytery of Stamford, previously referred to. Five of
these bodies were active in the Maritime Pxovinces and the
other three were active in Ontario and Quebec. The eight
bodies were the following:
1. The Synod of the Presbyterian Church of Canada in
gggﬁfction with the Church of Scotland, foundasd in

2. The Synod of the (Free) Presbyterian Church of
Canada, founded in 1844;

3. The Synod of the United Presbyterian Chuxch of
Canada in Connection with the United Presbyterian
Church of Scotland, founded in 1834;

4., The Synod of the Presbyterian Church of Heva Sceotiz,
founded in 1817;

5. The Synod of the Free Church of Nova Scotia,
founded in 1844;

6. The Svnod of the Church of Scotland in Nova Scotia
and Prince Edward Island, founded in 1854;

7. The Synod of New Brunswick in Connection with the
Church of Scotland, foundad in 1833; and,

8. The Svnod of the (Free) Presbyterian Church of New
Brunswick, founded in 1845.5%

The first of these unions took place in 1860, at
Pictou, Nova Scotia, when the Synod of the Presbyterian
Church of Nova Scotia and the Synod of the Free Church of
Nova Scotia united to form the Synod of the Presbyterian

Church of the Lower Provinces of British North America. The

SbMcNeill, op. cit., p. 16.
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new body represented more than seventy-five percent of
Presbyterian strength in the Maritime Provinces,

The following year a second union was consummated
between the Synod of the United Presbyterian Church in
Canada and the Synod of the Presbyterian Church in Canada,
to form the Canada Presbyterian Church. The new body
experienced rapid growth subseguent to the union and was by
far the largest body to enter the union of 1875,5%

Five years later, in 1866, the Synod of the Presbyteri-
an Church of NMew Brunswick, originally called the Synod of
New Brunswick, united with the Synod of the Presbyterian
Church of the lower Provinces of British Worth America.

In 1868 a fourth significant union took place when the
Synod of New Brunswick in Connection with the Church of
Scotland and the Synod of the Church of Scotland in Nova
Scotia and Prince Edward Island joined forces to form the
Synod of the Maritime Provinces in Connection with the
Church of Scotland.

After six significant unions Presbyterianism in Canada
was still divided into four separate synods, two in the
Maritime Provinces and two in Ontario and Quebec. Subse-
guent to the union of 1868 the following synods were still

in existence:

ssIbid. f 4 p. 21‘
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1. The Synod of the Presbyterian Church of the Lower
Provinces of British North America;

2. The Synod of the Maritime Provinces in Connection
with the Church of Scotland;

3. The Synod of the Canada Presbyterian Church; and,

4. The Synod of the Canada Presbyterian Church in
Connection with the Church of Scotland.

Following a decade and a half of union negotiations,
the four Synods consummated a grand Presbyterian union on
June 15, 1875. Six hundred and twenty-three ministers con-
stituted the roll of the first General Assembly of the
Presbyterian Church in Canada.®% True to Presbyterian tra-
dition, however, there were dissenting volices and some
twenty-one ministers of the uniting synods declined to enter
the union. Dr. Ephraim Scott, later to become a vigorous
and bitter opponent of Presbyterian union with the Method-
ists and Congregationalists, spoke of the event in this way:

In June, 1875, the Presbyterians in the different

provinces of Canada, one in doctrine or religious

belief, and one in polity or church government, united
also in one organization, The Presbyterian Church in

Canada, with nearly ninety thousand communicant members

in a thousand congregations, grouped in thirty-three

presbyteries, four synods and one CGeneral Assembly.3?
Thus was Presbyterianism in Canada consolidated and ready

for more concerted action throughout the country and

eventually a wider union.

$6Gregg, op. cit., p. 188.

S7Ephraim Scott, "Church Union" And The Presbyterian
Church in Canada (Montreal: John Lovell and Son, Limited,

1928), p. 8.




CHAPTER III

THE BEGINNINGS OF THE UNION MOVEMENT
AND EARLY EFFORTS AT UNION

Early Advocates of Union

From the foregoing account it is evident that the three
denominations involved in the formation of The United Church
of Canada were union-minded churches. Over a period of
ninety years, beginning with 1817 when the Synod of Nova
Scotia came into being, and ending in 1906 when the Congre-
gational Union of Canada was formed, nineteen different
unions were consummated within the ranks of the three unit-
ing churches. Each of these unions served to stimulate a
future union, and their influence on the eventual union of
the three denominations in The United Church of Canada can
hardly be overemphasized.

Even as the architects of denominational unions were
engaged in the business of closing the ranks within their
own churches, many of them envisioned an even wider union
of Protestantiesm in Canada, and hoped that their own unions
were stepping stones to that end. Thus, leaders of the
Presbyterian union of 1875, looked for an even larger union
than they were consummating, including not only the Congre-
gationalists and Methodists with whom they were to unite in
fifty years, but also the Anglicans and the Baptists.
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In his first address as the first Moderator of the
Presbyterian Church in Canada, Dr. John Cook expounded on
the subject of union. In the course of his address he said:

FPor larger union ia, I trust, in store for the churches

of Christ even in Canada, than that which we effect

his day. That is but a small step to the union which
our Lord's intercessory prayer seems to contemplate.

« « « I look for a union in the future, before which

the present--blessed and auspicious though we justly

count it--shall appear sli?ht and insignificant. May

God hasten it in His timel
The rounds of applause greeting Dr. Cook’'s words were
indicative of the fact that his was neither a new nor pri-
vate opinion, but one shared by many in the Presbyterian
family.

Principal Snodgrass, another leader of Presbyterian
union, was quoted by the Toronto Globe as looking forward
to a national Chuzch of Canada. He spoke of "a church
around which the present generatlion and generations yet to
come shall rally, for which they will give liberally of
their means and ability, so that it may do well and worthily
the great work that lies before it".?

The same spirit of union prevailed also in Methodist

ranks. No sooner had the Methodists consolidated their

forces throughout the Dominion in the union of 1884 than

1John T. McNeill, The Presbyterian Church in Canada,
1875-1925 (Toronto: General Board, Presbyterian Church in
Canada, 1925), pp. 245,246.

2Edmund H. Oliver, The Winning of the Frontier (Toronto:
The United Church Publishing House, 1930). p. 244.
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enthusiasm for a larger union began to manifest itself. A
series of articles on the subject of wider union appeared

in The Canadian Methodist Magazine. A second series of

articles in the same magazine openly advocated organic union
with the Presbyterians and Congregationallsts. 1In 1850, the
General Confexence of the Metnodlist Church expreassed its
sentiments in the following words:

With all sincere Christians we desire tc zas a closer
union among those who labor foxr the univexsal preva-
lence of Christianity. . . . We rejoice in the mani-
fest signs of Che tiues, in the willingness exhibited
by s0 many to merge their minor differences for the
sake of the comion ¢good: €0 yemove the etiphasis from
ideas that for generations have been almost rallying
pointe, if by such concaessions more united action
could be secured.”

Wnile the movements within Congregationalism were not
strictly speaking unions, by which two or more bodies with
expressed differences were drawn together, but were really
amalgamations, visions of union were seen in that beody also.
Rev. Enoch Barker, Chairman of the Congregational Union of
Ontario and Quebec, at its meeting in 1874, spoke against
the divisions in the church and went on to say:

in order, then, to remove occasion of discord, to

cultivate broad views and large charity. to arm the

Church with its divinely given power, to economize

the labor and funds of the Church for missions, to

convince the world that Christ and His religion are
from above, and especially to please Him whose heart

3george C. Pidgeon, The United Church of Canada, The
Story of the Union (Toronto: The Ryerscn Press, 1950), p. 16.

YThomas B. Kilpatrick and Kenneth H. Cousland, Our Com-
mon Faith (Toronto: The Ryerxson Press, 1928), p. 3.
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yearned for the oneness of His people ~ these glorious
objects would urge us to seek so close a union as pos-

sible among all Christ's people and to make any sacri-

ficgs, except those of principle, in order to accomplish
it.

Even prior to the Presbyterian union of 1875 and the
Methodist union of 1884 volces advocating wider union were
heard, After the union of 1860° within Presbyterian ranks,
Professor Ross of Truro, Nova Scotia declared:

We accept what has been done most thankfully as a

token of further union. . . . When the spirit of

union begins to move, who will venture to set bounds

to its influence?’
And again, a vear later, when a similar union took place in
the city of Montreal, one of the union leaders expressed
these sentiments: "May God grant that not in this church
alone, but in all churches, the spirit of union may prevail,
going out from Montreal as a centre, till it covers the
land."® Indeed, voices advocating organic union of a wider
scope and nature were heard almost continuously for a half

century before formal negotiations for such a union actually

began.

Stbid., p. 2.
6supra, p. 35.
7c. E. Silcox, Church Union in Canada, Its Causes and

Consequences (New York: Institutes of Social and Religious
Research, 1933), p. 103.

®bid.
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Motives for Union

The motives leadling to the formation of The United
Church of Canada were of course many and varied.® Con-
flicting opinions regarding the nature of those motives are
advanced, depending of course on whether they come from
advocates or opponents of union. Dr. Ephraim Scott, a
staunch Presbyterian opponent of organic union with the
Methodist and Congregational churches, has this to say:

The movement which developed that attempted merging of

the Churches, began doubtless, on the part of many,

with the motive high and true. Many good men viewed

it at first with favor. The word "union” had a pleas-
ant sound. A great Church was a pleasing dream. The
general attitude towards it, whether in approval, dis-

approval of doubt, was largely benevolent. . . .

On the other hand the ideal of a great organization, a

"national Church" to be a power “in the whole . . .

religio-political realm" grew in the minds of its

advocates, until it seemed to £ill the horizon of
their vision to the exclusion of all other consider-
ations.10

Dr. 8. D. Chown, the last General Superintendent of
the Methodist Church, speaks for his fellow advocates and
promoters of organic union when he characterizes their

motives thus:

9E. L. Morrow, Church Union in Canada; Its Eistory.,
Motives, Doctrine and Government (Toronto: Thomas Allen,
1923), pp. 49-113, offers an exhaustive list of motives for
and against union. :

10gphraim Scott, "Church Union" and the Presbyterian
Church in Canada (Montreal: John Lovell and Son, Limited,
1928), p. 9.
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In every respect they were worthy of Christian men.

There is no reliable evidence to show that the parties
thereto were animated by consideration of what they
might get. On the contrary, they were sincerely moved
by the prospect of what they might contribute toc pro-
duce the highest and most complete expression possible
to them, and to other denominations which might join
with them, of a Christian Church in Canada, which would
be more fully representative of the mind of Christ than
any hitherto, and be the most effective instrument
available for the fulfillment of the divine purpose of
human redemption.

The promoters of union were possessed by a conviction,
that the mission of Jesus was not only to save mankind
from sin and its consequences, but also to unite the
world in a brotherhood of love and fellowship, to be
known as the Kingdom of God. It appeared to them that
Jesus foresaw that the evident unity of his disciples
yet to be would be a means of persuading the world to
believe in Him as the One sent of God to be the Saviour
of men, and the spiritual leader c¢f humanity. They
discerned alsc in this fellowshi? one of the first prin-
ciples of the Christian Church,!?

By and large the stated motives for organic union are
spiritual, economic, or nationalistic. This is not neces-
sarily in the oxder of their importance for, or influence on,
the subsequent union. It is, however, the order in which
they will be discussed.

Many of the advocates and promoters of organic union
were motivated by a genuine desire to see the divisions in
Christianity healed. To many of them the divisions troubl-
ing and separating the church were a sore reproach, and
cause for genuine distress. The fulfillment of Christ's

prayer, particularly the words: "phat they all may be

11g, p. Chown, The Story of Church Union in Canada
(Toronto: The Ryersdh Press, 19307, pP. l:2.
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one,"1? seemed to them to call for organic union., They

firmly believed that as long as divisions existed and per-
sisted, New Testament teaching, and in particular Christ's
prayex, were far from being fulfilled. Many believed that
the will of God for the Church "is a unity of spirit expressed
outwardly in so striking a fashion that it will convince the
world of the truth of Christianity."!3 1In the conviction

that they were following the will of God and that corganic
union would serve as such an outward expression of unity,

they advocated and promcted it.

Admittedly, some rather debatable exegesis was indulged
in with reference to Christ's words in His intercessory
prayer, and, as the union movement gained momentum and parti-
cularly as opposition arose and intensified, some unionists
seemed to be overtaken of a spirit of "union at all costs.”
Come what may, the union must go forward. Responsible, at
least in part for this spirit, was perhaps the growing
importance and influence of the econocmic motive.

In 1867, just eight years prior to the Presbyterian
union and sixteen years prior to the Methodist union, the
Dominion of Canada, consisting then of five Provinces, came
into being, Canada was built largely around a railroad,

One of the outstanding accomplishments of its first Prime

1230hn 17:21.

13gjlpatrick and Cousland, op. cit., p. 16.



45
Minister, Sir John A. Macdonald, and his government, was the
building of a transcontinental railroad, linking east and
west, and completed in 1885, Although the completion of
the ralliroad did not immediately bring the anticipated “"rush"
of immigration, it did serve to open up the country and pave
the way for settlement. Settlements began to dot the west-
ern prairies and British Columbia. And then, the end of the
nineteenth century and the first decade of the twentieth
century, brought the "rush® of settlers, by way of a large
influx of immigrants from the British Isles, South and
Bastern BEurcpe, and the United Statea. A fourth, but lesser
source of settlers for the west was eastern Canada itself,
and in particular the province of Ontario.

This, of course, had its effect on the churches in
terms of increased opportunities and weightier responsibi-
lities. The Congregationalists did not expand into the West
to any appreciable degree. The Methodists and Presbyterians,
however, tried to keep pace, not only with the westward
movement of their people but also with the ever-increasing
number of immigrants who streamed into the country. Both
the Methodists and the Presbyterians experienced a period
of unusual mission expansion and acquired unprecedented com-
mitﬁenta across the country.

Although both the Presbyterian and Methodist churches
had consolidated their own forces by way of comprehensive

unions within their own ranks, they were hardly equipped to
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cope with the ever-increasing needs and commitments that
confronted them. Distances in the West were great, com-
munities were small, and resources of men and money were
limited. 1In spite of this, competition was keen, and
widely~separated, sparsely-settled hamlets and villages
throughout the West were detted with inadequate facilities
placed there by the competing denominations.

Denominational exclusiveness was perpetuated on the
frontier, with the result that many hamlets and villages
were heavily over-churched. Overlapping in small communi-
ties became a problem of serious proportions. There was a
growing feesling that money and men were being wasted in
unnecessary duplication. Different approaches to the prob-
lem were suggested and tried, but were all beset with seem-
ingly insurmountable difficulties. The conviction grew
that the eonly solution to the problem was for the churches
to present a united front. One farmer probably spoke for
many a unionist when he said that "the differences between
the denominations were not worth paying for."l* and so,
the economic motive, the desire to conserve manpower and
money, the desire to eliminate unnecessary competition and
duplication, was perhaps the single most influential motive

for organic union of the churches.

l1%Chown, op. cit., p. 16.
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Then there was also the nationalistic motive. A
spirit of union pervaded the Canadian air. Politically
this spirit manifested itself in the birth of the Dominion
in 1B€7. Religiously it manifested itself in a series of
Presbyterian and Methodist unions culminating in the grand
unions of 1875 and 1884 respectively. In many Protestant
quarters there was a growing feeling of "one countxy, one
church." As the country expanded westward and the task of
evangelizing a vast new terxitory peopled by millions of
foreigners lay before the churches, it was felt that this
could not be done either with speed or effectiveneasa by a
divided and competitive church. Division and competition
were a source of bewilderment to many a foreigner. This
bewilderment is exemplified in the Doukhobor in the small
western town, who, seeing four churches from the town
square wondered whether they were all "Jesus churches.”
When assured that they were, he asked, "why four?" The
conviction grew that the new country should present to the
new Canadian a new spirit of unity and harmony in the church
and provide an example for the churches throughout the world

to fcllow.




48
The Period of Co-operation

Various approaches to the problem of duplication by
division were advanced and tried. In some areas community
churches were established which, while they solved the
problem in some localities, did not provide an overall sat-
isfactory solution. The idea of a federation was also
advanced, but never was received with much favor. In some
instances certain geographical areas were arbitrarily
divided into districts where one or the other denomination
was responsible. By various methods and means a degree of
co~operation was achieved.

The period of co-operation was to a large extent the
forerunner of organic union. Where the ideal of organic
union had taken root co-operation served to keep this ideal
alive. It also served to facilitate the transition when
organic union became a reality. Unofficially, co-operation
had been practised in various places for a number of years.
Officially, it began in 1899, with an agreement between
Home Mission authorities of the Presbyterian and Methodist
churches "not to send an additional missionary into any
locality where either Church was already carrying on its

work,"18%

15gagis of Union of The United Church of Canada as
Prepared by The Joint Committee on Chuxch Union and Approved
By The Presbyterian Church in Canada, The Genaral Conference
of The Methodist Church, The Congregational Union of Canada,
Also A Brief Historical Statement (Toronto: The Joint Com-
mittee on Church Union, November, 1924), p. 19.
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A subseguent agreement provided for withdrawing a mission-
ary from fields where both denominations already had men at
work. Gradually the system of co-oparation was extended
alsoc to other areas of church work, such as social service,
religicus education, theological education and others.

After several years of "official” co-operation, repre-
sentatives of the Preshyterian and Methodist churches and
their regpective nission superintendents met to discuss the
practical aspects of co-operation.!® The problems of co-~
operation ware freely discussed, and a number of suggestive
resolutions were passed. The first resoclution directad
that a letter be sent to all authorities in charge of home
mission fields calling for their co-operation to avoid
unnecessary competition. The second reseolution urged them
to keep the principles of co-cperaticn always before them,
and directed them to meet for periodic consultation about
opening new fields or possible realigning of filelds already
opened. The third resclution recommended that missicn
authorities operate according to the principle of "non-
intrusion” in such fields as have been occupied by one of
the churches for at least one year. And the fourth resolu~
tion called for consultation between ministers and misgsion-
aries of both churches operating in the same terxritory, with

a view to realigning their fields, and reporting the results

161pia.
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of their consultations to their respective authoritiesg.l?

These resolutions were, of course, not binding upon
mission authorities or the missionaries in their charge.
How effective they were in providing solutions to the prob-
lem is difficult to determine. In many instances the sug-
gestions put forward by the resolutions were followed.
Consultations were held, fields were realigned, and an
appreciable degree of co—-operation was achieved,

The co-operative plan was most successful in the West.
While different methods were employed in different parts of
the country, that used in the Province of Alberta will
serve as a picture of the methods generally employed in
other Provinces. Drx. . D. Chown, last General Superinten-
dent of the Methodist Church and for six years Chairman of
a Joint Committee on Co-operation in Home Mission Work in
Alberta, describes the Alberta method as follows:

The work of rearrangement of mission fields, so as to

produce the best result possible with the least expend-

iture of men and money, was entrusted to a Joint Com-
mittee composed of the Annual Confersnce Missionary

Committee of the Methodist Church acting jointly with

the Synod's Committee on Home Missions and Social Ser-

vice of the Presbyterian Church. This Joint Committee
was called 'The Provincial Committee on Co-operation
of the Methodist and Presbyterian Churches of the

Province of Alberta.' By this committee the whole

Province was divided into districts. A committee was

appointed for each district, with authority to consider

the work within their respective bounds, and to make

recommendations as to proposed changes in each district.
These District Committees reported annually to the

171bid., pp. 19,20.
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Provincial Committee, which, according to authority
conferred upon it by the supreme courts of the Churches
represented, rearranged the work, and reported their
action to Presbyteries interested, and to the station~
ing Committee of the Methodist Conference.

When deciding what changes to recommand, the District
Committees heard representations of the charges affected,
and gave serious attention to the following consider-
ations: pricxity of occupation of the field:; the rel-
ative gtrength in members and adherents of the differ-
ent denominations; the relative amcunts contributed by
the two dencminations involved in support of the
agencies of religion amongst themselves: and the
readiness of the different denorinations to minister

to the fleld promptly and effectively.

In making such arrangements equality of denominational
sacrifice for the mutual benefit was carefully consid-
erad, and observed as far as possible.

The roll of membership in each charge so constituted
was composed of all the members of the negotiating
Churches within the territory assigned to the charge,
The charge itself had complete connexional relation to
the denomination to which it was assigned, and with
which it was affiliated. Representatives of Churches
affiliated with Presbyterianism attended Presbyteries,
and representatives of Churches assigned to Methodism
had full standing in Methodist District Meetings. But
connection with any co-operative congregation did not
necessarily imply sbandonment of denominaticnal prefer-
ences and affiliations.1®

As a result of the procedure described above, the most
thorough-going co-operative efforts were made in the Prov-
ince of Alberta. A notable feature of the endeavor in that
Province was the division of fields effected by the provin-
cial Co-operating Committee. It was agreed in committee
that as far as sparsely settled or unoccupied territory was

concerned, the Presbyterians were to concentrate their

18Chown, op. cit., pp. 52,53.
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efforts among the settlers along the lines of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and the Methodists were to concentrate
their efforts among settlers along the lines of what is
today the Canadian National Railway.l!® The facts that
Alberta enjoyed a population increase of almost sixty per-
cent during the second decade of the twentieth century and
that public cpinion largely welcomed co~operation as a step
in the right direction weare doubtless important factors in
the succeszs of the co-operative endeavor in Alberta. In
addition, the provincial Co-operating Committaa continued
to function actively even while negotiations for organic
union were being conducted and met each year until 1921.

The Alberta Co-operating Committee had been constit-
uted in January, 1911, in the city of Calgary, by repressnt-
ativez of the Presbyterian and Methodist churches.?? Later
in that same year, the Joint Committee on Co-opsration in
Home Mission work was constituted by authority of the su-
preme courts of the three uniting churches. This committee
reviewed the whole co-operative endeavor and decided that
the principles of co-operation be applied in adjusting ovex-
lapping in existing fields; in arranging religious work in
absolutely new fields; and, in work to be done among people

of foreign nationalities.?! Inasmuch as the Alberta system

191bid., p. 54.
20gjlcox, op. cit., p. 217.

21Chown, op. cit., p. 51,




53
was already functional, it was recommended that the ways
and means of effecting such co-operation be those £hat had
been orxganized in that Province. Several months later a
provincial committee was also functional in Saskatchewan.
However, the co-operative endeavor was never as successful
thexe as in Alberta.

The period of co-operation can be divided into a number
of distinct stages. The first stage began in 1899 with the
agreemant between the Presbyterian and Methodist churches
not to send an additional missionary into any locality where
either church was already active.?2 The sacond stage began
in 1903 and lasted until 1911. ©This stage was initiated by
the meeting of a joint committee of the two churches with
their respective mission superintendents, at which time the
four suggestive rescolutions were passed.?? This stage was
characterized by informal conversations between mission
superintendents, ministers, anq missionaries on the field,
with & view to avoid intrusion, realign existing fields,
and avoid competition in new areas. The third stage was
launched by the formation of Co~operating Committees in the
uniting churches, and extended over a period of approximately
seven yvears, ending in 1917. This stage was characterized by

formal agreements between the churches. These agreements

223a3is of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 19.

23gupra, Pp. 49,50.
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were enforced primarily and most successfully in the
western provinces. The co-operative endeavor was largely
under the direction of provincial and district committees,
after the manner of the Alberta method. During this stage
of the co-operative period, considerable amalgamation of

charges and delimitation of fields was effected.
The Local Union Churches

A contemporaneous phenomenon and an important out-
growth of the co-operative movement was the development of
so-called local union churches. This development was in-
timately related to the union movement and had a decided
influence on the final consummation of the union.

In the early stages of their development the local
union churches were generally local community societies,
holding property in their own name and utilizing the ser-
vices of whatever ministers they could obtain. WNot
infrequently ministers of various denominations provided
religious services in rotation. As early as 1901 there
were 267 -union churches in existence.?"

After formal negotiation towards organic union had

been initiated and a proposed Basis of Union had been

submitted by the Joint Committee in 190825 a further

24silcox, op. cit., p. 73.

25Bagis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 23.
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development in union churches took place. A new type of
union church came into being. This new type of union church
was characterized by the fact that it accepted the proposed

Basis of Union insofar as it was applicable to the local

situation. The first of these new-type union churches was
organized by a Presbyterian minister at Melville, Sask-
atchewan, in 1908. A second such church was organized by a
Congregational minister at Frobisher, Saskatchewan, in
January, 1909.2% By the year 1911, which saw the formation
of Co-operating Committees on Provincial and Dominion levels,
several more of these new union churches had been organized
in Saskatchewan, and plans were well under way for yet
others.

Whereas the co~operative endeavor was most satisfactory
in the Province of Alberta, the Province of Saskatchewan
provided the most fertile soil for local union churches.
Many areas of Saskatchewan seemed to prefer the union church
to the co-operative society, in which Presbyterians were
converted to Methodists and vice-~versa. And so it was that
local union churches spread most rapidly in that Province.

The early union churches were usually affiliated with
either the Presbyterian or the Methodist church. When union

churches began to organize on the proposed Basis of Union

however, they had no close denominational connection. The

26gilcox, op. cit., p. 215.
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desire for some kind of connectional relationship soon
began to manifest itself. Leaders of the local church
union movement wanted a closer connectional organization
of their churches, and at the same time retain a committal
relationship with each of the parent churches. There was a
growing desire for a General Council of local union churches
with an Executive Secretary of its own, and a relationship
with the parent churches through an advisoxf council.

Representatives of local union churches held two
meetings in the latter part of 1812 for the purpose of con-
sidering just such a proposal.?? A resolution setting forth
their desire to that effect was drafted and sent to the
Joint Committee on Co-operation for consideration., The
Joint Committee considered the proposal but was not entirely
in sympathy with it. The Joint Committee's reply indicated
that direct affiliation of each local union church with one
or the other parent churches was to be preferred.?® The
committee did however agree to appoint a subcommittee to sit
in conference with representatives of local union qh&tches,
relative to the proposal.

A subcommittee was appointed and a conference was held

in 1913 at Regina, Saskatchewan, and the whole question of

271bid., p. 219.

28acts and Proceedings of the Forty-Third Gemeral
Assembly of The Presbyterian Church in Canada, June 6-14,

e aia

Toronto: Murray Printing Co., 1917), Appendices, p. 240.
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connectional relationship with the parent churches was aired.

While subcommittee members contended for direct affiliation

of each

local union church with one of the parent churches,

representatives of local union churches held out for affil-

iation by way of an advisory council, Finally it was

resolved to appoint an advisory committee to function as

follows:

1,

5.

The advising and counselling of Union Congregations
as to the general direction of work;

. To consider and make arrangements whereby ministers

connected with the three churches now negotiating
union may be able to accept the pastorates of union
churches without loss of standing or of forfeiting
claims on connectional funds;

. To consider and advise with re&ard to tenure,

administration and disposal of all church property
involved in the establishment of a union chuxrch;

To advise as to the collection and disposition of
missionary, educational and other funds;

To give such other counsel as may appear to them to
be expedient.??

In addition, the following procedure relative to the form-

ation of union churches was suggested:

1.

That when in any community it is locally considered
desirable, a petition be circulated, praying for
the organization of a Union Church;

That the said petition shall set forth the church
relations, if any, of the signatories to the
petition, and the said petition shall be accompanied
by all other information considered relevant;

29gjlcox, op. cit., p. 220.
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3. That the sald petition be presanted to the local
courts of the churches interested for report to the
advisory committee, and that it also be presented
to the advisory committee for their consideration
and action,?30

These reconmendations of the Regina Conference were
submitted to the Joint Committee on Co-cperation, and
approved, The Joint Committee then alsc appointed its rep-
resentatives to the advisory committee.

Subsequent to this agreement between the local union
churches and the parent denominations, local union churches
spread with increasing rapidity. Conditions in the West
were conducive to the establishment and success of such
churches. In a soclety where class distinctions were for
all practical purposes non=-existent, where people were
unified in education, in commerce, in government, and in
practically every other area of endeavor, the religiocus
soil was almost bound to be fertile for the rise of such
union churches.

These union churches were, however, a cause for con-
tinual concern to members of the Joint Committse on
Co~-operation. The latter were troubled by the rapid growth
and future development of these churches. Local union chur-
ches were established for the most part on the assumption

that organic union between the Presbyterian, Methodist, and

Congregational churches was imminent.3! It became

301pid.

31presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1914, p. 390.
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increasingly evident that in the event organic union should
not be consummaﬁed, large numbezrs of independent congrega-
tions would be left without denominational affiliation, and
would be forced either to organize a new denomination, oxr
whither and die. In their concern for the growth and future
development of local union churches, the members of the
Joint Committee on Co-operation effected a revision of an
earlier agreement. The terms of the revised agreement pro-
vided for the continued organization of local union churches
on terms of the proposed Basis of Union, with the provision
that such churches were to be affiliated with the parent
denomination to which they were to be assigned.®? This
revision obviously hoped to stop the growth of independent
local union churches.

There followed a period of experimentation. First
affiliation with one denomination was tried, and then affil-
iation with two denominations. The latter procedure found
the most favor, and was formally adopted by several prov-
inces as the approved procedure. As far as the Joint Com-
mittee on Co-operation was concerned, either single or
double affiliation was permissible.33

The whole matter of this new type of affiliation gave

rise to tensions between independent local union churches

321pid., 1917, p. 244.
3%1pid.
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who were affiliated by way of an advisory council, and such

as advocated single or double affiliation. The independent
churches were not about to take matters lightly. They had

acquired an appreciable measure of.strength and influence.

The feasibility of an independent church in the West was
even discussed.3% By 1921 there were seventy independent
congregations holding connectional relationship under the
General Council of Local Union Churches. Of these seventy,
sixty-seven were in the West, and three were in Ontario.
Six of the congregations were vacant, one was served by an
Anglican, twe by Baptists, eight by Congregationalists,
twenty-one by Methodists, and thirty by Presbyterians.3S
The majority of the churches were owned jointly by the
Presbyterians and the Methodists.

From the above figures it can be seen that the General
Council of Local Union Churches had become an entity that
covld not be ignored. Local union churches, particularly
in the West, were becoming rather impatient with the inde-
cisiveness of negotiations toward organic union. They had
been established on the assumption that organic union would
soon be consummated, and they were anxious to see that it
was. When the General Council reguested representation on

the Joint Union Committee of the negotiating churches, the

3kIbid., 1914, p. 367.

35silcox, op. cit., p. 224.
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request was granted, and from 1921 to 1925 the General
Council held officlal representation on tha committee,. 36
When legislation for the proposed United Church of Canada
was drafted, it provided for the inclusion of congregations
of the General Council. And when the Pirst General Council
of The United Church of Canada convened, the local union
churches had their proportionate share of representatives.3?

Meanwhile, the work of amalgamation went on apace all
over the country. In some localities congregations holding
single, double or even triple affiliation were being ozgan-

ized on terms of the proposed Basis of Union. Co-operation

was being practised in other areas, particularly in the
Maritimes, where it found a great deal of favor. The union
movement which emerged in the West progressed conéinually
eastward. Long before union therefore, was officially con-
summated, local unions had, with the blessing of the parent
churches, 3% taken place in hundreds of localities. By var-
ious methods and means, from co-operative societies to
independent local union churches, to union congregations
holding either single or double or triple affiliation, some

3,000 union congregations were formed prior to the

36pasis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 29.

37Record of Proceedings of The First General Council of
The United Church of Canada, (Toronto: n.p., 1925), pP. 5.

38presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1917,
p. 244,
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consummation of union in 1925,39
The following table, prepared by C. E. Silcox,“?
presents a picture of the unicn situation in 1923, just two

years prior to the consummation of the union.

TABLE 1
AMALGAMATION OF CHURCHES PRIOR TO UNION

Number of Churches

Co-operating
and Delimiting Independent
Synod Territory Affiliated Union Total
Maritime Provinces 22 6 2 30
Montreal and Ottawa . 28 1 29
Toronto and Kingston 168 2 .. 170
Manitoba 64 69 15 148
Saskatchewan 350 51 30 431
Alberta 278 16 3 297
British Columbia 132 4 3 139
1,014 176 54 1,244

In reading and interpreting the figures given in the
table above, a number of factors need to be taken into con-
sideration. First, the figure 1,244, representing the total
nunber of churches amalgamated prior to consummation of the
union, seems to contradict the figure of 3,000 mentioned
earlier. In interpreting this figure it is to be remembered
that it represents “"pastoral charges,” which in turn were

representative of some 3,000 preaching stations. Similarly,

9%Chown, op. cit., p. 60.
*08i1cox, op. ecit., p. 227.
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the figure 1,014 in the first column, needs to be interpreted
in the light of the real situation. When interpreting this
figure, it is to be remembered that in hany charges repre-
sented by the figure, there ne#er was any real competition
between the Presbyterians and Methodists. However, this is
not to say that the figure is wholly inaccurate or dishonest,
for it must be remembered that co-operaticn of one kind or
another was undertaken not only for the purpose cof elimin-
ating competition where it existed, but also for the purpose
of preventing competition where it did not yet exist.

In summary, it can be said that the co-operative
effort, was on the whele successful, particﬁlarly in the
western provinces, in achieving the purposes for which it
was intended and undertaken. Co-operation anticipated
organic union,"! and the prospect of organic union was
largely influential on the success of co-operation. The
two movements went side by side, the former forcing the de-
nominations to the latter. Had organic union not been
achieved, the end results of the co-operative effort would
have left the negotiating churches with a colossal ecclesi-
astical mess on their hands. Under prevailing circumstances,
a concerted movement toward organic union seemed the only

plausible step.

“lpresbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1914,
P. 3920.



CHAPTER IV
FORMAL NEGOTIATIONS TOWARD UNION

Dr. George Monro Grant was probably the first to
publicly envision organic union in Canada. In an address
entitled "The Church of Canada; Can Such a Thing Be?" which
he delivered at a meeting of the Evangelical Alliance in

Montreal, 1874, he said:

God will give us the church of the future., It shall
arise in the midst of us, with no sound of hammer
heard upon it, comprehensive of all the good and
beauty that He has ever evolved in history. To this
church, Episcopacy shall contribute her comely order,
her faithful and loving conservatism; and Methodism
impart her enthusiasm, her zeal for missions, and her
ready adaptiveness to the necessities of the country;
the Baptist shall give his full testimony to the sacred
rights of the individual; the Congregationalist his to
the freedom and independency of the congregation; and
Presbyterianism shall come in her massive, well-knit
strength, holding high the Word of God; and when, or
even before, all this comes to pass, that is, when we
have proved our Christian charity, as well as our
faithfulness, proved it by deeds, not words, who shall
say that our Roman Catholic brethren, also, shall not
see eye to eye with us, and seal with their consent
that true unity, the image of which they so fondly
love? Why not? God can do greater things even than
this. And who of us shall say, God forbid?!

Similar visions and voices were seen and heard,
particularly after the Presbyterians and Methodists had

consummated their respective and comprehensive unions. The

lc, E. S8ilcox, Church Union in Canada, Its Causes and
Consequences (New York: Institutes of Social and Religious
Research, 1933), p. 465.
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Presbyterian Church in Canada foresaw an even greater union
than that which was consummated within its own ranks in 1875,
The Methodists likewise locked beyond their union of 18834 ané
envisioned an even wider and more comprehensive fellowship
than that which they had effected. The Congregationalists,
their distinctive principle of individualism notwithstand-
ing, were becoming increasingly aware of the need to engage
in some sort of a general co-operative endeavor with other
religious bodies. Even the most ardent independents among
them, were beginning to wonder if an acceptable basis of
union between the Congregational Churches and some of the
other religious bodies could not be formulated.

The first official overtures toward organic union were
put forward, however, by the Church of England (Anglican) in
1885, when the Provincial Synod of Canada appointed a com-
mittee on Christian Union? and invited other interested
bodies to discuss the possibilities of union, The following
vear the Methodist General Conference reacted favorably to
the invitation and appointed a committee "to confer with a
Committee of the Provincial Synod of the Church of England
on the union of the Protestant Churches."3 In 1888 the

General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in Canada took

2John T. McNeill, The Presbyterian Church in Canada,
1875-1925 (Toronto: The General Board, Presbyterian Church
in Canada, 1925), p. 247.

31bid.
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similar action."

Consequently, representatives of the Anglican, Presby-
terian and Methodist Churches met in Toronto, in April
1889,5 9he possibilities of union were discussed. In the
meantime however, the Lambeth Quadrilateral had been issued,
The fundamental provisions of the Lambeth Quadrilateral
were:

The Holy Scripture of the 0ld and New Testaments as

containing all things necessary to salvation and as

being the rule and ultimate standard of faith; the

Apostles' Creed as a baptismal symbol and the Nicene

Cread as a sufficient statement of the Christian faith;

the two Sacraments ordained by Christ Himself, Baptism

and the Suppex of the Lord, administered with unfailing
use of Christ's words of institution and of the ele-
ments ordained by Him; the historic episcopate locally
adapted in the methods of its administration to the
varying needs of the nations and peoples called of God
into the unity of His Church.®
It was inevitable that discussion would eventually center on
provisions of the Quadrilateral, in particular on the fourth
provision which dealt with the historic episcopate. Since
neither the Anglicans nor the Presbyterians and MHethodists
were inclined to yield their respective positions with re-

gard to the historic apiscopate, no progress towards union

“The Acts and Proceedings of the Fifteenth General
Agsembly of The Presbyterian Church in Canada, June 12-20,
1880 (Toronto: Presbyterian Review Print, 1889) p. 64.

Spresbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1890, p. 59.

6"Lambeth Conferences," Lutheran Cyclopedia, ed. Exwin
L. Lueker (8t. Louis: ConcordIa‘PubiIsh%ng House, 1954), p.

566.
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could he made. When next the idea of organic union emerged,

it concerned itself with the non-episcopal churches.
FPormacion of Union Committees in the Uniting Churches

It is somewhat ironic that the Presbyterian Church in
Canada, from whose ranks came a sizeable body of vigorous
cpposition to organic union, also took the initiative in
instigating such union. In the year 1892 the Preshyterian
General Assembly convened in Montreal. A fraternal deputa-
tion from the Ceneral Assembly addressed the Congregational
Union of Ontario and Quebec meeting in the same city, and,
"in holding out the right hand of fellowship, practically
invited closer corporate Uniom."’” Early in the next year,
ten Congregational ministers requested a conference with
representatives of the Presbytery of Toronto, for the pur-
pose of discussing union of the two churches. Two such
conferences ware held. It was agreed in conference that
the Preshytery of Toronto should petition the General
Assembly to appoint a committee to meet with a similaxr com-
mittee of the Congregational Union, and the Congregational
ministers in turn, were to bring a similar petition before
their churches. The Congregational Union received the

petition and appointed a new standing committee on Christian

7Thomas B. Kilpatrick and Kenneth H. Cousland, Our
Common Faith (Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1928), p. 17
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union. The General Assembly took a broader view than that
called for by the petition, and appointed a committee on
the general subject of union "with instructions to hold
themselves ready to confer with any similar body or bodies
which may be appointed by any other church or churches
should the way be clearly opened up for conference,.”® This
comnittee was reappointed year by year up to and inciuding
the year 1901, Although the Congregationalists kept their
comnittee ready to act, and the Methodists affirmed their
willingness to negotiate with other Protestant churches
nothing of conseguence happened in the way of union negoti-
ations until after the turn of the century.

An incident of significant proportions occurred in the
autwan of 1902. The Methodist General Conference had con-—
vened in the city of Winnipeg. Numbered among the delegates
of the Presbyterian General Assenbly'’s fraternal deputation
to the General Conference, was Principal Patrick of Manitoba
College. When he took his turn to address the delegates of
the General Conference, he made a strong appeal for thne uni-
fication of Methodists and Presbyterians. Disclaiming any
authority to speak in an official capacity, he did neverthe-

less challenge the Methodists to union,

82resbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 18923,
p. 47.
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The Methodists evidently accepted Patrxick's challenge
as representative of the spirit of the Presbyterian Church.
Noxr did they ignore it. Their Church Union Committee
reported in favor of organic union of the Congregational,
Methodist, and Presbyterian churches. They went on record
as being favorable to a "measure of organic unity wide
encugh to embrace all evangelical churches, and regretted
that all efforts had failed to bring about such a result."?9
In view therefore, of the fact that the relationship of the
three churches had already been marked by an appreciable
degree of unity and in view also of the national need which
called for careful economy of manpower and money, the Gen-
eral Conference expressed the opinion that the time was
ripe for a definite move in the direction of organic union,
The Conference issued a declaration on union which con-
tained the following statement:

Whereas a definite proposal has been discussed to some

extent in the press and elsewhere looking to ultimate

organic union of the Presbyterian, Congregational and

Methodist Churches in Canada, this General Conference,

in no spirit of exclusiveness toward others not named,

declares that it would regard a movement with this
object in view with gratification.!?

9George C. Pidgeon, The United Church of Canada, The
Story of The Union (Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1950), p. 33.

10B55is of Union of The United Church of Canada as Pre-
pared by The Joint Committee on Church Union and Approved By
The Presbyterian Church in Canada, The General Conference of
The Methodist Church, The Congregational Union of Canada,
Also A Brief Historical Statement (Toronto: The Joint Com-
mittee on Church Union, November , 1924), p. 20.
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A committee consisting of the General Superintendent, Dr.
Albert Carman, seven clergymen and seven laymen was appointed
to confer with representatives to be appointed by other
churches.

Meanwhile, the Congregational Churches of Canada were
in the process of consolidating their own forces. The move
toward a more comprehensive union within the Congregational
family was approaching lts consummation. Throughout the
course of thelr negotiations the Congregationalists kept in
view the possibility of a wider and more comprehensive
union. Thus, they welcomed the proposals to confer with
the Methodists with a view to organic union.

The Methodist declaration and resolution also gained a
favorable reception in the Presbyterian General Assembly.
The Assembly referred the matter to a committee which met
with similar committees of the Methodist and Congregational
churches in 1904.!! At this meeting a resolution was
passed, declaring that organic union was both "desirable and
practicable.”" This resolution was transmitted to the
supreme courts of the Presbyterian and Congregational churches
with the result that each appointed a committee to confer
with the committee previously appointed by the Methodist
Church.!? Thus the stage was set for full-fledged

111pid., p. 21.
121hid.
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negotiations toward organic union, and for the next few
years the wunion spotlight played on the work of the Joint

Union Committee.
The Joint Union Committee

The Joint Union Committee consisted of denominational
committees representing each of the negotiating churches.
Each of these ccommittees had been appointed by their

respective denoninations for the purpcse of consulting on

]

matters of church union with the cother two. They were
organized with a chairman and a secretary. As denominational
comnittees, it was their function to hold separate meetings
for the purpose of reviewing the progress of discussion in
the Joint Committee; to report to, and receive instructions
from their respective denominations; and to nominate their
denominational representatives to the various subcommittees
appointed from time to time by the Joint Committee.

Over a period of five years, extending from 1904 to
1908, the Joint Committee met five times,!? during which
period its major task, that of preparing a proposed Basis
of Union, was for all practical purpcses completed. It
was customary to rotate the chair at these meetings of the
Joint Committee. First a Presbyterian chaired the meesting,

then a Methodist, and then a Congregationalist. In addition

laxbid-' pp. 21' 22'
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to the rxotating chairmen, the Joint Committee had three
joint secretaries, one from each of the negotiating denom-
inations. 1In the interim between meetings of the Joint
Committee denominational committees, subcommittees, and an
executive committea consisting of the respective chairmen
of the denominational committees, the chairmen of subcom-
mittees that were appointed from time to time, and the
three joint secretaries, held meetings as the need demanded,

After each meeting of the Joint Committee, a report,
setting forth the prevailing tenor and spirit of negoti-
ations, and the conclusions reached in conference, was
printed and submitted to the negotiating churches.l® 1In
this way the negotiating churchea were kept posted on the
general trend and progress of union negotiations on their
behalf.

Dr. E. Lloyd Morrow, who had access to, and studied
documents of the Joint Committee, and engaged in freguent
correspondence as well as private discussions with men who
were on the scene, testifies that during the five years
spent by the Joint Committee on its assigned task, all went
well. He says:

A fair, frank, and conciliatory temper was character-

istic of the proceedings. . . . Despite numercus divi-

sions on major and minor points of differences, there

was no single instance of a vote of church against
church, all divisions were mixed denominationally.

l41pid., p. 22.
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Two principles actuated the endeavors of the committee.
The first was to find an adeguate place in The United
Church for the special aspects of Christian truth and
life embodied in the principles of the negotiating
churches. The second was to prepare a statement of
doctrine, polity, administration and ministerial train-
ing that would form as far as possible an up-to-date
Basis of Union.!S
The first meeting of the Joint Committee representing
the Presbyterian, Methodist, and Congregational churches in
Canada, was held at Knox Presbyterian Church,. Toronto, on
December 21, 1904.1¢ The meeting lasted three days. Dr.
R. H, Warden was elected to chair the meeting, D, A,
Sutherland was appointed secretary, and Rev, F, J. Day and
Rev. E., D, McLaren were appointed associate secretaries.}!?
The purpose of this first meeting was to determine to what
extent the committees of the negotiating churches could
agree,
It was to be expected that such a gathering of mixed

denominational backgrounds, having such a purpose, would

encounter a number of difficulties, and so it did. Various

difficulties relative to the varying backgrounds of committee

personnel, and the practical aspects of union negotiations

were exposed, and frankly and freely discussed. It was

15g. Lloyd Morrow, Church Union in Canada, Its History,
Motives, Doctrine and Government (Toronto: Thomas Allen,
1923), praan.

1%Basis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 21.

}7K11patrick and Cousland, op. cit., p. 21,
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agreed in committee that "the union of the churches, to be
real and lasting, must carry the consent of the entire
membership, and that no final step could be taken until
ample time had been given to considexr the whole question in
the courts of the various churches and by the people gener-
aily."18

This statement of the committee was later frequently
referred to by opponents of organic union. They argued that
the union did not carry the consent of the entire membership,
and that ample provision had not been made for consideration
of the question by the people generally. The practical re-
sult of the meeting was the appointment of five subcommit-
tees who were to concern themselves with quesﬁions relative
to Doctrine, Polity, the Ministry, Administration, and Law,
respectively. From time to time these committees subdivided
for the purpose of considering specific matters relative to
the major question that confronted them,1?

The first meeting of the Joint Committee has been
called "one of the most significant ecclesiastical gather-

ings held in Canada up to that time."20

18presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1905,
p. 280,

195asis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 22.

20gjlpatrick and Cousland, op. cit., p. 21.
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One report predicted that the meeting marked a new era in
the religious history of Canada. It said:

The composltion of the conference, the perscnal worth
and representative character of the members, the pur-
pose of the meeting, the questions under deliberation,
the temper of the discussions, and the tendency and
prospects of the wmovement, all combine to make the
gathering significant. In its issue it may be epoch-
making. The organic unlion of these three Churches in
Canada is by no weans assured, but the most conserva-
tive and doubtful man in the conference was impressed
with the apparent yielding of even the stubborn obsta-
cles. It may take years, it may take more than a
decade, but a movement was begun yesterday which will
tell powerfully not only on the three churches named,
but on all the churches in Canada, on the public life
of the country, and on the history of the world. The
action of this Joint Committee was the first formal
step. That step was the beginning of a new era in the
religlous history of Canada,?!

Dr., ¥. D. McLaren, one of the associate secretaries of
the Joint Committee is reported to have said:

The effect can hardly fall to ba vexy considerable.

The dirxect effect--the effect upon those who were pres-
ent at the conference--was very marked. Those who were
strongly desirous of union before had their desire
strengthened and found in the discussions that took
place an enlarged basis for their hopes; while those
who were of a different view, if not converted to the
union idea, were at least powerfully impressed by the
considerations urged and by the spirit displayed.22

Generally speaking, the first meesting of the Joint Committee
served a nunber of purposes. It served to manifest the
sentiments of committee membere, either for or against union;

it sexrved to expose the chstacles and clarify many of the

ZIIbid-p PP 21, 22.
221hid., p. 22.
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issues that lay before the committee; it served to set the
temper and tone of future meetings; and it provided the
basic organization for future negotiations,23

The second meeting of the Joint Committee was held in
December, 1905, in Torconto, this time in Metropolitan
Methodist Church, where zll subsequent meetings of the com-
mittee were held. At this meeting the Joint Committee
received and reviewed reports of the subcommittees on Doc-
trine, Polity, and Ministry.2"* These were the only
committees that had held meetings of any consequence. Em-~
bodied in the veport of the committee on Doctrine was a
tentative "doctrinal basis® formulated chiefly on the basis

of the Brief Statement of the Reformed Faith, published under

the authority of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian
Church in the United States of America,2% and a summary of

the English Presbyterian Articles of Faith.2® The doctrinal

sumnary of the Articles of Faith had been prepared by the

Montreal section of the comnittee.
This tentative "doctrinal basis" consisted of nineteen
articles, and, with the exception of an article on prayer,

which was added later, and a few minor revisions concerned

23Basis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 21.

2471hia,
25published in 1905.

26Record of Proceedings of The First General Council,
The United Church of Canada (Toronto: n.p., 1925), P. 58.
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primarily with woxding, order and sequence, was the doctrinal
basis upon which the negotiating churches consummated organic
union,

The third meeting of the Joint Committee was held one
year later, in 1906.%7 Six months prior to this meeting,
the Presbyterian General Assembly requested that the Angli-
cans and Baptists be invited to participate in union nego-
tiations.2® This request had been endorsed by the Methodist
General Conference meeting in the same year, and acted upon
by the executive committee of the Joint Committee. The ex-
ecutive committee decided

to address a friendly letter to the Archbishops and

Bighops of the Church of England in Canada, and to the

Chairmen or Presidents of the various Baptist Conven-

tionz, explaining the action already taken by the Joint

Union Committee, and extending to the authorities of

the Churches named a cordial invitation te send dele-

gates to participate in their discussions, should they
consider it advisable to do so,29
The Jolat Committee endorsed and confirxmed the action that
had been taken by its executive committee,

The Anglican reply to the invitation was most cordial,

and statad that any such undertaking by a Bishop demanded

the authorization of the General Synod. When the General

Synod net two years later, it authorizaed the appointment of

27Rasis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 21.

28presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1906,
p. 36.

298asis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 21.
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a commlttee "as long as the Joint Committee would he willing
to remember that our delegates are, of necessity, limited
to the lines laid down at the last session of the Lambeth
Conference."3? Inasmuch as the Anglican position on the
historic episcopate as set forth in the Lambeth Quadrila-
teral®! had not changed, nothing came of the invitation.

The Baptist reply was equally coxrdial., VYet, their
reply was in the "form of an uncompromising pronouncement,
which was intended to close out all prospects of Organic
Union."32 In their reply the Baptists declared their con-
victiocn that they were charged to preach a "special gospel,"
and, in oxder to fuliill that charge they considered it "nec-
essary to maintain a separate organized existence, and to
propagate their views throughout the world."33 From this
point on, union negotiations were confined to the Presby-
terian, Methodist and Congregational churchee, until 1921,
when Anglican participation was again briefly considered.

The next twe meetings of the Joint Committee were held
in successive vears, and concerned themselves with receiving
and reviewing reports of denominational subcommittees, im-

plementing where possible, denominational suggestions and

30gilcox, op. cit., p. 132,
$1gupra, p. 66.
32Morrow, op. cit., p. 36.

33pagis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 22.
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recommendations, and putting the final touches to the
proposed Basis of Union.3" Thus, after five years of work,
the Joint Committee was prepared to submit a proposed Basis
¢f Union for consideration and action by the negotiating

chuxches.
Preparing the Basis of Union

The major task coanfronting the Joint Union Committee
representing the Preabyterian, Methodist, and Congregational
churches, was that of preparing a "basis” upon which the
three churches named, might consummate orxganic union. In
its first meeting, the Joint Committee set ltself to this
task by appointing subcommittees, which were to concezrn
themselves with the all-important questions of Doctrine,
Polity, the Ministry, Administration, and Law respectively.3%
These cormittees in turn subdivided as the need and demand
to study epecific guestions in relation to the larger ques-
tion dictated.

The major portion of this task was completed within a
period of five years, extending from 1904 to 1508. During
those years of preparing the Basis of Union, every meeting
of the Joint Committee received, reviewed, and revised the

findings of the subcommittees. These revised findings were

S41pid.

$51pid.
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in turn reviewed and revised by the denominational com-
mittees in separate meetings, after which they were again
considerad in Joint Committee in the light of revisions and

suggestions offered. Each year the revised Basis of Union

was printed and published for the information of the nego-

tiating churches,3® In 1908 the Basis of Union was

submitted to the Preshyterian General Assembly in its prac-~
tically completed form.’’ Except for some minor changes
and revisions, the original draft of the Basis was not sub-
stantially altered between the years 1908 and 1915 when it
received second and final acceptance in the Presbyterian
General Assembly.38

The major issues confronting the framers of the Basgis
of Union, were those with which the five subcommittees were
to concern themselves. FEach of these issues involved spe-
cific principles and practices of the respective denominations,
some of which needed to be harmonized and some of which needed
to be compromised.

The three negotiating churches represented two strains
of theological conviction, Calvinism and Arminianism, In

addition, some Congregationalists were suspect of being

sympathetic toward Unitarian ideas. Had the committee

361pid.
37Chown, op. cit., p. 34.
38presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1915, P. 43,
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attempted to reconcile these divergent theological views,
the churches would not have arrived at a basis upcon which
to consummate their union. As 1t was, the committee busied
itself not with reconciliation but with harmonization,
where harmonization was possible.
The Presbyterian Church in Canada subscribed to the

Westningter Confesgion of Faith, as its standard of doctrine

subordinate to the Holy Scriptures. The Methodist sources
of doctrine, in addition to the Holy Scriptures, were the
twenty-five Articles of Religion, John Wesley's Notes on

the New Testament, and the first fifty-two sermons of the

first series of his discourses.®® The Congregationalists
in Canade, for all practical purpoées creedless, accepted
the statement of doctrine prepared in 1884 by the National
Council of Congregational Churches of the United States."?
Thecse unionists who hoped for a restatement and

revision of the creeds of the churches, did not have their
hopes fulfilled. The subcommittee on Doctrine did not
attempt to prepare a new and revised creedal statement, but
set itself to the task of finding a "formula that would not

trespass too harshly upon the particular confessions of

397he Doctrine and Discipline of the Methodist Church
Canada (Toronto: Wililam Briggs, 1919), p. 1l.

40silcox, op. cit., p. 135.
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faith of the three negotiating churches, . . ,"%l
That the subcommittee was successful in fulfilling
this task, is evident from the doctrinal statement which it
brought forth. The preamble to this doctrinal statement
already makes this clear. A pertinent portion of the pre-
amble reads:
We further maintain our alleglance to the evangelical
doctrines of the Reformation, as set forth in common
in the doctrinal standards adopted by the Presbyterian
Church in Canada, by the Congregational Unlon of
Ontario and Quebec, and by the Methodist Church, 2
The twenty articles which follow, attempt to manifest the
distinctive emphases of Calvinism and Arminianism. Theirxr

reliance on the standards of the negotiating churches is

negligible. They are largely indebted to the Brief State-

ment of the Reformed Faith and the English Presbyterian

Articles of Faith,“? the latter having been summarized by

the Montreal section of the subcommittee, under the leader-
ship of Dr. Scrimger.*"

To facllitate its task, the subcommittee on Doctrine
at its first meeting subdivided into four sections,
Winnipeg, Toronto, Montreal, and Halifax, respectively.

The subcommittee also decided to study the Brief Statement

%1g, H. Walsh, The Christian Church in Canada (Toronto:
The Ryerson Press, 1956), p. 292.

“2Bagis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 3.

“3gupra, p. 76.
“4Morrow, op. cit., p. 116.




Rl

83
of the Reformed Faith which had recently been published.

When the subcommittee next met in plenary session, the
Winnipeg and Halifax sections had no report to make, other
than that nothing seemed to be standing in the way of
organic unicn, The Toronto section expressed itéelf in

favor of a slightly revised Brief Statement of the Reformed

Faith. The Montreal section submitted its doctrinal sum-

mary of the English Articles of Faith. These two documents

then became the frame of reference for future study and
deliberation. The first draft of the statement of faith
was presented to the Joint Committee in 1905.%5

It did not take the subcommittee long to formulate a
statement upon which the members could agree. In the words
of Dr, Pidgeon, who became the first Moderator of The
United Church of Canada, ". . . it is simply amazing that
agreement could be rzached in so short a time on the douc-
trines of grace."%® It is to be remembered, however, that
the frame of reference within which the subcommittee worked
was largely Presbyterian in substance, and since only
slight revisions and modifications were made, the statement
of faith finally drafted and presented to the Joint Com-
mittee had a decided Presbyterian flavor with occasional

Methodist emphases. The Congregational contribution to the

4SThe United Church of Canada, Proceedings, 1925, p. 58.

46pjdgeon, op. cit., p. 36.
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statement was largely one of contending for more simplifi-
cation of the various articles of faith. This statement of

faith, based largely on the Brief Statement of the Reformed

Faith and the Montreal section's doctrinal swmmary of the
English Articles of Faith, formed part of the Basis of Union
endorged by the Joint Committee in 1508 and submitted to the
churchas for their consideration.®?

A second issue confronting framers of the Basis of
Union was that of polity, or government. The subcommittee
on Polity began its task of setting forth the fundamental
principles of government in the proposed United Church of
Canada,., by undertaking a study of the various forms by which
the nagotiating churches governed themselves. It was the
subcommittea's purpose “tc prepare a summary of the polities
of the three negotiating churches, setting forth the powers
and duties of each court."%® The sources for these sum-
maries wexe the Methodist Book of Discipline, the Presbyteri-
an Book of Forms and scme Congregational sources. After
completing this study, the subcommittes expressed the
opinion "that while the officers and courts of the negoti-
ating Churches may bear different names, there is a

substantial degree of similarity in the duties and functicns

"7Bagis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 23.

“eMorrow, op. cit., p. 246,
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of their officers and courts."*9 1In spite of this opinion,
the issue of polity was probably somewhat more difficult to
resolve than was the issue of doctrine. In reality there
ware some rather marked differences in the forms by which
the negotiating churches governed themselvas, A brief ovar-
view of the respective forms of government will bear this
out.

The Presbyterian Church in Canada was a “society, a
voluntary fellowship, banded together upon the acceptance
of ecartain conditions of religious belief and practice,"50
The fundamental principle of its polity was govarnment by
preshyters or elders, who were chosen by the people,5! and
held egual authorxity in the chuxch. The local congregation
wag autonomous. Even in cases where several congregations
shared the services of one minister, each of the congrega-
tions had its own organization and enjoyed autonomy over its
own affairs, The Presbyterian éongregation was organized
basically along the lines, that temporal affairs were pre-
sided over by the people and spiritual affairs were presided

over by the minister. A board of trustees held all local

“95asis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 6.

50gphraim Scott, “Church Union" and the Presbyterian
Church in Canada (Montreal: John Lovell & Son, LI%IteE,

1928), p. 13.

S1Rules and Forms of Procedure, Presbyterian Church in
Canada (Toronto: The Westminster Co., LIEiteH. 1909) , p. 54.
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property, and temporal affairs were the specific province
of a board of managexs.®? Spiritual affairs were the spe-
cific province of the session which consisted of the
rinister and the sppointed eldexs. The right of choosing
managers and elders resided with the congregation, which
was required to hold at least one meeting per annum,3® as
did the right to call the miniater. The minister was
called permanently, but his call needed the approval of the
Presbytery, as did his installation.

The Presbytery was the "unit" of Presbyterianism.
Chesen by the people, it was composed of the minister and
one a2lder from each congregation in a given geographical
areaa. The Presbytery functioned as the supervising agency
in the calling, examining, ordination and seittlement of
ministers. In executing this function, the Presbytery was
always guided by the choice of the people. In addition, the
Presbytexy carried the responsibility of selecting members
of the General Assembly.’" Historically three ordained
minigters were required to form a Presbytery and thus a
church. In 1925, the year in which organic union was con-

sunmmated, there were seventy-eight Presbyteries in the

szIbidn, pt 12.
531bid.
S41bid., p. 21.
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Presbyterian Church in Canada.S35

Whereas the Presbytery was the "unit" in the Presby-
terian form of church government, the General Assembly was
the supreme court of the church. Inasmuch as the members
of the General Assembly were selected by the Presbyteries,
the respective members of which were chosen by the people,
the General Assembly was representative of all the churches
and all the people of the denomination. The General Assembly
et annually under the chairmanship of a Moderator, who was
noxmally chosen from the roll of active pastors, and held
office for 2 term of one year.S56

Somevwhere betwesn the Presbytery and the General Assem-
bly, stood the Synod. The power of Synod was limited. Its
function was:

to adjust the bounds of Presbyteries within its own

limits; to take the oversight of Presbyteries; to

review thelr records; to consider references and to

give advice and instruction when deemed necessary; to

judge and dispose of complaints and appeals; to dis-

pose of overtures; to grant to Presbyteries to take

students on public trial for license; to receive

reports of Presbyteries and to consider all matters

connected therewith; and to attend to all matters

assigned to it by the General Assembly.37

Congtituted by Presbyteries, there were eight Synods in the

55gilcox, op. cit., p. 148.

S6Rules and Forms of Procedure, Presbyterian Church in
Canada, p. 28.

$71bid., pp. 24,25.
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Presbyterian Church when organic union was consummated.58

In many respects Methodist polity corresponded rather
closely with Presbyterian polity. Corresponding to the
Presbyterian Presbytery, was the Methodist District Meeting.
Corresponding to the Presbyterian Synod, the Methodist
Church had an Annual Conference. And corresponding to the
Presbyterian General Assembly, the Methodist Church had its
General Conference.

Methodist polity, although it was of the Presbyterian
type, in some respects differed markedly from that of the
Presbyterians. In contrast to the Presbyterian Church in
Canada, which was an unincorporated,; voluntary society,%?
the Methodist Church, Canada was incorporated by an act of
the Canadian Parliament.6?

Another contrast manifests itself when one considers
the unit of authority in the respective churches. The unit
of authority in the Presbyterian form of government was the
Presbytery. In Methodism, on the other hand, the unit of
authority was at the top of the organizational ladder,

namely, the General Conference.®!

58silcox, op. cit., p. 148.
59gcott, op. cit., p. 13.

60Gershom W, Mason, The Legislative Struggle for Church
Union (Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1956), p. 7.

61The Doctrine and Discipline of the Methodist Church
Canada, p. 50.
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Yet another significant contrast was resident in the
function and authoritv of the corresponding courts known as
the Presbyterian Synod and the Methodist Annual Conference.
Whereas the Presbyterian Synod had rather limited authority,
the Methodist Annual Conference had absolute control over
pastors and pastorates through its stationing committee.62
The stationing committee sent ministers to congregations or
circuits for a definite perliocd of time. Congregations and
clrcuits had, for all practical purposes,; no voice in the
choice and tenure of ministers.®3

At the bottom of the Methodist organizational ladder
stood the local congregation cr society. Local property
was held by a local board of trustees.®" Normally a number
of congregations or societies comprised a circuit. Although
general supervision of the temporal and spiritual affairs of
the circuit were entrusted to an executive body called the
quarterly official board, which decided practically every-
thiﬁg,55 theoretically the minister or superintendent of
the circuit held the power, inasmuch as the majority of the
board members were nominated by him.

A number cf circuits constituted a district. The

62Ibid., p. 74.
63Ibid., pp. 83-87.
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° ®351bid., pp. 123-130,
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Methodist District Meeting corresponded to the Presbyterian
Presbytery, although it had considerably less power and
authority. The functions of the District Meeting were con-
fined largely to the gathering of statistics and the
selection of representatives to the Annual Conference.®®
At the consummation of union in 1925, there were 141 Dis-
trict Meetings and twelve Annual Conferences in the Method-
ist scheme of organization.®7

The Annual Conference was the next higher court in the
Methodist organization. Inasmuch as it controlled pastors
and pastorates through its stationing committee, the
Annual Conference was a body of considerable influence and
authority .58

At the top of the Methodist organizational ladder
stood the General Conference, which met every four years.
This was the supreme legislative body of the church, and
the General Superintendent who presided over it, was the
chief executive.®? The General Conference had “full power
to make rules and requlations for the Church" under the

following limitations. It did not have authority to

661pid., pp. 111,112,
67gilcox, op. cit., p. 148.

68supra, p. 99.

69The Doctrine and Discipline of The Methodist Church
Canada, p. 350.
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establish new standards or rules or doctrine contrary to
the existing standards of doctrine. It did not have authoxr-
ity to revoke, alter or change any article of religion. It
did not have authority to destroy the plan of the itinerant
system. When the General Conference desired to make changes
in the general rules of the church, it could do so only by a
three=-fourths majority vote.’? The General Superintendent
held office for a term of eight years and was eligible for
re-election. He was the chief executive of the church and
presided over sessions of the General Conference as well as
all its staending committees, courts and boards. It was his
duty to see to it that resolutions of the General Conference
were carried out, and he was responsible for the conduct of
his office to the General Conference.’!

The Congregationalists prided themselves on their
independence. The unit of Congregationalism was the local
congregation, which was a law unto itself. Neither civil
nor ecclesiastical authority or dignity was allowed to
exercise control or power over the local congregation.?2
Progressing up the ladder of organization, the Congregation-

alists had Associations and a Union, which corresponded to

701pid.
711bid., pp. 52,53.

727he Canadian Congregational Yearbook, 1906-1907,
Thirty-Fourth Annual Vogume (Toronto: Congregational Pub-
iTshing Company, 1906), pP. 22.
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the Presbyterian Synod and the Methedist Annual Confexence,
and the Presbyterian General Asszmbly and the Methodist
General Conference respectively. The Congregational Asso-
ciations and the Uniocn were not legislative bodies however,
but existed primarily for the purpose of fellowship. The
Association was constituted by a number of congregations,
held together soclely by the bond of fellowship. The Union
was constituted by delegates of the various Associations,
and was presided over by a chairman or a president.?3 1In
some instances the Congregationalists chose to speak through
the Union, but unlike the Presbyterian General Assembly and
the Methodist General Conference it had no legislative or
judicial power.

Having completed its study of the various forms by
which the negotiating churches governed themselves, and
become aware of both the prevailing similarities and
differences in the respective forms of government, the sub-
committee on Polity endeavored te incorporate into the Basis
of Union the good things from each system.?* It is to be
remembered that the subcommittee did not attempt to lay down
all the specific details by which the proposed United Church
of Canada and all its agencies should govern themselves,

Rather, it attempted to set forth only the basic principles

731bid., p. 23.

74pasis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 6.
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of government and left it to the proposed church to work
out the details.” It did not, for example, attempt to set
forth fixed principles of polity for the local congregation.
The Congregationalists, so jealous of their independence,
Probably would not have consented to thig, had the subcom-
mittee attempted to do so. The final result was that sach
congregation of the proposed United Church of Canada was
given the privilege of retaining that type of government to
which it had become accustomed.’® For this reason, varying
types of local polity were in effect after The United Chuxch
of Canada came into being.

In setting forth the basic govermmental organization
of the proposed church, the subcommittee designated the
pastoral charge, which might consist of one or more local
congregations, as the basic unit of organization.?? Pro-
ceeding from there, it took over names from the existing
polities of the three negotiating churches, and designated
the higher courts of the proposed chuxch to be the Presby-
tery, the Conference, and the General Council respectively.’®
The proposed Presbytery was taken over from the Presbyterian

system; and was similar to its Presbytery, the Methodist

781bid., pp. 6-11.
761hid,
77Ibid., Pe 7o

781bid.
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District Meeting, and the Congregational Association.
Generally, the function of the proposed Presbytery was to
supervise pastoral charges, supervise ministerial education,
and license, install and supervise ministers in its assigned
area.’? The Conference was taken over from the Methodist
system, and corresponded te the Annual Conference, and the
Presbyterian Synod. The Conference was to be a territorial
court, consisting of an equal number of ministers and lay-
men, and was to exercise authority over the ministry in the
matter of admission and discipline.®? fThe General Council
in turn, was contributed by the Congregationalists, and cor-
responded to the highest courts of the three negotiating
churches, namely, the Presbyterian General Assembly, the
Methodist General Conference, and the Congregational Union.
The General Council was to have oversight of the Conferences.
legislate on matters relative to doctrine, worship, member-
ship and government of the church. It was to legislate also
on matters relative to property. determine mission policy,
have charge of the church's colleges, and appoint committees
and officers for the various departments of the church's
work.8! The General Council was to be presided over by a

Moderator,

79Ibid., pp. 9.10.
801pid,., p. 10.
811pid., pp. 10,11.
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A third issue confronting the Joint Committee in its
task of preparing a Basis of Union was that of administra-
tion, The subcommittee on Administration had to concern
itself with the adjustments that would necessarily have to
be made in such arecas as minister's salaries and pension
funds, foreign mission work, publications, educational
institutions, auxiliary organizations, in short, all those
matters pertaining to the various means, methods, boards,
agencies and oxganizations through which the work of the
negotiating churches was carried on. The subcommittee made
a detailed study of all these matters and concluded that in
most cases the necessary adjustments could be made with
little or no difficulty. The problem of pensions and sala-
ries was not entirely resolved and was left for the proposed

church to struggle with.
Problems

One of the major problems confronting the Joint

Committee in its task of preparing the Basis of Union re-

volved around the office of the Ministry.82 A subcommittee

was appointed to give special consideration to this matter.

82por a detailed study related to this problem, see
John T. McNeill, A Statement Concerning Ordination to the
Ministry in the Presbyterian Church in Canada, The Methodist
Church iciﬁhﬁET, The Ccongregational Churches of Canada, and
The United Church of Canada (N.p., Prepared and Issued by
Order of The General Council of The United Church of Canada,
1926) .
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926
Two questions regarding the ministry caused considerable
disagreement. One question concerned itself with the matter
of placement of ministers; the other concerned itself with
the matter of a minister's relation to the doctrines of the
church.

The problem of placement arose out of the fact that
there was considerable divergence of method in the negoti-~
ating churches. The Methodists placed their ministers
through a stationing committee, which determined the loca-
tion, salary and tenure of the minister. The Presbyterians
and Congregationalists placed their minilsters by means of a
call system. Each congregation had the right, a right which
it dearly cherished, to call its own minister and make with
him its own arrangements as to tenure and salary. The Meth-
odists were strenuously opposed to the call system. They
felt that it left a minister altogether at the merxcy of a
congregation. The Presbyterians and Congregationalists were
equally opposed to the Methodist system of placement. They
felt that it was an undemocratic and dictatorial procedure.®3
Both sides were adamant. The Presbyterians and the Congre-
gationalists were not inclined to yield the call system and
the Methodists were determined to retain the stationing

committee.

83yalsh, op. cit., p. 294.
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Faced with this problem, the subcommittee attempted to
synthesize the two systems and finally agreed on a procedure
whereby the individual pastoral charge would have the right
to choose its own ministers by calling, but the right of
appointment to the charge resided in a settlement committee,
which was to "comply as far as possible with the expressed
wishes of ministers and pastoral charges."8%

The problem of the minister's relation to the doctrines
of the church was precipitated largely by the Congragation-
alists' strenuous objection to creedal subscription. However,
they alone were not responsible for the problem, inasmuch as
varyving points of view were also presented by the other two
churches.

All three negotiating churches were accustomed to
exzmining their candidates for the ministry. These examin-
ations had varying emphases however. The Presbyterians laid
a great deal of emphasis on an “"cath of fealty to the doc-
trines and courts of the church."®S In relation to doctrine,
Presbyterian candidates for ordination were reguired to glve
an affirmative answer to the feollowing guaestions:

1. Do you believe the Scriptures cf the 01ld and New

Testament to be the Word of God and the only in-
fallible rule of faith and manners?

84Rasis of Union of The United Church of Canada, o. 12.

85walsh, op. cit., p. 293.
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2. Do you bhelieve the Westuninster Confeszion of Faith,
as adopted hy this Church in the Basis of Union, to
be founded on and agreeable to the Woxd of God, and
in your teaching do yvou promise faithfully to adhere
thereto?86
The Methodist examination of candidates for the minis-~
try confined itself largely to the candidate‘s personal
habits, his religious experience and 1ife, and his personal
conviction as to his choice of vocation.®7
The Congregational examination inguired into the
theological convictions and religious experiences of the
candidates, but rvefrained from requiring his subscription
to any specific body of doctrine or belief. TFrom the very
outset of deliberations in the Joint Committee, the Congre-
gationalists “called for a simpler summary of Christian
doctrine with greater emphasis on Christian experience and
conduct.®® wWith regard to a minister's relation to the
doctrines of the church, the Congregationalists presented
the following statement:
in the matter of ordination to the Chuxch's ministry,
we consider that it will best safeguard the intellec-
tual integrity of ministers, and at the same time
preserve the Church from formalism, if at the ordi-
nation of candidatass to the ministry they shall not be

compelled to give an absolute subscription to a creed,
but, having before them the Doctrinal Statement of the

86Rules and Forms of Procedure, Preshbyterian Church in
Canada, p. 78, ' -

87che Doctrine and Discipline of The Methodist Church,
Canada, pp. 107,108.

88pidgeon, op. cit., p. 39,
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Church may frankly and in their own language indicate

their relation thereto., It shall then remain with the

ordaining body to decide as to the acceptance of a

candidate, great importance alwaves being attached to

his genexal spirit and character.8?

The problem relating to the Ministry was finally re-
solved as outlined in the Bagis of Union. The examining
and ordaining body, being the Conference, must satisfy it-
self that the candidate is in "essential agreement"” with
the doctrines of the church, and accepts these doctrines as
being "in substance agreeable to the teaching of the Holy
Scripture.®” The examining body must also satisfy itself as
to the candidate's personal character and his general fit-
ness for the work and office of the ministry. Having
satisfied the Conference as to these things, the candidate-
is then eligible for ordinaticn, at which time he gives

answer to the following gquestions:

1. Do you believe yourself to be a child of God,
through faith in our Loxrd Jesus Christ?

2. Do you believe yourseli to be calied of God to the
office of the Christian ministry, and your chief
motives to be zeal for the glory of God, love for
the Lord Jesus Christ, and desire for the salvation
of man?

3, Are you persuaded that the Holy Scriptures contain
sufficiently all doctrines reguired for eternal
salvation in our Lord Jesus Christ, and are you
resolved out of the said Scriptures to instruct the
people committed to your charge, and to teach
nothing which is not agreeable thereto???

891pid., p. 40.
90pagis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 14.
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A lesser problem concerned itself with the name to be

glven to the proposed new church. The gquestion as to what
the proposed church should be called was not given serious
consideration until the f£fifth meeting of the Joint Committee.
At thet meeting the issve of ncmenclature was rzised, and a
motion was made that the name of the proposed new church
should be ®The United Churxch of Canada."®%! After scme de-
bate an amendment was moved, tc which another amendment,
calling for general suggestions was moved and carried. A
nunber of suggested nameeg came to the Joint Committee, among
them the nawme finally choseﬂ. The latter received the most
favorable reception whenever the guestion of a name was dis-
cussed. Eventually it was officially chosen by the Joint

Committee when it revised the Basis of Union for the last

time., Dr. &. D. Chown makes the following cbservation rel-
ative to the cholce of the name "The United Church of
Canada®;

The name United Church of Canada was chosen for at
least three reasons.

First: the difficulty of framing a composite word of
an euphconicus character which would combine and do
justice to the former names of the uniting Churches.

The present name was also chosen because it expressed
the fact of union between the Presbyterian, Methodist
and Congregational Churches in Canada, and because it
calls attention to the policy of The United Church "to
foster the spirit of unity in the hope that this

91gilcox, op. cit., p. 164.
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sentiment may in due time, so far as Canada is

concerned, take shape in a Church which may fittingly
be described as national."??

A problem of major proportions confronting the Joint
Committee in its task of preparing the Basis of Union was

the problem of law. Related to this problem were z2ll the

iegal aspecte of union. A discussion of this problem will

be undertaken in a later chapter entitled "Securing Enabling

Legisiation.”

92 Chown!, W opk tciithlMpie 1555
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CHAPTER V
REACTION OF THE UNITING CHURCHES

At its fifth meeting, held December 9~11, 1908, the
Joint Union Committee, having arrived at what it considered

an acceptable Basis of Union, adopted the following resol-

ution:

This Joint Committee on Chuxch Union, representing the
Presbyterian, Methodist and Congregational Churches,

in closing their fifth conference, desire to acknowledge
with humble gratitude the goodness of God manifested in
all their meetings.

In the brotherly spirit of their deliberations, in the
harmony of their decisions, in the solution of many
difficulties presented to them, they recognize the
guidance of the Divine Spirit, and they submit the re-
sults of their conference to the Churches represented
by them,

They believe that the conclusions to which they have
been led in regard to the important interest considered
by them show that the organic union of the negotiating
Churches is practicable. They assume that ample oppor-
tunity will be given, not only to the courts, but also
to the general membership of the various Churches, to
consider the results of their conferences, and they
expect that the more fully these are considered the
more generally will they be improved.

The Joint Committee would have been glad to welcome to
their conference representatives of other Christian
communions, and, although this widening of the confer-
ence has not yet been found practicable, they hope that,
in the event of a union of the negotiating Churches, a
still more comprehensive union may in the future be re-
alized.

The Joint Committee regard their work as now substan-
tially completed. They commit it to the Great Head of
the Church for His blessing, and to those portions of
His Church which they represent, with confident hope
of their approval. :
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Let Thy work appear unto Thy servants and Thy gloxy
unto their children. Let the beauty of the Lord our
God be upon us; and establish Thou the work of our
hands upon ua; yea, the work of our hands establish
Thou it.}

Herewith the Joint Union Committee transmitted its proposed

Basis of Union for consideration and reaction of the three

churches negotiating organic union. Two of the churches
reacted favorably, almest immediately, but in the third
there was to be prolonged and bitter debate of almost two
decades duration, before organic union of the three churches

was officially consummated.
Congregational Reaction

When the Joint Union Committee began its negotiations
in 1904, the Congregationalists were moving in the direction
of a union within their own family. By the time the Joint
Committee was prepared to submit its proposed Basis of
Union to the churches, that union had been consummated. 1In
1906, the Congregational Unions of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, Ontario and Quebec, respectively, amalgamated to
form the Congregational Union of Canada.

Inasmuch as the Congregationalists were rather desirous

lpagis of Union of the United Church of Canada as Pre-
pared by The Joint Committee on Church Union and Approved
by the Presbyterian Church in Canada, The General Conference
of The Methodist Church, The Congregational Union of Canada,
also A Prief Historical Statement (Toronto: The Joint Com-
mittee on Church Union, November, 1924), pp. 22,23.
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of consummating an even wider union, having decided already
in 1904 that "organic union is both desirable and practi-
cable,” they were guick to register a favorable reaction to

the proposed Basis of Union. At its annual meeting in 1909

the Congregational Union of Canada formally received the
Proposed Basis of Union, briefly discussed it, and adopted
the following recommendation:

The Congregational Union at its annuval meeting in 19204

decided "that organic union is both desirable and

practicable.” It now remains to decide whether organic
union on the basis prepared by the Joint Committee is
desirable and practicable. As this must be determined
in the Congregational way by the votes of the churches,
your Committee would recommend that the documents
agreed upon by the Joint Committee, along with this
report, be sent to the churches for consideration.?

The Congregational Union was not a supreme court of
the church. In view of this, it could not pronounce for or
against union on the proposed basis, without first canvas-
eing the Congregational membership. It therefore ordered
that a vote relative to union on the proposed basis be taken
among the members of the various churches, the results of
which were to be reported at the next annual meeting of the
Union. The vote, cast on the basis of the following ques-
tions, was taken in the early part of 1910, and reported to
the annual meeting of the Union in that same year.

1. Are you in favor of the Canadian Congregational
churches entering into the proposed Union on the

27he Canadian Congregational Yearbook, 1909-1910,
Thirty-seventh Annual VO ume (Toronto: Congregational Pub-
iishing Company, 1909), pp. 43,44.
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Basis of Union drafted by the Joint Committee?

2. If the proposed basgis is not satisfactory, what
changes do you sugqest?

According to the figures which appear in the histor-
ical statement prepared by direction of the Joint Union
Committee, the results of the vote in Congregational chur-
ches was as follows: of a total of 10,689 members, 3,746
or approximately 35 percent voted on the question. Of
those who voted, 2,933, or approximately 78 percent voted in
the affirmative, and 813, or approximately 22 percent voted
negative."

What one Canadian church historian has called "an over-
whelming approval,”’ was xreally not such an overwhelming |
approval at all, inasmuch as only slightly better than
twenty-eight percent of the Congregational membership spoke
for union on the proposed basis. Be that as it may, the
Congregational Union of Canada, after receiving the results
of the vote at its 1910 meeting, carried the following res-
olution:

That this Union considexrs the action it has already

taken as sufficient and will now wait until the other
negotiating bodies have had an opportunity of testing

3Ibid., p. 44.
YBasis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 24.

SH, H. Walsh, The Christian Church in Canada (Torento:
The Ryerson Press, 1956), p. 294.




106

to a corresponding degree the feeling of their
constituencies,®

At the same time the Congregaticnal Union also reappointed
its Committee on Church Union, and directed the appointment
of a spacial subcommittee "to investigate all the legal and
administrative interests involved in the proposed Union
both as to individual churxches and societies."?

As far as the Congregationalists were now concerned,
they were prepared to take whatever steps were yet necessary
to consummate organic union. From this point on they waited
patiently for the other two churches to make their decisions.
The Methodist decision was not long in coming, but the Pres-
byterian decision was to come only after prolonged and
bitter controversy.

Meanwhile, the Congregationalists continued to exercise
patience and to extend their willing co-operation. 1In 1914
at the invitation of the Presbyterian General Assembly®
their Committee on Church Union met with the corresponding
conmittees of the Presbyterian and Methodist churches to

discuss

6congregational Churches of Canada, Yearbook, 1910-1911,
p. 32-

7Ibid.

8acts and Proceedings of the Fortieth General Assembly
of The Presbyterian Churgﬁ in Canada, June 3-10, 1914

{Toronto: Murray Printing Co., 1913), p. 41,
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1. The proposed changes in the Basis of Union suggested
by the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church.

2. The changes suggested by the denominational Commit~
tees on Chuxrch Unicn.

3. The name to he given to the United Church and the
names to be given to the courts and officials of the
United Church.

4, The legal aspects of the whole guestion of Church
Union,.

5. Other matters preparatory to the final recommend-
ation regarding Church Union tc be presented to the
proper courts of the negotiating Churches.®

During the course of the above-mentioned meeting, the

Joint Committee amended the proposed Basis of Union. At

the annual meeting of the Congregational Union the follow-
ing year, the Committee on Church Union reported in favor of
the amended basis, expressed its gratitude over the fact
that union negotiations had advanced yet ancther stage, and
ventured the hope that there would be no unnecessary delay
in consummating organic union.

During the next five years the Congregational Union
took no significant action on unicn, other than to express
its continued willingness to exercise patience, tc continue
its policy of co-operation, and to hold "itself in readiness
to take all constitutional and legel steps necessary"!? when

these should be called for. Subseguent to the action of the

°Basis of Union of the United Church of Canada, p. 25.

10congregational Churches of Canada, Yearbook, 1916-1917,
Pt 22-
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Presbyterian General Assembly of 1921!! the Congregational
Union expressed its joy over that action, and instructed
the Committee on Church Union to "take such united action
as may be necessary to bring the corporate union of the
three denominations into effect.”!?

The Committee on Church Union carried out this direct-
ive and gave its report at the next meeting of the Union.
Subsequent to this meeting, the documents prepared by the
Joint Committee, which were required for legislation in the
Deminion and Provincial Legislatures, were submitted for
approval of the various Congregational societies and con-
gregations. The foxmer gave their unanimous approval and
the latter approved by an "overwhelming majority." At its
1923 meeting, the Congregational Union approved the proposed
legislation, and appointed its Committee with power to act
in conjunction with the committees of the sister churches in
"procuring such Legislation and taking all such action as
should be necessary to consummate the union in the United
Church of Canada."!® At this time the Union also elected

its representatives to the first General Council of The

United Churcn of Canada.

1infra, p. 131.

12congregational Churches of Canada, Yearbook, 1921-1922,
p. 26- 5

131hid., 1923, pp. 16,17,
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Methodist Reaction

The Methodists were almost as expeditious in approving
the proposed Basis of Union as were the Congregaticnalists.
Although there was a bedy of opposition within its ranks,
the Methodist Church registered official approval at its
first General Conference subsequent to complaticn of the
proposed Basis of Union in 1908.

Inasmuch as the General Conference of the Methodist
Church met only at four-year intervals, and would next meet
in 1910, the Joint Committee, in submitting the basis for
consideration by the Churches, recommended that no official
action be taken in the matter until all three bodies could
act more or less simultaneously in 1910.1%

When the proposed Basis of Union came before the
General Conference in 1910, the Conference declared “its
approval of these docunments agreed upon by the Joint Commit-
tee as a basis upon which the Presbyterian, Methodist, and
Congregational Churches may unite."!5 An attempt by the
opposition block to have the above-mentioned documents “cor-
dially received®™ rather than approved, was defeated, and the

original resolution passed with a substantial majority.

1%Basis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 23.

15Journal of Proceedings of The Eighth General Confer-
ence of The Methodist Church, Canada, August 14-31, 1910
{Toronto: William Briggs, 1910), p. 330.
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In contrast to the opposition block in the Presbyterian
Church,?® the Methodist opposition, though vigorous and
determined, recognized the decision as the voice of the
church, and deemed it its Christian duty to abide by that
decision. From this point on "the Methodist Church was a
unit, . ., . and throughout the long years of delay and dis=-
appointment kept the faith in the possgibility of church
union,"17

At the same time as the General Conference approved

the proposed Basis of Union, it directed its Special Com-

nittee to send the proposed basis to the District Meetings
for congideration, and to the Annual Conferences for con-
sideration and adoption or rejection. It further directed
that "if the reports from the Annual Conferences warrxant
such action, to send the documents of the Basis of Union to
the Official Boards and membership of the Church for con-
gideration and adoption or rejection."!® In this same
connection, the General Conference alsc authorized the
Special Committee "to call a special meeting of the General
Conference further to consider the matter of consummating

the proposed union," provided that the "result of the vote

l6Chapters V and VI, Passim.

17c, E. Silcox, Church Union in Canada, its Causes and
Consequences (New York: Institutes o! Social and Religious

Research, 1933), p. 188.

18Methodist Church, Canada, Proceedings, 1910, p. 330.
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would warxant the action."1?

The first of these directives was carried out in 1911,
with the result that eleven of the twelve Annual Conferences
voted in the affirmative and one in the negative. Membership-
wise, the vote was 1,579 for and 270 against. Thexeupon the
Special Committee discharged its duty in relation to the
second directive and submitted the whole matter to the Offi-
cial Boards and the membership of the church. The vote by
officials and members of the church was cast in 1912 on the
guestion: "Are you in favor of organic union of the three
Churches on the Basis propesed by the Joint Committee?"20

The vote resulted as shown by the following table.

TABLE 2
RESULTS OF METHODIST VOTE ON UNION

Total Number
of Officiale Voting For Voting Against WNot Voting

29,820 23,475 3,869 2,476

Total Number of Members
Eighteen Years and Over

293,967 150,841 24,357 118,769

Total Number of Members
Under Eighteen Years

29,373 17,198 2,615 5,560

197534,

208agis of Union of The United Chuxch of Canada, p. 24.
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Inasmuch as eleven out of twelve Annual Conferences,
and of those individuals exercising their franchise, eighty-
five percent of officials, eighty-five percent of members
eighteen years of age and over, and eighty-six percent of
members under eighteen years of age, voted in the affirma-
tive, the consensus among Methodists was, that the church
had spoken overwhelmingly in favor of union on the proposed
basig. Conseguently, the Methodist Church did not deem it
necessary to take a further vote, and from 1912 on, the
General Conference of the Methodist Church was fully pre-
pared to consummate organic union with the Presbyterian and
Congregational churches on the basis prepared by the Joint
Committee. On July 16, 1912, the General Conference Special
Committee declared itself "satisfied that the Methodist
Church is now prepared to proceed toward the Union of the
three negotiating Churches on the Basis of Union heretofore
agreed upon."?2!

At the invitation of the Presbyterian General Assembly,22?
the General Conference in 1914 reappointed its Church Union
Committee, which met later that year with the corresponding
committees of the Presbyterian and Congregational churches.
In 1918 the General Conference received the report relative

to that meeting and confirmed the action taken at that time.

211pid,

22pyesbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1914, p. 41.
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Meanwhile, some of the Methodists were becoming some-
what impatient with the whole union endeavor. The seeming
inability of the Presbyterians to commit themselves to
definite action, in spite of the fact that the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church had endorsed the pro-

posed Basis of Union, was disturbing. The West, which more

or less led the way in union, was becoming particularly im-
patient. The General Conference of 1912 considered the
following memorial from the Saskatchewan Conference of the
Methodist Churchs:

That whereas negotiations for union have now been going
on for fifteen years; and whereas the local union move-
ment is spreading rapidly, and we believe that the
Church should lead rather than be led; and whereas the
Methodist Church is really the Union Church, ever con-
sistently standing for union, and therefore should
claim the place of leadership:

We therefore recommend (1) that the General Conference
notify the Presbyterian Church that, believing that the
time is more than ripe to recognize the demand for
union, it is our intention in June, 1920, to adopt the
Basis of Union, inviting all existing Union churches
and any other evangelical bodies wishing to join with
us in organizing The United Church of Canada, and
calling the General Council of that Church to meet at
that date; and (2) that the General Conference should
suggest very earnestly to the Presbyterian Church that
the acute situation, especially in the West, and the
swift movements going on, call for a reconsideration of
the policy adopted by that Church.23

The "policy" referred to in the latter part of this

memorial was adopted by the Presbyterian General Assembly

23pMethodist Church, Canada, Proceedings, 1918, p. 299.
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in 1917,2% and called for a "truce" in negotiations, in
view of the fact that the country was at war, and that the
pPrevious Assembly had agreed to take no further action anent
organic union until the second Assembly after the conclusion
of that War. The Methodists xesponsible for the memorial
were undoubtedly motivated on the one hand by a genuine
desire to consummate the union, particularly in view of the
fact that in the West, many union churches had been estab-~
lished in anticipation of the Union. On the other hand,
they were motivated by a desire to force the unionists in
the Presbyterian Church to override the cpposition. Patience
and wise counsel prevailed however, and the CGeneral Confer-
ence passed the following resclution:

The General Conference does not deem it fitting to

suggest to the Presbyterian Church a reconsideration

of the policy adopted by that Church; but while rec-

ognizing the acute situation resulting from the long

delay, the General Conference would counsel patience,

a wise and Christian endeavor to meet pressing local

situations by co-operation, a cordial spirit towards

- those local Methodist and Presbyterian congregations

that have with good intent anticipated the consumma-

tion of organic union, and always a loyal devotion to

the work of Christ committed to our Church.?2

The General Conference did not meet again until
October, 1922, At that time the Conference approved the
proposed draft of legislation prepared and submitted by the

Joint Committee, and appointed a Committee of Forty to act

2bpresbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1917, p. 53.

25Methodist Church, Canada, Proceedings, 1918, p. 299.
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on behalf of the Methodist Church "to procure the enactment
of the szaid proposed Acts of the Parliament of Canada and
the Legisglatures of the Provinces of Canada."2® The
Committee of Forty was also authorized to

consider and deal with any proposals made by or on
behalf of any of the negotiating Churches or any Com-
nittee thereof, or otherwise, with respect to the said
legislation, to make or concur in any changes or
amendments to the said proposed Acts that they in
their discretion may deem advisable in order to carry
into effect the provisions of the Basis of Union and
the general principles contained in the said proposed
Acts; and with the representatives of the other nego-
tiating Churches, toc settle and determine the final
form of any such legislation, and generally to do all
such acts and things as the said Committee may deem
expedient to procure whatever legislation may in their
opinion be necessary or requisite to effectuate and
consumnate the said Union, pursuant to the provisions
of the Basis of Union and the principles contained in
the sald proposed Acts,?”

At this time the General Conference also elected seventy-
five ministers and seventy-five laymen as members of the

first General Council of The United Church of Canada.
Presbyterian Reaction

Subsequent to the 1912 declaration of the Methodist
General Conference Special Committee,?® the story of the
union movement is largely a record of proceedings in the

Presbyterian Church in Canada. Even though the General

261pid., 1922, p. 95.
271bid.

28Basis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 24.
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Assembly of 1910 declared its "approval of the documents

agreed uvpon by the Joint Committee as a basis upon which

]
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and Congregational
Churches,”2° at the same time directing that this declar-
ation together with the documents mentioned therein “be

transmitted to Preshyteries for their judgement under the

Barrier act,®?? a long and bitter controversy waged within

. .

the Presbyterian Church before union was consummated fif-
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opposition in the General Assembly. 3y and large
Presbyterians were desirous of a fuller neasure of unity
with other churches, However, there were those in the ranks
of Presbyterianism who feared that union such as was being
pPIopceed and negotiated would encroach upon the freedom and
integrity of their church, and they were steadfastly
"oppcsed to any step by which that freedom and integrity

might be impexilled,”3?

2%presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1910, p. 38.

30rhe Barrier Act is intended to be a barrier against
hasty legislaticon by the General Assembly. It provides that
certain important wmeasures, after approval by the General
Assembly, must also be approved by a majority of the Presby-
teries before becoming effective. When a majority of the
Preshyteries register approval, the next General Assembly
may put that legislation into effect.

3lpphraim Scott, "Church Union" and The Presbﬁterian
Chiuxch in Canada (Montreal: dJonn Lovell & sSon, L ted,

l§2§5’ Pe 47.
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There were those who were surprised and shocked, when

at the 1210 Assembly, the Committee on Church Union con-

cluded its report by moving that the proposed Basis of Union
be approved by the Assembly and sent down to the Presbyter-
ies for their judgement under the Barrier Act. The General
Assembly had received the proposed Basis of Union in 19209,
in conjunction with the report of its Committee on Church
Union. The Joint Committee had recommended that no action
be taken until all three bodies could act more or less si-
multanecusly in 1910, tc which the CGeneral Assembly concurred,
At the same time the General Assembly directed that copies
of the Committee's report, including thé proposed Basis of
Union, be transmitted "to Presbyteries, Sessions and Congre- |
gations, for thelr use, in order that they may be fully
informed as %o the whole gquestion, and be prepared to deal
with it when it comes before them for disposal."32

Many were convinced that the membership should speak
before the matter was put before Presbvteries undexr the
Barrier Act. They were egually convinced that the member-
ship would not approve. Hence, the surprise and shock when
the Committee moved that the whole guestion be submitted to
Presbyteries for thelr judgement. This they regarded as an
attempt to by-pass the will of the people, inasmuch as the

next General Assembly could enact the union without going to

$2pyreshbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1909, é. 39.
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the people, provided that the Presbyteries reacted favorably.

The unionists carried the issue, however, and the
matter was transmitted to the Presbyteries for their con-
sideration and reaction. OFf seventy Presbyteries extant,
sixty-seven registered their reaction. Fifty Presbyteries
votad in the affirmative, and twenty in the negative. A
total of 1,269 individual votes were cast, with 793 regis-
tering approval and 476 registering non-approval,33

In view of the majority of Presbyteries approving union
on the proposed basis, the General Assembly of 13911, acted
in keeping with its provision of 1910, to the effect that

in the event of the return from Presbyteries warranting
further steps being taken in the diraction of uaion,

o

the Assembly of 1911 will proceed to consult Seusions,
and Congregations regarding the whole matter.3%

The vote, cast on the guestion: "Are you in favor of organic
union with the Methodist and Congregational Chuxrches?"

brought the returns shown in the following table.

TABLE 3

RESULTS OF FIRST PRESBYTERIAN VOTE ON UNION

Voting Voting Not
Total number of Elders For Against Voting
9,675 6,245 2,475 955
Total number of Communicants
287,944 106,755 48,278 132,911

338asis of Union of The United Church of Canada, pp. 23,24.

34presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1910, p. 24.
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A second vote, cast on the question: "Do you approve of the

proposed Basis of Union?" brought the following results.

TABLE 4

RESULTS OF PRESBYTERIAN VOTE ON BASIS CF UNION

Voting Voting Not
Total number of Elders For Against  Voting
9,675 5,104 2,192 1,379
Total number of Communicants
287,944 77,993 27,197 182,754

In addition, on the first question, 37,175 adhexents, that
is, individuals who did not hold full-fledged membership,
but had a somewhat loosely~connected relationship with the
church, voted in the affirmative, and 14,174 voted in the
negative. On the second guestion, 27,756 adhexents voted
in the affirmative, and 10,316 voted in the negative.3S

An examination of the results will revsal that better
than ninety percent of the elders reacted to the first ques-
tion, seventy-two percent of which indicated in favor of
union. On the other hand, sixty-fivé percent of the elders
reacted to the second gquestion, seventy percent of which in=-

dicated approval of the proposed Basis of Union;

The reaction by communicant members was considerably
less favorable., Only slightly better than forty-six per-

cent of the communicant membership registered a reaction to

35Basis of Union of The United Church in Canada, p. 24.
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the first question. Of those who did, almost one-third
reacted negatively. With regard to the second guestion,
Just slightly better than thirty-six percent of the member-
ship registered a reaction, and of those who did, less than

sixty-five percent approved the Basis of Union. In the

final analysis, only thirty-seven percent of tha communi-
cant membership approved of union, and twenty-seven percent
approved of the proposed basis. This perhaps best explains
why anti-unionists subsequently claimed that the church had
not spcken decisively. Reflected no doubt; in this vote,
wag the influence of those opposed to organic union. Sub-
sequent to the 1910 decision of the General Assembly, to
send the guestion down to Presbyteries under the Barrier
Act, there emerged a loosely-knit organization called "The
Presbyterian Associaticn for the Federation of the Churches
of the Protestant Dencominations.” BAs the name indicates,
this oxganization pressed the idea of "federation” as a sol-
ution to the problems confronting the churches in their task
of meeting the needs of an ever-receding frontier. This
organization evidently was the nucleus of the opposition
when the vote was taken,3€

In 1912, the General Assembly heard its Committee on
Chuzch Union recommend that the Assembly reaffirm the ideal

of organic union and continue to press for the fulfillment

%6siicox, op. cit., p. 1920,
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of that ideal. However, the Assembly did not fail to take
recognition of the fact that a rather substantial minority
had voted both against union and the proposed basis. Con-
sequently, the Assembly resolved that
In view of the extent of the minority, which is not
yet convinced that organic union is the best method
of expressing the unity sincerely desired by all, the
Assembly deems it unwise immediately to proceed to
consummate the union, but believes thet by further

conference and discussion practically unanimousg action
can be secured within a reasonable time.37

At the same time the General Assembly also directed that
any suggestions in relation to the union question be referred
to the Conmittee on Church Unicon "for their consideration in
the hope of removing objections and with a view to further
conference with the Committees of the other negotiating
churches,"38

For the time being, the merger movement was halted.
The weeks and months following the 1912 General Assembly
vere comparatively peaceful for the Presbyterian family.
The action of 1912 had made it clear that the unionists
still hoped for "practically unanimous action.” The anti-
unionists relied on the sentiments of 1905 and 1912 to the
effect that a decision to consummate union should carry “the
consent of the entire membership,” and toock courage from the

results of the vote which indicated they held a substantial

37pregbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1912, p. 45.

381bid., p. 46.
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body of strength. Moreover, they were confident their
strength was increasing.3?
However, the General Assembly of 1913 shattered the
peace, and gave rise to a highly organized opposition. 1In
that year the Assembly resolved that

for the fullest and fairest consideration of every
aspect of the question further amendments to the
Present Basis of Union and alternative proposals be
invited and referred to its Union Committee, in order
that after considering them it may again enter into
conference with the Committees of the other negoti-
ating churches, with the view of setting before our
peoplie a final presentation of the guestion for their
judgement, in the hope that union may be consummated
with no unnecessary delay."?

During that Assembly, a vigorous and detemined oppo~
sition was organized. Dr. Ephraim Scott, a staunch member
of the opposition, reports as follows:

During the debate a member of Assembly asked another
aside and said, "They are determined to drive this

thing forward. Something must be done to save the
Church. We must call a meeting and organize. Which
will you do, find a place to meet or call the meeting?"
"I'11 find a place to meet,” was the response. "All
right, I'11l call the meeting.”

Nearing six o'clock that afternoon, when the vote of
Assembly to press forward to "union" was announced, a
call was at once given,=--"Will all who wish te¢ continue
the Presbyterian Church meet at seven o'clock this ave-
ning in the hall of St. Andrew's Church, King Street
West. "

At seven they met, some thirty or forty. After the
thronged Assembly and Congress in Massey Hall they

3%95cott, op. cit., p. 52.

40presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1913,
Appendices, p. 302. :
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seemed but few. To human eye the future was not rich
in prospect cor promise. But they knew they were right,
and with quiet purpose and trust they organized to do
what the Assembly had been chosen and pledged to do,
"maintain and defend” the Presbyterian Churech, a trust
which a majority in that Assembly had betrayed. This
was the first nation-wide orxganization for that pur-
pese, and in a few weeks=-"The General Committee of the
OCrganization for the Preservation and Continuance of
the Presbyterian Church in Canada"--numbered over one
hundred and seventy ministers, and more than five hun-
dred leading laymen, elders and others, some seven
hundred in a2ll, representing every considerable com-
runity from Atlantic to Pacific."

From this point on the opposition was “organized on a

nation-~wide basis.®” Shortly thereafter “The Women's League®

was orxganized in Montreal, with essentially the same pur-

pose,

namely to "preserve" the Presbyterian Church in Canada.

The League wholeheartedly endorsed the Organization for the

Preservation and Continuance of the Presbyterian Church in

Canada, and pledged its co-operaticn. Three years later, a

new organization called the "Presbyterian Church Assocciation”

was formed in Torontc.*? This organization waged a deter-

mined fight for the preservation of the Presbyterian Church

in Canada for the duration of negotiations, including the

Bill
cial

before the Dominion Parliament and some of the Provin-

Legislatures.

The action taken by the Genezal Assembly in 1914, and

the subsequent meeting of the Joint Committee has already

"lscott, CPe cit.., PPe 52,53.
“zIbiﬁoi Pn 56‘
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been referred to."? It is, however, noteworthy that between
regular sessions of that Assembly those opposed to union
held separate meetings in a neighboring hall. One man who
attended those meetings testifies that they "were largely
attended and were marked by purpose, confidence and enthus-
iasm,"%®

In the interval between the 1914 and 1915 meetings of
the General Assembly, the Joint Union Committee of the nego-
tiating churches reviewed and amended the proposed Basis of
Union. Except for the addition of an article on prayer"S
and an Appendix on Law, the amendments were few and relat-
ively insignificant. In 1915 a tense General Assembly
considered the amended basis. By the time the General Assem-
bly convened in 1915, the amended basis had been accepted by
the other negotiating churches, and they were reported
anxious to take whatever action was yet necessary to consum-
mate the union, In addition, the country was at war.
Shortly before the Assembly was to convene, the opposition
broadcast a coast-to-coast appeal, urging the Presbyterians,

in view of the war, to call a halt to negotiations.*® These

“3supra, pp. 106,107.
“uscott' 22. Cit-, p. 54.

“SE, Lloyd Morrow, Church Union in Canada, Its History,
Motives, Doctrine and Government {(Toronto: Thomas Allen,
I9§3,, Pe IZ§Q

46Thomas B, Kilpatrick and Kenneth H. Cousland, Our
Common Faith (Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1928), p. 29.
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factors all combined to gender tremendous interest in the
1915 Assembly of Presbytarians.' The largest Assembly up to
that time considered the amended Basis of Union, approved
it, and directed that the amended basis, together with the
Appendix on Law, be sent down to Presbyteries under the
Barrier Act, The Assembly further directed

That the guestion of Union be submitted to Sessions,
and also to Communicants and Adherents of the Church,
in the following form: "Are you in favor of Union
with the Methodist and Congregational Churches of Can-
ada on the Basis of Union approved by the General
Assenmbly of 1915? Yes. No." The people are reminded
that the decision on this guestion must be reached on
the basis of the votes cast."“”

The results of this vote, shown in the following table,

were reported to the next General Assembly.*?

TABLE 5
RESULTS OF SECOND PRESBYTERIAN VOTE ON UNION

53 Presbyteries
13 Presbyteries
3 Presbyteries
2 Presbyteries
1 Presbytery
4 Presbyteries

76

Approving remit . . .
Disapproving remit. .
Ties » . L] L] - L L] . L]
Irrelevent returns. .
Rejected (Cariboo). .
No returns from . . .

L] L] L] L] . L]
® o 2 a2 & @
L . o L] L L]
L] L] * L] L] L]
® . - L] - -
L . * . - L ]

Pastoral Charges
Sessions Communicants Adherents & Mission Fields

For Against For Against For Against For Against
7,066 3,822 106,534 69,913 36,942 20,004 1,331 494

%7presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1915, p. 43.

%81bid., pp. 36,37.
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The vote of 1915 showed that Presbyteries voted largely
as they had previously. Whereas fifty had registered ap-
Proval in 1912, fifty-three registered approval in 1915.
Among communicants and adherents however, the opposition in-
Creased significantly. The number of communicants registering
approval in 1915 was substantially the same as in 1912, The
number of adherents registering approval in 1915 dropped
8lightly from 1912, However, among communicants registering
non-approval, the copposition increased by more than 20,000
votes. Similarly among adherents registering non-approval
the opposition increased by almost one~-third.%?

The increased opposition notwithstanding, the 1916
General Assembly, by a vote of 406 to 90, resolved

That in accordance with its recommendations this Gen-

eral Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in Canada, do

now resolve to unite with the Methodist Churxrch of Can-

ada, and the Congregational Churches of Canada, to

constitute "The United Church of Canada," on the Basis

of Union, approved by the General Assembly of 1915,

and by the majority of Presbyteries since consulted
under the Barrier Act.

That a Committee be appointed to carry out the policy
of the Assembly, and to act in co-operation with Com-
mittees of the Methodist and Congregational Churches
of Canada, in obtaining the necessary legal advice and
in taking such steps as may be deemed proper to prepare
for making application to the Dominion and Provincial
Legislatures for such legislation as may be necessary
to secure the conveyance of property of the United
Church;

That this Committee report to the first Assembly fol-
lowing the end of the first year after the close of

%91bid., p. 279.
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the War, and that, with the consent and authority of
that Assembly, application be made for the legislation
proposed at the following Session of the Dominion Par~
liament and the Provincial Legislatures.
That provision be made in this legislation to conserve
the property rights of all congregations that may de-
termine by a majority vote of the communicants, not to
enter the United Church,

That the union be consummated as scon after the secur-
ing of legislation as the regular steps can be taken,S?

The General Assembly had thus committed the Presbyter-
ian Church in Canada to organic union with the Methodist
and Congregational churxrches. The Methodists and Congrega-
tionalists were understandably happy to receive the news.
The opposition on the other hand, considered the action
“ruthless,” a ®"breach of faith."5! That autumn the opposi-
tion met in Toronto, and reorganized its defences.®2 In
the interval between this incident and the next meeting of
the General Assembly, the latter was literally besieged with
overtures petitioning the Assembly not to carxy through its
resolution, so that a schism in the church might be averted.

The General Assembly of 1917 took recognition of the
many overtures, and hoping to avert a schism in the church,
called a truce. The Assembly urged that debate and organ-
ized propagandism be discontinued on either side, and

further declared

501pid., p. 57.
slscott' ;?20 Cit-' p. 56.

S2gupra, p. 123.
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That inasmuch as the resolution of the last Asgembly
sets forth that further action will not be taken until
the second Assembly after the close of the War, to se-
cure peace in the meantime, the Assembly urgeg that
controversy on the matter of Organic Union be dropped
by all parties; that no attenpt be made at the present
time to set forth in detail the action appropriate to
a future perioc, but that the Church patiently await
the new light which it may receive by Divine guidance
through the growing experience of the pecple, and the
lessons of the War,S53
For four years there was peace within the Presbyterian
family. During those four years, the General Assembly did
not even hear reports from its Committee on Church Union.
Those opposed to union gained in the confidence that the
chuxch would not be carried into union. Then, the guestion
of union was again raised in the General Rssembly of 1921.
The Assembly expressed the opinion that during the years of
the truce nothing had occurred that should change the mind
of the church, on the contrary, the mind of the church had
been confirmed and strengthened in its previous decision.
The Assembly resolved therefore, to “take such steps as may
be deemed best to consummate organic union . . . as exped-
itiously as possible."3"
A committee was appointed to confer with corresponding
committees of the other two churches, with instructions to
report to the next General Assembly. The committee met in

Joint Committee and in 1922 reported the results to the

S3presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1917, p. 53.

Stibid., 1921, p. 30.
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General Assembly.35 What now remained for the General
Assembly, waz, tc adopt the legal documents that were yet

to be prepared; to inform the mewmbership of its action; to
elect its members to the first General Council of The United
Church of Canada; and, to have its representatives fight the
pending legal battle in the Dominion Parliament and the Pro-
vincial Legislatures. In due course all of these items were
taken care of. The record of this action shall be presented

in the next chapter.

o ———




CHAPTER VI
SECURING ENABLING LEGISLATION

Inasmuch as the three churches negotiating organic
union, had through their respective church courts resolved
to unite with each other to form The United Church of Can-
ada, it was necessary for them to seek and obtain legislation
in both the Dominion Parliament and each of the Provincial
Legislatures. Such legislation was necessary in order that
the Basis of Union approved by each of the negotiating
churches could be put into effect. Dominion legislation
was necessary in order to incorporate, to provide for the
government of the new church, to confer powers of reception
upon it, and to deal specifically with such areas as came
under the legislative control of the Dominion. Provincial
legislation was necessary to confirm Dominion legislation
in each of the Provinces and make provision for the vesting
of general property in each of the Provinces.!

The three churches were of course free to unite, when
and where and with whom they should choose so to do. IE,
however, the three churches wanted to be sure that they

could carry their property with them into union, it was

lgeorge C. Pidgeon, The United Church of Canada, The
Stog§ of The Union (Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1950),
P. 86.
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necessary for them to seek legislation enabling them so to
do. Inasmuch as a good deal of denominational property,
such as colleges, and a vast majority of general property
was held under Dominion charter, it was necessary to seek
Dominion legislation to regularize the transfer of such
Property to the new church. And since practically all of
the local church property of the denominations was held
undex Provincial regulations of one kind or another, proper
provision for the vesting of that property had tc be made
in each of the Provinces.

Ag indicated above, the Congregational Union of Canada
was prepared to take final steps necessary to consummating
union as eaxly as 1910. By 1912 the Methodist Church, Can-
ada, was similarly prepared. When in June of 1921 the
Presbyterian General Assembly resolved “to consumate organ-
ic union ., . . as expeditiously as possible,"? it also
directed

That a representative committee be appointed, with

instruction to confer with the negotiating churches,

and to carry cut the policy of this Assembly, and to
report to the next General Assembly.3

In October of that same year the Jeint Union Committee,

comprised of the above-mentioned Presbyterian committee and

2hcts andfProceédinés”gg the Forty~Seventh\Gehéra1
Assembly of The Presbyterian Church in Canada, June 1-9,
1921 (Toronto: The Murray Printing Company Limited, 1921),
Pl 30

3Ibid., p. 49.
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corresponding committees of the other two churches, met in
Toronto. Three duly appointed representatives of the
General Council of Local Union Churches were also in attend-
ance. At this meeting the Joint Union Committee decided
That a standing Committee on Law and Legislation be
appointed to consider and report on the Legislation
necessary to give effect to the Union of the negoti-
ating Churches, and to have prepared copies of all
proposed bills to b2 submitted to the Parliament of
Canada, and such other legislative bodies as may be
necessary in the premises, to be submitted to a fur-
ther neeting of this Committee, and thereafter to the
Supreme Courts of the negotiating Churches; and,
further that the Legislation Committee have the power
o secure the necessary legal assistance.b
In its report to the General Assembly in 1922, the
Committee on Church Union of the Presbyterian Church in
Canada, proposed that the "ablest legal counsel possible”
should be retained, and “that all documents bearing on the
proposed union . . . be submitted to the above-named Counsel
for their consideration.®® The committee also proposed
that Counsal, yet to be chosen, should be required to report
all the steps necessary to consummation of the Union as well
as all the proposed documents to be submitted to the Domin-

ion Parliament and Provincial Legislatures, for its

“Basis of Union of The United Church of Canada as
Prepared by the Joint Committee on Church Union and Approved
by the Presbyterian Church in Canada, The General Conference
of The Methodist Church, The Congregational Union of Canada,
Also A Brief Historical Statement (Toronto: The Joint Com-
mittee on Church Union, November, 1924), p. 29.

SPresbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1922,
Appendices, p. 509.




133
consideration., These proposals of the committee were
adopted, and Mr., W. N. Tilley and Mr. R. S. Cassels were
retained as legal counsel for the Presbyterian Church in
Canada, Mr. Tilley and Mr. Cassels were instructed to pre-
parxe suén bills as were necessary to consummate the union,
and to prepare as well, legislation that would safeguard
the rights and interests of all concerned, be they for ox

against union,
Preparing The Bill

On June 26, 1922, Mr. Gershom W. Mason and Mr,
McGregor Young were formally retained as legal counsel for
the Committee on Law and Legislation.® In keeping with the
1921 decision of the Jeoint Union Committee, it was their
task to assist the Committee on Law and Legislation in pre-
pParing “copies of all prcposed bills to be submitted to the
Parliament of Canada and such other legislative bodies as
may be necessary. . « "7 Counsel were given a "free hand
and the legislation as finally passed, with a few exceptions
« « « followed the broad lines of the original draft."®

To acguaint counsel with Presbyterian action up to this

point, they were given extracts of the Church Union

6Gershom W. Mason, The Legislative Struggle for Church
Union (Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1956), P. 3.

7supra, p. 132.
SMason, op. cit., p. 4.
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Asgembly in 1922,? as well as the report of the Presbyterian
counsel, Mr. Tilley and Mr. Cassels., Inasmuch as coungel |
for the Committee on Law and Legizlation were not retained
until the latter rart of June, and were expectad to have
the drafts veady for consideration of the Mathodist General
Conference in September, the time allowed for completion of
their task was indeed rather limited.

Counsel set themselves to their appointed task with
zeal. A host of problems needed solving. Mr. Mason enu-
nerates some of those problems as follows:

The constitutions of the uniting Churches varied. The
Methodist Church was a body corporate, having been in-
corporated in 1884 by Act of Parliament. The Presby-
terian Church in Canada had not received any similar
incorporation although recognized as an entity by many
statutes, Dominion and Provincial. It had found it
expedient to secure the incorporation of a number of
boards in order to facilitate the holding of its prop-
erty and adminlstration of its affairs. The Congrega-
tional Churches were separate autonomous units and
there was no governing body having legislative or
administrative authority although to further their
common purposaes they had procured the incorporation of
several of their associations, notably The Congrega-
tional Union of Canada and two Milssionary Societies.
It was planned to unite all these organizations and to
make provision for their continuing their function
until The United Church shculd devise ways and means
of carrying on their work.

t was necessary to consider the respective jurisdictions
of Parliament and of the Provincial Legislatures. It was
clear that only Parliament could incorporate the united
body, that it had jurisdiction over much of the general
property . . », and that it had jurisdiction over the

IPresbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1922, p. 30.
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property of congregations outside of any province.

It was also clear that provincial legislation was
necessary to deal with the property of congregations
situated within the provinces, with many trusts which
were within the provincial jurisdiction, and with the
civil rights of the Churches in the provinces, such as
the right to solemnize marriage.!?®

In its task of preparing the bill for legislation,

counsel freguently referred to the proposed Basis of Union,

studied a voluminous body of relevant material gathered

from the negotiating churches, considered a large number of

statutes pertinent to religious institutions and property-

holding societies, and the like. The first drafts were sent

to Mr., Rowell, chairman of the Committee on Law and Legisla-

tion, on August 31, 1922, The general principles of the

proposed legislation are summarized as follows:

lb

2.

The incorporation of The United Church of Canada
with appropriate powers;

The vesting of general property of the negotiating
Churches in The United Church;

The vesting of congregational property in trustees
for the congregations as a part of The United
Church either,

a) under the terms of a Model Deed or
b) for the sole benefit of the congregation;

The substitution of The United Church for the
respective uniting churches in their relation to
their colleges;

The clothing of The United Church and its congrega-
tions with appropriate civil rights in each province;

19Mason, op. cit., pp. 7.8.
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6. The right of each congregation to decide by majority
vote as to entering the union and to retain its
property no matter what the result of the vote; and
7. The division of the general property of a negotia-
ting church between The United Church and the
congregations voting not to enter the union.!!
During the intervening weeks between submission of the
drafts to the Committee on Law and Legislation, and the con-
sideration of those drafts by the Joint Union Committee, a
number of minor revisions were made. The Committee on Law
and Legislation presented the revised legislation at a meet-
ing of the Joint Union Committee, on September 22, 1922.1!2
The drafts were carefully considered, certain amendments
were suggested, and the Committee on Law and Legislation was
authorized to make such changes as were in harmony with the
findings of the meeting. The Joint Union Committee also
directed that the proposed legislation "be sent forward to
the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, the General
Conference of the Methodist Church and the Congregational
Union."!3 The negotiating churches were requested to act on
the documents, and authorize their respective Committees on

Church Union "to put the legislation into final form for

Parliament and the Provincial Legislatures."!"

111pid., pp. 9,10,
12pagis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 33.

1371pia.
14%7pid.
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The first of the negotiating bodies to act on the pro-
pPosed legislation was the Methodist General Conference. In
1922 it approved in principle, and in general, the form of
the proposed legislation.!® Thereupon it appointed a Com-
mittee of Forty to act on behalf of the church in keeping
with the request of the Joint Union Committee. The follow-
ing June the Congregational Union took similar action. In
the same month, the Presbyterian General Assembly also
approved in principle, and in general, the form of the pro-
posed legislation. It further authorized its committee
to act for and on behalf of the Presbyterian Church in
Canada, in co-operation with similar Committees from
the other negotiating Churches, with authority to put
the Bills in final shape, and to procure the enactment
of the proposed Acts of the Parliament of Canada, and
of the Legislatures of the Provinces of Canada, and of
such other Legislatures of the colonies and countries
outside of Canada as may be necessary to consummate
the said Union.!®
At the same time the General Assembly decided to appoint 150
representatives to the first General Council of The United
Church of Canada. A further resolution authorized the Com-
mittee on Church Union to confer with representatives of
the opposition, with a view ‘to maintaining unity in the

church. If this were not possible, then it was to try and

15Journal of Proceedings of The Eleventh General Con-
ference of The Methodist Church, Canada, September 27 -
October 14, 1922 (Toronto: Methodist Book and Publishing
House, 1922), p. 94.

16presbyterian Church in Canada, Proceedings, 1923,
p. 28-
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reach an agreement as to the name and status of congregations
not entering the union, and the division of denominational
broperty and rights of the church.

Later in that same yeér, the Joint Union Committee met
in Torente, and received reports of action taken on the pro-
posed legislation, by the supreme courts of the negotiating
churches., Inasmuch as the reports indicated that all three
bodies had approved the proposed legislation in general, and
inasmuch as certain amendments had been suggested, the Joint
Committee set itself to the task of considering the proposed
legislation in the light of the amendments suggested by the
negotiating churches. The Committee on Law and Legislation
was then

authorized and empowered to do all such acts and things
as it may consider advisable to procure the enactment
of legislation by the Parliament of Canada and the
Legislatures of the Provinces of Canada, . . . as in
its opinion may be required to consummate the union,
not inconsistent in principle with the draft legisla-
tion as approved by the negotiating Churches, and to
put such legislation in final shape for enactment, and
for greater certainty, but not so as to restrict the
generality of the foregoing, for these purposes, to
delegate to any Committee or Committees such powers and
duties as it may determine to so delegate, to act in
co~operation with any Committee appointed by or under
the authority of this Committee, to engage a secretary,
to retain counsel and engage such assistance and make
such expenditures as it may deem necessary and to have
full charge and supervision of the preparation, pres-
entation and final settlement of all such legislation.!?

17Basis of Union of The United Church of Canada, p. 34.
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At this time the Joint Union Committee also appointed
a Committee on Literature, Information and Public Meetings,
whose purpcse it was to spread knowledge of the principles
of union, and keep the church informed as to procedure that
was being followed. In an endeaver to accomplish its pur-
Pose, the committee held public meetings and lssued various
Pieces of literature.

From the standpeint of the unionists, something of
this nature was perhaps long overdue. Throughout the course
of negotiatione there had been little or no education of the
people, outside of the fact that reports of committee action
were made available from time to time. The union forces
needed some sort of organized effort at indoctrination of
the people. It is to be remembered that increased opposi-
tion to union was registered in the vote of 1915. Throughout
the years subseguent to that vote, with the exception of the
"years of the truce," the opposition had been gaining in
strength. At the 1923 General Assembly, a new scheme of
federation, designed to stop the union, was proposed. The
scheme received a full hearing but was rejected by the Gen-
eral Assembly in favor of union. This decision of the
General Assembly forced the opposition "back on their last

lines of defense, namely, the Houses of Parliament."!®

18c, E, Silcox, Church Union in Canada, Its Causes and
Consequences (New York: Institutes of Social and Religious
Research, 1933), p. 258.
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In the intervening months between the General Agsembly's
decision and the application for legislation, there was a
great marshalling of forces, both of unionists and anti-
unionists, for the battle that lay ahead.

Meanwhile, a subcommittee of the.Committee on Law and
Legislation met frequently during the latter months of 1923.
Last minute revisions and amendments were made to the pro-
POsed legislation, and arrangements for the formal
introduction of the Bill in the Dominion Parliament and

Provincial Legislatures, were completed.
The Bill In The Dominion Parliament

The Bill was introduced to the Dominion Parliament in
the spring of 1924. It received first reading on April 10.1°9
Before the Bill received first reading, however, an effort
was made by anti~unionist forces to prevent legislation.

On March 11, 1924, their counsel "notified the House of
alleged technical disqualifications in the petition for the
bill,®29 on the grounds that it had not been sufficiently
advertised. Two days prior to first reading of the Bill,
the Standing Orders Committee met to consider the matter.
It was the opinion of the Standing Orders Committee that

there had been sufficient advertising in connection with

19Mason, op. cit., p. 45.
20gj1cox, op. cit., p. 264,
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the application for legislation, and the Bill received first
and second readings on successive days.?! It was now neces-
sary for the Bill to go before the Private Rills Committee.
In preparation for its presentation before this Committee,
counsel for the Committee on Law and Legislation met in
Toronto to discuss last nminute arrangements with the chair-
man of that committee., One week later counsel were given
authority to effect an amendment that would pexmit congre-~
gations to vote themselves in or out of union, during a
six~-month period hefore the Dominion Act would come into
force.%? previously the Bill provided for a vote of congre-
gations during a six-month period after the Act came into
force.

Hearings before the Private Bills Committee commenced
on the last day of April, 1924, and lasted for six full days.
During the course of this sitting, church leaders and their
legal counsel presented arguments for and against the Bill,
The proponents of union were accorded the opportunity of
opening the argument. An imposing array of unionist leaders,
drawn from the ranks of both the clergy and the laity, pre-
sented their arguments as to why legislation was being

sought, and why it should be granted.

2lMason, op. cit., p. 45.
2zIbid. ’ Po 46.




142

According to their arguments,?3? legislation was being
sought for the purpose of incorporating the proposed United
Church of Canada as a legal entity, and for the purpose of
making fair and equitable property divisions between the
uniting and non~-concurring congregations. The negotiating
churches had, according to their respective procedures,
which they deemed constitutional, resolved to unite with

one another, on a proposed Basis of Union. Parliament was

being asked to give legal effect to their resolve. The
question before Parliament then, was simply whether or not
"the action taken by them had been constitutional and whether
the bill was fair to the minorities."2%

The proponents of union consumed the better part of
three days (with time out for guestions), in presenting their
arguments. The opponents of union were then given their op-
portunity. They employed essentially the same arguments that
had been employed throughout the whole course of union nego-
tiations. They contended that the General Assembly of the
Presbyterian Church in Canada, did not have the power ox
authority to commit the whole church to union.2?3 The oppo-

nents of union had long contended that the unionists were

ngbiﬂ., ppo 51"68.

241bid,, p. 51.

255, D, Chown, The Story of Church Union in Canada
(Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1930), p. 85.
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éttempting to blot out the church, and even though votes
were taken in Presbyteries, Sessions and Congregations,
"while they served to show the attitude of the people, . . .

those votes of the people were ultra vires, invalid, of no

effect."?® 71t was further contended that the courts of the

church did not have the right

to merge, blot out or end the Presbyterian Church in
Canada, That Church has no provision for its own
extinction., The courts of that Church are chosen and
appointed to care for the Church as it is, and are
pledged, by solemn vow, "to maintain and defend the
same, and to follow no divisive course from the present
oxder established therein.” Any who wish to change can
withdraw from that Church, but they have no right or
power to blot out, wind up or merge that Church.
Therefore, all the resolutions of the General Assembly
and of presbyteries for merging the Church were ultra
vires, of no effect.?

A Prench=Canadian lawyer, Mr. Eugene Lafleur of Mon-
treal, made a brilliant plea on behalf of the opponents of
union. He contended that the Bill would destroy the Pres-
byterian Church in Cenada, that the legislative powers of
the church's courts did not extend to its destruction, but
existed rather for its maintenance and preservation, and
questioned finally the power of Parliament to pass the Bill.
In concluding his remarks he pleaded with the Private Bills

Committee to discard the Bill because:

26gphraim Scott, "Church Union" and The Presbyterian
Church in Canada (Montreals: John Lovell & Son, Limited,

15928), p. 45.
271nig.
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l. The General Assembly had no power to destroy the

chuxch;

2, The Bill was beyond the power of Parliament; and,

3. The Bill was fundamentally unjust.?®

In all, seven people spcke against the Bill during
this sitting. Xach of them advanced fundamentally the same
arguments, After they had concluded their presentation the
Proponents of union made their reply. This was followed by
& further reply from the opponents of union, after which
the proponents of union were given one-half hour to conclude
their presentation. By and large the same ground was cov-
ered in the above replies and the concluding statements,
The debate concluded on May 9, 1924.

Hearings were resumed before the Committee on Miscel-
laneous Private Bills, on May 21, 1924. The following day
& very significant amendment was proposed by the opponents
of union, The proposed amendment provided that the

Act shall not come into force until the first day of
July 1926, and not then,

1. Unless the courts shall have finally decided . . .
that the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church
in Canada had the powexr, under its constitution and
the rules to agree to a union of the Presbyterian
Church in Canada with the Methodist and Congrega-
tional Churches upon the basis of union. . . .

2. Unless the courts shall have finally decided that
the Parliament of Canada can constitutionally enact
this Act in whole or in part; and if the courts

23Mas°n’ 92Q Cit.; ppo 77—800
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should decide that this Act is constitutional only
in part then it shall come into force only as to
such parts as are declared constitutional; provided
further that the latter question shall be submitted
to the Supreme Court of Canada by a reference by
the Minister of Justice,
3. If during the session of Parliament immediately
preceding the first day of July, 1926, the courts
have not finally decided the guestions involved in
subsections 1 and 2 the Parliament of Canada may
further suspend the operation of this Act.29
This amendment was carried.
The above amendment was of course designed to defeat
the whole purpose of the Bill. The purpose of the Bill was
to seek legislation so as to avoid future litigation. as
the proponents of union now put it, "they had asked Parlis- |
ment for legislation and had been offered litigation.®30 |
|
They now prepared and circulated a statement setting forth '
their objections te the provisions of the amendment, showing |
their real purpose.3! During the course of further debate,
a motion to reconsider the amendment was lost. This meant
that the amendment would accompany the Bill to the floor of
the House,

The debate before the Private Bills Committee was

drawing to a close. 2 few revisions, the most important of B

.

which dealt with provisions for taking the vote in

2%9Ybid., pp. 94,95.
30giicox, op. cit., p. 266.

3l¥or an abbreviated form of the statement, see Mason,
(&)< 0 Cito' PPe 97,98,
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Congregations, were dealt with, and on June 24, 1924, the
amended Bill was reported to the House.

On the floor of the House, the amendment which would
have destroved the whole purpose of the Bill was defeated.

A great many representations for and against the amendment
Were made. An interesting feature of the debate before the
House was the fact that both the Prime Minister, the Rt.

Hon. W. L. Mackenzie King, and the leader of the Opposition,
the Rt. Hon. Arthur Meighen, took sides on the issue. Both
Mr. King and Mr. Meighen have been represented as chief
spokesmen for the anti-union and union causes respectively.3?
This wag however, not altogether the case.

It was no secret that the Prime‘Minister was not overly
enthused with the cause of union. However, he did speak
against the above-mentioned amendment, and offered a compro-~
mise solutiocn, which would allow the Bill to pass Parliament
with the following provision inserted at its close:

In as much as questions have arisen and may'arise as to

the powers of the Parliament of Canada under the Brit-

ish North America Act to give legislative effect to the
provisions of this Act, it is hereby declared that it
is intended by this Act to sanction the provisions

therein contained in so far and in so far only as it
is competent to the Parliament so to do.33

324, H. Walsh, The Christian Church in Canada (Toronto:
The Ryerscn Press, 1956), p. 301.

33acts of The Parliament of The Dominion of Canada,
Passed In the Session Held in the Fourteenth and Fifteenth
Years of the Reign of His Majesty King George V, Being the
Third Session of the Fourteenth Parliament Begun and Holden
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Mr. Meighen, in "what was generally regarded as not
only the finest speech of the debate but also as a contri-
bution of permenent value to the discussion of the question
as to the function of Parliament in matters respecting the
Church,"3% gpoke against the proposal of the Prime Minister,
and against the amendment in question. He also spoke in
defense of the BPill., His speech was followed by the vote.
The amendment, designed to defeat the whole purpose of the
Bill, was itself defeated. As far as the House was now ;
concerned, the matter was for all practical purposes settled.
The remainder of the Bill was passed with little difficulty.

It now remained for the Senate to deal with the Bill.
First reading of the Bill in the Senate took place on July
8, 1924,%% pEagentially the same ground was covered in the
senate as was covered before the Private Bills Committee and
before the House. A number_of amendments designed to negata
the effect of the Bill were again proposed, and defeated.
An amendment dealing with the provisions in regard to taking
a vote in congregations was however added. This amendment

passed the House and on July 19, 1924, the Bill became law,36

at Ottawa, on the Twenty-eighth day of February, 1924, axnd
Closed by Prorogation on the Nineteenth Day of July, 1924
(Ottawas F, A, Acland, Law Printer to the King's Most

Excellent Majesty, 1924), 11, 104.
34Mason, op. cit., pp. 122,123,

851pid., p. 130.
36parliament of The Dominion of Canada, Acts, 1924, p. 85.
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The Act of Incorporating The United Church of Canada, to
become effective June 10, 1925, had been secured in the
Dominion Parliament. Thus ended what one writer has called
"the great ecclesiastical battle of the century so far as

Canada is concerned."37
The Bill in the Provincial Legislatures

When the Bill was passed in the Dominion Parliament,
three Provincial Legislatures, namely, British Columbia,
Ontaric, and Quebec, had not as yet passed legislation rel-
ative to the proposed union. Although the Prince Edward
Island Legislature had passed the Bill, the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor refused to give the Bill Royal Assent, and Royal
Assent was necessary to give the Bill legal status.

Inasmuch as the Dominion Act had been passed, and by
receiving Royal Assent become law on July 19, 19224, a rather
peculiar legal situation could have obtained. If the above-
mentioned provinces had failed to take favorable action on
the Bill, the resulting situation would have been highly
irregular. As it was, the provinces named eventually took
favorable action, the Lieutenant Governor of Prince Edward
Island gave Royal Assent, and the Act, with certain prov-

incial provisions, became law across the country.

37gilcox, op. cit., p. 263.
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During the early months of 1924, legislation was intro-
duced in the Provincial Legislatures of Alberta, Saskatchewan,
Manitoba, New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island.
Without too much difficulty and delay®® the United Church of
Canada Act was passed by the Legislatures named.

Application for legislation was first made in the Prov-
ince of Manitoba. The opposition which the proposed legisla-
tion met in that Province, was charécteristic of that which
it met in other Provincea as well. The opposition was almost
wholly Presbyterian. Representations for and against the
Bill were made. The arguments of the opposition were es-
sentially the same as those advanced throughout the course of
negotiations for union, and later advanced in the Dominion
Parliament. The opposition held that the General Assembly of
the Presbyterian Church did not have the power to commit the
whole church to union. It was also held that those who op-
posed the union were in fact the legal owners of the church's
property, and such as were entering into union with the Meth-
odists and Congregationalists were in fact seceders, and
should forfeit their rights to any of that property. It was
also held that the congregations of the Presbyterian Church

should be given another opportunity to vote on the question

of union.3?

38gxcept for Prince Edward Island, where Royal Assent
was withheld by the Lieutenant Governor, and it was neces-
sary to have the Bill passed again.

3%9pidgeon, op. cit., p. 88.
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Those who spoke on behalf of the Bill contended that
all three negotiating churches had reached their respective
decisions to unite, by way of constitutional methods., They
Pointed out that the Methodist Church and the Congregational
Union had unanimously decided in favor of union, whereas the
General Assembly had made its decision only after the gues-
tion of union had been submitted to Presbyteries, Sessions
and Congregations, on two different occasions. It was their
Contention that the votes registered on these two occasions
expressed the sentiment of the church as being in favor of
union, and the subsequent decision of the General Assembly
o unite with the Methodist and Congregational churches, was
altogether constitutional.

On March 12, 1924, the Bill passed the Private Bills
Committee of the Saskatchewan Legislature, with slight amend-
ments. By the following day the Private Bills Committee of
the Alberta Legislature had passed all sections of the Bill
but one. On the same day the Bill had received third read-
ing in Manitoba without amendment or revision. Similar
Progress was being made in the Legislatures of Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island.“? By the time the
United Church of Canada Act had been passed in the Dominion
Parliament, the proposed legislation had passed in all the

Provincial Legislatures named.

“OMason, op. cit., p. 35.
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After the Dominion Act was passed, it remained for
British Columbia, Ontario, and Quebec to take appropriate
action. In Ontario the Bill met with appreciably more dif-
ficulty than in the Prairie Provinces and the Maritimes.
Ontario was a center of anti-union sentiment, and every
effort was made to have the Bill defeated. When finally it
did pass, it went beyond the Dominion legislation, inasmuch
as it provided that

In the case of non-~concurring congregations of the

Presbyterian Church in Canada, their property on and

after June 10, 1925, shall stand in the same relation

to the church to be formed by such non-concurring con-

gregations as it stood to the Preshbyterian Chuxch in

Canada before the passage of this Act.*!

The Biil had first been introduced in the Ontarioc Legis-
lature on February 26, 1924.%2 Before the necessary present=-
ation could be made, however, the opponents of union filed a
Wwrit in the Ontario Supreme Court, against those who were
seeking legislation on behalf of the Presbyterian Church.

The writ asked the Supreme Court to restrain the defendents
from acting as representatives of the Presbyterian Church in
negotiating union with the Methodist and Congregational chur-
ches. The writ further asked that the Supreme Court restrain
the defendents from petitioning the Dominion Parliament ozr
any of the Provincial Legislatures to pass legislation anent

incorporating The United Church of Canada."3

*15ilcox, op. cit., p. 268.

“2Mason, op. cit., p. 36.
“3pidgeon, op. cit., p. 87.
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The writ notwithstanding, the proponents of union
Proceeded with their petition to the Ontario Legislature.
When finally the Bill came before the Private Bills Commit-
tee, an anmendmant contradicting the basic principle of the
Bill was pasged. The amendment provided that such congre-
gations as would not concur in the union

be deemed to continue to exist as The Presbyterian

Church in Canada, the Methodist Church and the Congre-

gational Churches and that no congregation of any of

the three Churches should be deemed to have entered
the United Church until it voted so tc do.“"

The basic principle of the proposed union, for the in- |
corporation of which the negotiating churches were seeking
legislation, was

that the three churches had the right to unite with

one another without loss of their identity to form The

United Church of Canada, e2ach church carrying all of

its historic tradition with it into the new United

Church, %5
Inasmuch as the amendment was contradictory to this principle,
the proponents of union could not afford to let it become
part of the 2Act.

The Committes on Law and Legislation held a series of
meetings with regard to the whole altuvation. It was finally
decided that in view of the inconsistency of the amendment
with the basic principle of the proposed union, the Bill
should be withdrawn. The Bill was therefore withdrawn and

reintroduced the following spring.

“YMason, op. cit., p. 41.
“Spidgeon, op. cit., p. 87.
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When the Bill next came before the Ontario Legislature
it was somewhat revised in view of the Dominion Act having
been passed in the meantime. This time the opponents of
union introduced a bill of their own declaring that

The United Church of Canada Act passed by the Parlia-

ment cof Canada did not effect tha civil rights of any

minister or member of the Presbyterian Church in Canada

or prevant the use of the name by the members; that all

Presbyterians who became members of The United Chuxrch

should be disqualified from acting in any way as men-

bers or officials of The Presbhyterian Church in Canada

or its boards; that if two-thirds of the members of any

congregation voted to join The United Church the con=- j

gragation would enter The United Church and its property '

would be held for the congregation, and that a commig-

sion should be appointed to divide all property excepting

Knox College and congregational property between the

Presbyterians entering union and not entering union.*®

An attempt was made tc arrange a settlement between the |
unionists and anti-unionists. A series of lengthy confer-
ences were held between a subcommittee of the Private Bills
Committee and representatives for and against the Bill. The
pProponents of union finally, but reluctantly, agreed to sur-
render Knox College in Toronto, with the provision that the
new church would be able to use its facilitiss for a period
of up to three years. When the Bill was finally reported
to the Legislature and passed, it included an important

amendment which provided for the creatlon of a Church Prop-

M i Ve e o

erty Commission

“6Mason, op. cit., pp. 143,144.
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with power to vest a church building in trustees for a

minority in communities or localities, not including

cities of over 50,000 where there were two or more
congregations of the same parent church and each had
voted not to enter union; to inquire ianto irregulari-
ties in voting and declare the proper result of such
voting; and to use its offices to remedy cases of
extreme hardship, acting in an advisory capacity.“?

Meanwhile, in the Prince Edward Island Legislature,
where the Bill had once passed but failed to receive Royal
Assent, a Bill amended in keeping with the Dominion Legis-
lation was presented and passed with little or no incident,
Prince Edward Island legislation provided for a commission
of three persons, whose duty it was to settle any congre-
gational disputes over property, that might arise. In
addition, the commission was to report to the next sessioq
of the Legislature "as to what amendments and additions (if
any) should be made to the Act, to make an equitable adjust-
ment and division of the congregational properties concerned.""®
In British Columbia similar legislation had been enacted the
pPrevious fall,

Quebec was the only province that had not passed legis-
lation when the Act of Incorporation became effective on
June 10, 1925, The Bill was first introduced into the Quebec
Legislature in 1925 and then re-introduced in 1926. By this
time the union had been consummated and The United Church of

Canada was a functioning body.

*7Ibid., p. 150.
“81big., p. 151.




155

The members of the Quebec Legislature were of course
largely Roman Catholic in their religious persuasion, Al-
though some Roman Catholics viewed the union movement with
& wary eye, on the whole Roman Catholic interest in the
inter-Protastant struggle was negligible. The Quebec Legis-
lature had committed itself to follow in the footsteps of
the Ontario Legislature, and for that reason had viewed the
Proceedings in Ontario with a great deal of interest. The

legislation that was finally passed in Quebec containad

o

largely the same provisionz as that passed in Ontario. As
Ontario provided for a property commission, Quebec did like-
wise. As Ontarlo had given Knox College to non-concurrents,
Quebec did likewise with The Presbyterian College in Montreal.
Two notable additions were made by the Quebec legisla-
ture, however. The Quebec legislation empowered the clergymen
Oof both the united and non~concurring congregatidns to keep
registers of vital statistice, and provided that the American
Presbyterian Church in Montreal, which had never become part

of The Presbyterian Church in Canada, be recognized as an

integral part of The United Church of Canada,"“?

“9silcox, op. cit., p. 270.
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The Effect Of The Bill

The United Church of Canada Act, as passed by the Dom~
inion Parliament, receiving Royal Assent on July 19, 1924,
and further confirmed by legislation in the Provincial Legis-
latures, was designed not to effect a union, but to incorporate
A property~holding entity, to secure a fair adjustment of ex-
isting denowinational and congregational property, and to
Prevent future litigation. The negotlating churches wers
free to unite without an Act of Parliament. If, however,
they wanted to be sure that they could legally carry their
Property with them into union, and be safe against future
claims against that property, they needed incorporation as a
Property-holding body. For this they needed an Act of Parlia-
ent,

Precisely this is what The United Church of Canada Act
Provided. It recognized the union of the three churches, to
take effect on June 10, 1925. It incorporated The United
Church cf Canada as a property~holding body. It provided
for a Property Commission to settle property issues. The
Property Commission as provided for, consisted of nine mem-
bers, three from The United Church, three from the non-
concurrents, and three to be appointed by these six. If the
six failed to agree as to the appointments, the Chief Justice
of Canada was to resolve the issue. The Act also provided

that congregations could vote themselves into, or out of,

1T TR 03 e ey oy 13+
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union. Such voting was to be done during a six-month period
pPrior to the formal consummation of union.

‘The Act was not passed without a struggle. The issues
involved were dear to the hearts of unionists and anti-
unionists alike. Each had a cause, and each contended for
that cause with vigor and determination. WNaturally, the
unionists suffered somewhat of a let-down inasmuch as they
Were forced to make a number of concessions. On the whole,
however, they were satisfied that they had successfully
achieved their objective,

Many of the anti-unionists were bitter. They felt that
legislation had been “pushed through®” even as they felt that
the General Assembly had "pushed through” the decision to
unite. Some of them considered the legislation tyrannous,
dishonest, autocratic and absurd; tyrannous because the
Presbyterian Church as a church was legislated into union;
dishonest in the division of property; autocratic in the
Power given to officials of the church; and absurd in that
congregations were able to vote themselves into, or out of,
a union which that legislation itself had brought into being,.3?

The United Church of Canada had become a legal entity.
The Presbyterian Church in Canada, the Methodist Church,
Canada, and the Congregational Union of Canada had been

merged to form that entity. Officially the union was yet to

S“Scott. 22. g&s_o; ppo 66-680
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be consummated. In the meantime, the congregations of the
uniting churches were to be given an opportunity to vote.
That vote was to reflect the mind of the people. The story

of that vote belongs to the Consummation of the Union,




CHAPTER VII
CONSUMMATION OF THE UNION

With the passage of enabling legislation, the battle
front of the "church union fight" was transferred from the
Legislatures to the local congregations. Prior to official
consummnation of the union of Presbyterian, Methodist, and
Congregational churches on the date specified by Dominion
legislation, the congregations and ministers of the churches
hamad, 1f they so desired, were to be given an opportunity
to vote themselves out of the union, The United Church of
Canada Act provided that all congregations of the three
uniting churches enter The United Church ca 10th June, 1925,
with the exception of those that vote not to enter, and pro-
visions wers to be made that any minister or member of the
three uniting churches who gives proper notice of intention
not to become a minister or member of The United Church
"shall be deemed not to have become" a minister or member
of The United Church.?

As to how and when the vote was to be taken, the Act

lacts of the Parliament of the Dominion of Canada,
Pagsed in the Session Held in the Fourteenth and Fifteenth
Years of the Reign of His Majesty Xing George V, Being the
Third Session of the Fourteenth Parliament Begun and Holden
at Ottawa, on the Twenty-eighth Day of February, 1924, and
Closed by Prorogation on the Nineteenth Day of July, 1924
{Ottawa: F. A. Acland, Law Printer to the King's Most Ex-
cellent Majesty, 1924), II, 104.
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Provided that in any congregation where the Session or
Official Board received a requisition signed by a stated
aumber of perscns entitled to vote asking that a vote be
taken, there, provisions were to be made for a vote by bal-
lot being taken over a period of “not less than two weeks"
during the six months' period before 10th June, 1225, or
"within the tire limited by any statute” of any Province
that had passed the 5ill before the 19th July, 1924.2 Ses-
8iong were alsoc given authority to call meetings on their
Own motion for the purpose of taking the vote.

The gualificatlions of voters were also set forth in
the Act. The Act provided that

The persons entitled to vote . . . shall be only those
persons who are in full membership and whose names are
on the roll of the Church at the time of the passing
©of this Act. In any Province where by an Act of the
Legislature respecting The United Church of Canada
passed prior to the passing of this Act, a different
qualification for voting has been prescribed, the gqual
ification for voting under this section shall be as
provided in such Act. In e¢very cothexr Province the
persons so entitled to vote shall be those who by the
constitution of the congregation, if so provided, or
by the practice of the Church with which they are con-
nacted, are entitled to vote at a meeting of the
congregation on matters affecting the disposal of
property. s

Under these provisions the uniting churches went about
the business of taking the vote in their congregations and
determining the will of their people. The results of this

2Tbid., pp. 89,90.
3Ibid., p. 90.
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Vote would determine the state of the new church on the day

of consummation.
Taking The Vote

Although the Dominion Act had set forth:the gqualifica-
tions of voters, the churches were to experience some real
difficulties in the taking of the vote. The Dominion Act
Provided for "differences® contingent upon whether or not a
given Provincial Act had been passed prior to the Dominion
Act. Five Provincial Legislatures, namely, Alberta, Sask-
atchewan, Manitoba, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, had passed
legislation prior to the passing of the Dominion Act. This
meant that voters in those Provinces were qualified under
the terms of the Act passed in that Province in which they
Were resident. Voters in British Columbia, Ontario, and
Prince Edward Island were qualified under the terms of the
Dominion Act, inasmuch as those Provinces passed legislation
subsequent to Dominion legislation, and followed the provi=-
sions of the latter. Quebec of course did not legislate
until after the consummation of the union.

Other difficulties were also experienced. The Dominion
Act provided for a vote by ballot. The question was debated
“what does a vote by ballot mean?" "Does it mean a secret
vote or not?” Should the ballot be signed or not?" Then
there were also the Union Churches, whose membership consisted

largely of Methodists and Presbyterians. Questions arose as
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to whether or not they should vote, and if so, shall they
Vote separately. In some such congregations, the Presby-
terian element demanded a vote.® Another difficulty arose
out of the fact that some congregations did not really
understand what they were voting on. Some congragations
were of the opinion that they were voting to remain com=-
Pletely independent, Thus, one congregation in Nova Scotia
and three in Saskatchewan, voted t©o remain completely inde-
Pendent, Three congregations in Ontario and one in Quebec
did likewise, However, the former discovered that under the
terms of the Ontarie Act they had no choice but to enter the
continuing Presbyterian Chuxch, and the latter voted to
enter the unicn after the Quebec Act was passed.”’

Having lost the battle in the Legislatures, the oppo-
hents of union set themselves to the task of "salvaging® as
hany members and congregations as possible. The Presbyterian
Church Association, which had been organized for the express
burpose of preserving and maintaining the Presbyterian Church
in Canada, went on the offensive and endeavored to force a
Vote wherever possible. The fact that congregations were
able to vote themselves out of the union, stimulated active

opposition to the union., A Methodist union leader observed

“C. E, Silcox, Church Union in Canada, its Causes and
Consequences (New York: Institutes of Soclial and Rellgious
@search, 1933), p. 279.

SIbid., p. 280.
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that the "right to vote out furnished an opportunity to
circulate petitions and pledges against union, and by the
Use of electioneering methods to raise the spirit of con=-
tention to fever heat."® The resulting controversy between
Unionists and anti-unionists became exceedingly bitter "di-
Viding not only neighbor against neighbor, but even creating
tension within family units."?

In all charity, it should also be pointed out that the
PXoponents of union made their proportionate contribution
to the tensions and controversy. Where votes were taken,
they campaigned as zealously as did the opposition. In some
instances, ministers and sessions resorted to various subter-
fuges in order to avoid taking a vote, and thus carried their
congregations automatically into the union.®

Thus, in the midst of intense competition, the vote for
Or against a union that was supposed to solve the problem of
Competition, was taken. Due to the variety of qualifications
for voters, the variety of methods by which the votes were
gathered, and the countless disputes that arose in the course
of counting the votes, there was disagreement between the

unionists and anti-unionists as to the final outcome. An

®S. D. Chown, The Story of Church Union in Canada
(Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1930), p. 91.

7H, H. Walsh, The Christian Church in Canada (Toronto:
The Ryerson Press, 1950), p. 302.

8silcox, op. cit., p. 274.
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abSOlutely accurate racord of the results is impossible to
Come by. However, the Bureau of Literature and Information
Wwhose duty it was to receive and distribute results of the
Voting as it was conducted in the various congregations,
offered the following summary as the record stocod on June 2,
1925;

Of the 174 Congregational Churches in Canada all but 7
will gnter Union. The total number of Methodist Chur-
ches in Canada is 4,797, and all will enter Union. In
the Presbyterian Chuxch, . . . there are, in all, 4,509
pPreaching places. Of these 3,904 have had the right to
vote. Of these there are 667 places which have voted

non=concurrence,

In the Presbyterian Church in Canada there are 1,128
selg~auqt4:ning charges, Of these 325 are to be found
in the non-concurring list. From these 325 Unionist

minorities have withdrawn.?®

Dr, C, B, Silcox, who in later years made a comprehen-
sive study of the returns, offers the following figures,

which are perhaps the most reliable record extant.

TABLE 6
RESULTS OF BALLOT ON UNION, PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHES

Total Fox Against

Membexrship Union Union

Non~concurring chuxches 143,870 32,352 78,781
Concurring churches 241,134 119,870 35,517
Voting by ballot 185,560 90,614 38,517
Voting by resolution 29,256 29,256 e sieien
Entering Union by default 26,318 AAONO0 olaTh alals
Total 385,004 152,222 114,298

9Record of Proceedings of The First General Council of
§he United Church of canada, June 10~18, 1925 (Toronto: NP,
S S D4,
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Dr, Silcox adds a word of explanation. He points out
that the figure 90,164 in column two of the table, represents
the Ccongregations voting by ballot under the terms of either
the Dominion or Provincial Acts. He further polnts out that
if only the votes by ballot were counted, the result would be
122,966 in favor of union and 114,298 against union. When
the total membership of congregations voting to enter union
by way of a congregational resolution is included, the vote
in favor of union is increased to 152,222 as indicated by
the total of column two. If, however, the membership of con-
gregations who did not vote and therefore entered union
automatically, is included, the final result in the Presby-
terian churches is 178,630 in favor of union, and 114,298
against union,19

Dr, Silcox also compiled a table of figures showing the
humerical strength of Congregational, Methodist, and Presby-
terian churches across the country, including the recoxd of
how they voted. Those figures, compiled by Dr. Silcox, are
Perhaps the most reliable record of the strength of The
United Church of Canade at the consummation of union.l!

Even while wvoting was still in progress in some areas
of the country, preparations for the formal consummation of

the union weve being made. On the two days prior to the

105i1cox, op. cit., p. 281.

l1see Appendix B.
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designated date of consummation, the Congregational Union
Of Canada held its last sessions and concluded its business,
The Executive of the Union was authorized to continue in
office and "take all steps necessary for the consummation
©f union, and the chairman and secretary (one or either of
them) to sign such documents as were necessary on that oc-
casion."!2 The Methodist General Conference had held its
last regular session in 1922. A special gathering was
Called, however, the day before the consummation, and action
similar to that of the Congregationalists was taken.

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church also
met just before the consummation. After taking such action
@8 was necessary for the consummation, and just before the
close of the session, it was resolved:

When this Assembly adjourn this afternocon it do adjourn

to meet in College Street Presbyterian Church at the

hour of nine o‘clock in the morning on Wednesday the
twenty~fourth day of June, 1925, unless in the meantime

its rights, privileges, authorities and powers shall
have ceased under the terms of . . . The United Church

of Canada Act . . .l
Hereupon,

A respectful protest against such adjournment, with its
object of blotting out the Presbyterian Church, and a
claim of right by seventy-nine members of that Assembly
(forty is a quorum) to continue in session as the same

127he Canadian Congregational Yearbook, 1925 (Toronto:
Congregational Publishing Company, 1925), p. 18.

137he Acts and Proceedings of the Fifty-First General
Assembly of The Presbyterian Church In Canaga, June 3-9, 1925
(Toronto: Murray Printing Company, 1925), p. 84.
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Assembly of the same Church, was handed to the moder-
ator, and permission asked to read a copy of it to the
Agsembly. This was refused, but lengthy addreases in
opposition to that protest were permitted and loudly
cheered,
When the moderator pronounced the benediction and de-
clared the Assembly closed, the seventy-nine loyal
members immediately chose one of their number, an ex-
moderator, to preside, and, amid the thunders of the
organ, which blared its loudest to drown the procsed=-
ings, the Assembly was reconstituted with prayer, and
then adjourned to meet at 11:45 that same night in
Knox Church,.l®
Thus the Church-union fight continued to the last Gen-
eral Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in Canada. Here
in this Assembly the final step of separation was taken.
And, the following day, after more than two decades of nego-
tiation, the Presbyterian Church in Canada, the Methodist
Church, Canada, and the Congregational Union of Canada con-

sunmated organic union in The United Church of Canada.
The Inauguration

The organic union of the Presbyterian Church in Canada,
the Methodist Church, Canada, and the Congregational Union
of Canada, was formally consummated at a large inaugural
service held in the Mutual Street Arena, Toronto, on June 10,
1925, 1In anticipation of that historic event a news corres-

pondent saild:

l4gphraim Scott, "Church Union" and the Presbyterian
Church in Canada (Montreal: John Lovell & Son, Liﬁ!tea, 1928),

Pe 33.
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Never since Confederation has so nation-wide a compact
been achieved as that which will come to its consumma-
tion today in this central city of the Dominion. The
significance of the event is appreciated not only by

the people of Canada~-for they were arriving in hundreds
vesterday from every corner of the country-- but scores
from the United States and many £rom overseas were clam=-
ouring for tickets.

Special correspondents from leading newspapers in the
United States and one from Australia have applied for
seats in the Press Gallery, until the accommodation is
exhausted and will have to be augmented.
Not only in Toronto will these inaugural services be
held. In every town and village in Canada where there
is a United Church similar services will be conducted,
some of them simultaneously with the central function
in Toronto, others at a later date. Many of the smaller
towns have arranged for open-air services in the public
parks, and the setting aside of the whole day for a cel-
ebration of the historic event. Special services are
also being held for the children in many instances.!®
The inaugural service opened with the singing of "The
Church's One Foundation," during which the three hundred and
fifty members of the first General Council of The United
Church of Canada, proceeded in procession, to their ap-
pointed seats. The members of the first General Council had
been appointed by the supreme courts of the uniting churches.
The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church had appointed
one hundred and fifty members, the General Conference of the
Methodist Church had appointed the same number, the Congre-
gational Union had appointed forty members, and ten had been

appointed by the General Council of Local Union Churches.

15chown, op. cit., p. 119.
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The inauguration then continued with an order of ser-
vice specially prepared by a committee and approved by the
Joint Union Committee. The officiants in the service were,
the Rev. George C, Pidgeon, D. D., Moderator of the General
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in Canada; the Rev.
Samwel D. Chown, D. D., LL. D., General Superintendent of
the Methodist Church, Canada; the Rev. W. H. Warriner, D. D.,
Chairman of the Congregational Union of Canada; and, the Rev.
Charles S, Elsey, Chairman of the General Council of Local
Union Churches,.!®

The focal point of the service, according to one of the
officiants, was the Hallowing of Church Union.!? This par-
ticular phase of the service proceeded as follows:

PRESBYTERIAN MODERATOR:--Rccording to the grace given

unto our fathers, as witnesses to the Apostolic Gospel

and standard-bearers of the Church commissioned to

make disciples of all nations, more especially in the

manifestation of the Spirit in vigilance for Christ's

Kirk and Covenant, in care for the spread of education

and devotion to sacred learning, receive ye our inher-

itance among them that are sanctified.

ALL:~~We glory in the grace given untc us in this
goodly heritage.

CONGREGATIONAL UNION CHAIRMAN:--~According to the grace
given unto ouxr fathers, as witnesses to the Apostolic
Cospel and standard-bearers of the Church commissioned
to make disciples of all nations, more especially in
the manifestation of the Spirit in the liberty of
prophesying, the love of spiritual freedom and the

16rhe United Church of Canada, Proceedings, 1925, p. 5.

17George C. Pidgeon, The United Church of Canada, The
tory of The Union (Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1950), D. 78.
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enforcement of vivic justice, receive ye our inherit-
ance among them that are sanctified.

ALL:;--We glory in the grace given unto us in this
goodly heritage.

METHODIST GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT:--According to the
grace given unto our fathers, as witnesses to the Apos-
tolic Gospel and standard-bearers of the Church
commissioned to make disciples of all nations, more
especially in the manifestation of the Spirit in evan-
gelical zeal for human redemption, the testimony of
spiritual experience, and the ministry of sacred song,
raeceive ye our inheritance among them that are
sanctified.

ALL:~-We glory in the grace given unto us in this
gocdly heritage.

CHAIRMAN OF GENERAL COUNCIL OF LOCAIL UNION CHURCHES:==
According to the grace given unto our fathers, as wit-
nesses to the Apostolic Gospel and standard-bearers of
the Church commissioned to make disciples of all nations,
more especially in the manifestation of the Spirit in
the furtherance of community life within the kingdom of
God, and of the principle, in things essential unity,
and in things secondary liberty, receive ye our inher-
itance among them that are sanctified.

ALL: ~=VWe ?lory in the grace given unto us in this goodly
heritage.!®

Subsequent to the Hallowing of Church Union, the CGeneral

Superintendent of the Methodist Church offered a prayer com-

memorating the faithful.l!® Hereupon, followed the Declaration

of Church Union, as read by Dr. Chown.

Whereas, The Presbyterian Church in Canada, The Methodist
Church, and The Congregational Churches of Canada by
their free and independent action, through their govern-
ing bodies, and in accordance with their respective

18The Inaugural Service of The United Church of Canada,

June Tenth, 5 (Montreal: Mercury Press, 1925), pp. 21,22.

191bid. s pPe=23:
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constitutions, did agree to unite and form one body or
denomination of Chriatians under the name of 'The
United Church of Canada,' on the Basis of Union above
set cut;

And Whereas, The Supreme Courts of these three Churches
and The General Council of Local Union Churches did by
resclution approve in principle a Bill to be submitted
to the Parliament of Canada for the purpose of incor-
porating The United Church;

And Whereas, The United Chuxch of Canada Act has been
passed by the Parliament of Canada constituting the
three Churches as s0 united a body corporate and poli-
tic under the name of 'The United Church of Canada,'
and the congregations represented by The General Coun-
¢il of Lecal Union Churches have been, by the said Act,
admitted to and declared to be congregations of The
United Church of Canada;

And Whereas, the said Act ratifies and confirms the
Basis of Unicn akove set out aa the basis on which the
said Churches have united;

And Whereas, the three uniting Churches and The General
Council of Local Union Churches have appointed the
undersigned as thelr respective representatives on the
first meeting of the General Council of The United

Church.

Now, Therefore, we, the duly appointed representatives
of The Presbyterian Church in Canada, The Methodist
Church, The Congregational Churches of Canada, and The
General Council of Local Union Churches, respectively,
on the First General Council of The United Church of
Canada, do herxeby subscribe our names to the said Basis

of Union.

In keeping with this declaration, the four represent-
atives of the respective uniting churches and the General
Council of Local Union Churches, affixed their signatures to

the Basis of Union, To Dr. S. D. Chown then fell the honor

of making the following historic pronouncement:

201pid., p. 25.
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I hereby declare that the Presbyterian Church in Canada,

the Congregational Churches of Canada, and the Methodist

Church, Canada, along with the General Council of Local

Union Churches are now united and constituted as one

Church, to be designated and known as "The United Church

of Canada.®2!

Hereupon followed a prayer, constituting the first Gen-
eral Council of The United Church of Canada. The General
Council then transacted its first item of business, namely,
the reception of the American Presbyterian Church, Montreal,
into The United Church of Canada. This particular portion
of the inaugural service was then closed with the singing of
the hymn "0 God of Bethel."

The consummation of union was then sealed with the cel-
ebration of Holy Communion. Dr. George C. Pidgeon had been
elected to officiate, and Professor S. P. Rose, D. D,, of
Wesleyan Theological College in Montreal, preached the ser-
mon, based on John 12:20-32.22 The sermon was followed by
the singing of "When I Survey the Wondrous Cross,” after
which the communion elements were consecrated, and then dis-
pensed by some two hundred and fifty laymen, under the
direction of Dr. Pidgeon. The service of Holy Communion was
closed with a prayer of thanksgiving offered by the offici-
ant, Dr. Pidgeon.

The following day a news correspondent covering the in-

augural service enthused as follows:

21pjdgeon, op. cit., pp. 79,80.
227he United Church of Canada, Proceedings, 1925, p. 7.
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Rivalling in intensity or religious fervor and attend-
ance any Protestant revival which the world has ever
witnessed, yesterday morning's gathering will live long
in the memories of those fortunate enough to be present.
Beneath the lofty arched roof of the great Arena, the
sacred covenant of union was signed on a sheepskin
parchment by the leaders of the three uniting Churches,
the while a sea of upward of seven thousand upturned
faces gazed on the spectacle in silent reverence and
prayer. But probably the most inspiring and deeply de-
votional procedure of the morning was the administration
of the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper to the mighty
throng., It was a reverent concourse of people who sat
in deep silent devotion as the hread and wine were
passed from hand to hand, symbholic of belief in the
death and resurrection of Jesus Christ. Some two hun-
dred and fifty laymen ~ elders from the Presbyterian
Church, stewards from the Methodist Church, and deacons
from the Congregational Church - moved smoothly and
quietly through the tiers of seats, and though the en-
tire celebratlon was completed in about half an hour,
there seemed no undue haste, but rather the slow,
methodical progress which marks the service of Commun-
ion in any church gathering.2?3

Thus, after more than twenty years of negotiations, the union
of the Presbyterian Church in Canada, the Methodist Church,
Canada, and the Congregational Churches of Canada, was con-

sumnated on June 10, 1925,
State Of The Church At The Consummation Of Union

When The United Church of Canada was officially con-
stituted, it inherited all of the Methodist Church, over
ninety percent of the Congregational churches, and almost

two-thirds of the Presbyterian Church., The most accurate

23Chown, op. cit., p. 120.
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Statistica available?% ghow that at the time of union, the
total number of congregations in the three uniting churches
was 9,480, Of this numbex, 8,688 entered the union, Of
the number of congregations that entered the union, 163 were
Congregational, 4,797 were Methodist, and 3,728 were Presby-
terian. A total of 792 congregations, eight of which were
Congregational, and 784 of which were Presbyterian, did not
concuxr in the union.

In jits report to the first General Council cf The United
Church of Canada, the Bureau of Literature, Information, and
Public Meetings submitted the total wembership of the newly-
created church at 692,838. The membership of the new church
was cowprised of 12,220 Congregationalists, 266,111 Presby-
terians, and 414,047 Methodists. As the manpower of the new
church, the Bureau reported that 3,81¢ ministers were entsr-
ing The United Church of Canada. The Congregatiocnalists
brought eighty-five of this number, the Presbyterians brought
2,037, and the Methodists brought 2,065. The number of mis-
slonaries entering the new church was 648, of which twenty-
four were Congregationalists, 310 wexe Methodists, and 314
were Presbyterians. The total ministerial force of the new

church, as reported to the first General Council, was 4,467.23

2%gee Appendix B.
25The United Church of Canada, Proceedings, 1925, p. 75.
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The fusion of Presbyterians, Methodists, and Congre-
gationalists, in the new church, was achieved guite readily.
Those who were union-minded had been drawn closer and closer
together during the course of the negotiations. When the
union was finally consummated they felt as one. In spite

of theological and political differences, they had united

upon a Basis of Union broad enough so as to include every-
one, and offend no one, that was union-minded. Those who
came into the union were satisfied that the objectives for
which they had struggled were achieved. The will of God,
they felt, had been done. Although there was a bitter after-
math, although there were many property settlements to be
made, although a considerable number of ministers found
themselves without churches because they were unionists and
their congregations voted against the union, the new church
set itszelf to the task of evangelizing a growing country,

and meeting the spiritual needs of an ever-receding frontier.
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CHAPTER VIII
CONCLUSION
Summary Statement

The United Church of Canada, which came into existence
on June 10, 1925, is representative of three distinct strains
of Protestant Christianity in Canada, Two of these strains,
represented by the Presbyterian Church in Canada, and the
Congregational Churches of Canada respectively, had their
roots embedded in historic Calvinism. The other, represented
by the Methodist Church, Canada, was of the Arminian tradi-

tion. Having negotiated a Basis of Union, sufficiently broad

to embrace both the liberal and conservative elements, the
three churches consummated organic union, and planted a new
denomination upon the Canadian religious scene.

BEach of the uniting churches was itself a united church,
and had been committed to the principle of union at an early
date. 7o be sure, when the first missionaries came across
the sea or moved into Canada from the United States of Amer-
ica, they broughtwith them the divisions of their home
churches, and planted them together with the congregations
they established. Gradually, however, it became evident
that much that had contributed to divisiveness in the home-
land, did not exist in the new country, and divisions became

increasingly difficult to maintain. A new spirit of
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fellowship, the vastness of the new country, the very
eagre resources of the widely-scattered churches, and the
need of frontier settlements for the Christian Gospel and
the ordinances of religion, all contributed to the growing
conviction that competing churches were tco costly a luxury.

The principle of union found practical expression in
the year 1817, when two Scottish secessionist groups, who
had been responsible for laying the permanent foundations of
Presbyterianism in Canada, resolved their differences and
united,! In subsequent years, eight separate unions were
effected, culminating in the general Presbyterian union of
1875.2

Methodism in Canada has a similar history of union. In
the first century of its existence in Canada, Methodism was
as divided as Presbyterianism. However, as was the case in
Presbyterianism, so in Methodism, the principle of unien
began to find practical expression. Beginning with the year
1820, some sixteen different Methodist bodies consummated
eight separate unions, culminating in the general Methodist
union of 1884.°

The Congregational Churches of Canada were egually

lyilliam Gregg, Short History of the Presbyterian Church
in the Dominion of Canada from the Earliest to the Present
Time (Second Editlon, Revised, Toronto: C. Blackett Robinson,
1593), P. 194.

21bid., p. 188.

3J. E. Sanderson, The First Cent of Methodism in
Canada (Toronto: William Briggs, R 3
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committed to the principle and practice of union. In the
year 1846 Congregationalism in the Maritime Provinces formed
the Congregational Union of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.
Seven years later, the Congregational Union of Ontaric and
Quebec came into existence., Little moxe than a half century
later, in 1906, even as organic union with the Presbyterians
and Methodists was being negotiated, Canadian Congregation=-
alism consolidated its forces under the Congregational Union
of Canada." During the following year this Union received
a number of chuxches in affiliation with the United Brethren
in Christ,

From the foregolng it can be seen that the three bodies
which merged to form The United Church of Canada, were at an
early date committed to the principle of union, and were ex-
perienced in putting this principle into practice. For the
most part they fostered the idea that wherever the issue
which had caused division ceased to exist, and wherever it
was economically and socially expedient to present a consol-
idated front, it was their Christian duty to unite. The
members of the Congregational, Methodist, and Presbyterian
churches were frequently together in evangelistic and reform
movements, and when the Canadian West began to open up as a
home mission field, it became the policy and practice of
each church to co-operate in meeting the spiritual needs of

“The Canadian Congregational Yearbook, 1906-1907,
Thirty-Fourth Annual Volume (Toronto: congregational Publi-
shing Company, 1906), p. 22.
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the settlers, and providing them with the ordinances of
religion.

Thus, the seeds of organic union were sown. The latter
ygars cf the nineteenth century witnessed the appointment of
a4 number of church union committees. The Presbyterian Church
sent overtures to the Congregational Churches and also formed
a4 conmititee to confer with other churches on the general sub-
ject of church union. About the same time, the Methodists
devised and proposed a scheme of federation of local congre-
gations. The result of these activities was that the existing
Sense of fellowship was deepened, the areas where overlapping
of church work occurred were more sharply defined, and the
way was opened to more extensive and formal co-operation be-
tween the churches.

in the year 1899, a formal agreement “not to send an
additional missionary into any locality where either church
was aiready carrying on its work," was negotiated by the Home
Mission authorities of the Presbyterian and Methodist chur-
ches.® This was the beginning of "official* co-operation
between the churches, and might well be considered the begin-

ning of actual negotiations leading to the consummation of

SBasis of Union of The United Church of Canada as Pre-
E d by The Joint Committee on Church Union and Approved by
Presbyterlan Church in Canada, The General Conference of
The Methodist Church, The Congregational Union of Canada,
Also A Brief Hlstorical Statement (Toronto: The Joint Com-
mittee on Church Unlon, November, 1924), p. 19.
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organic union. The period of co-operation that followed
was in a real senge the forerunner of organic union. Wherxe
the ideal of organic union did not yet exist, there the
co~-operative endeavor of the churches sexved to nlant it,
And whers the ideal of organic union had already taken root,
there the co-operative endeavors of the churches served to
keep it alive and even solidify it.

A rather significant step toward organic union was
taken at a meeting of the Methodist General Conference in
Winnipeg, Manitoba, in 1902. As a member of the Presbyterian
fraternal deputation to the Conference, Principal Patrick of
Manitoba College struck a vigorous note of union in his re-
marks to the assembled delegates. The Conference subsequently
appointed a committee to confer with representatives of the
Presbyterian and Congregational churches, on the subject of
church union. During the following year these two churches
took corresponding action.®

The Joint Committee on Church Union held a preliminary
conference in April, 1904,7 and the members reported back
to their respective church courts that they were of one mind
“that organic union is both desirable and practicable.”

When the Joint Committee next met in December, 1904, it set

itself to the task of negotiating organic union. It was

sIbid-' p. 20.
7ibid., p. 21.
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generally recognized by members of the committee, that the
matter of organic union was of such importance that it should
not be considered hastily. It was further recognized that
the decision to consummate organic union should carry the
consent of the enitire membership, and that no final step
should be taken until ample opportunity had been given for
congidexraticon of the whole guestion in the courts of the
respective churches and by the membership generally. To
facilitate its general task of drafting a basis upon which
the negotiating churches could unite, the Joint Committee
appointed five subcommittees which were to concexrn them=-
selves with questions on Doctrine, Polity, Administraticn,
the Ministry, anﬁ Law, respectively.

Subsequent annual meetings of the Joint Committee re-
ceived, reviewed, and revised the findings of its subcommittees,

with the result that by 1908 a Basis of Union had been drafted

and agreed upon.? This document was transmitted to the su-
preme courts of the negotiating churches together with the
recommendation that it be submitted to the lower courts and
the general membership of those churches. During the next

three years the proposed Basis of Union was received and

approved in general, by the supreme courts, and in haxmony
with the constitutional procedure of the respective churches,
submitted for consideration of the lower courts and the

general membership.

81bid., p. 22.
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Subsequent to the plebiscites in the churches, the
Supreme courts took appropriate action. The Congregation-
alists, who had voted some months before the Presbyterians
and Methodists, gave their approval by a decided majority,
The Congregational Union, therefore, considered the action
as sufficient, and expressed itself prepared to await the
outcome of the plebiscites in the other churches, and to
take whatever steps were yet necessary to consummate the
union, .

The lower courts and the general membership within the
Methodist Church, by a very substantial majority, registered
approval of organic union with the Presbyterian and Congre-
gational churches, on the basis proposed by the Joint
Committee. Thereupon, the General Conference Special Commit-
tee went on record as being "satisfied that the Methodist
Church is now prepared to proceed toward the Union of the
three negotiating Churches on the Basis of Union heretofore
agreed upon."?

Those who participated in the Presbyterian plebiscite
were asked to approve or disapprove, not only organic union
with the Methodist and Congregational churches, but also the
Basis of Union proposed by the Joint Committee. Although

both questions received approval by the majority of voters,
the disapproving minority was substantial enough to move the

9Ibido ¢ Pe 2‘-
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Presbyterian General Assembly to recommend delaying consum-
mation of the union, in the hope that greater unity could
be achieved within its own ranks.

Annual meetings of the Joint Committee continued, and
in spite of increased opposition within the Presbyterian
Church, progress towards consummation of the union was con-
tinuously manifest. In the year 1914 the proposed Basis of
Union was slightly revised, and the name "The United Church
of Canada“, together with the names of its courts, was ap-

proved, The Presbyterian General Assembly of 1915 approved

the revised Basis of Union and again submitted the whole
questicon to the lower courts and the general membership of
the church., Although the ensuing plebiscite revealed that
the disapproving minority had registered a slight increase,
organic union with the Methodist and Congregational churches
was again approved. Thereupon, the General Assembly resolved
to proceed to consummate organic union with the Methodist and
Congregational churches, and a committee was appointed to act
in conjunction with the corresponding committees of the other
churches to take whatever steps were yet necessary to legally
consummate the union. The committee was instructed to report
to the General Assembly after the end of the first year fol-
lowing the close of the World War.

Until 1921 there was little official activity relative
to union, and comparative peace and quiet prevailed within

the Presbyterian Church. The committee, as instructed, worked
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in conjunction with corresponding committees of the other
churches and quietly discharged the duties laid upon it by
the General Assewbly. In the year 1921 the General Assembly
again took up the question of union and resolved "to consum-
mate organic union . . . as expeditiously as possible,”!?

In the meantime, there had come into existence in West-
ern Canada, a rather substantial number of local union
churches. The local union churches consisted for the most
part of Presbyterians and Methodists, with a sprinkling from
other faiths, who availed themselves of the services of min-
lsters from either denomination. Normaily they held connection
with one or the other, or even both of the parent bodies, and
from time to time various plans of co-operation, delimitation
of territory, and affiliation were devised and put into practice,
For the most part the local union churches were formed in anti-
cipation of organic union, and it is safe to say that they
exerted no small measure of influence in bringing that union
to consummation., In the course of time "The General Council
of Local Union Churches" which was representative of a major-
ity of the union churches, was formed, and from 1921 on its
representatives were welcomed to the annual meetings of the
Joint Committee. When the first General Council of The United

Church of Canada convened, ten representatives of the local

10aocts and Proceedings of the Forty-Seventh General As-
sembly Of the DPresbyterian Church in Canada, June 1-9, 1921
Toronto: The Murrary Printing Company Limited, 1921), p. 30.
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union churches were among its delegates,

Subseguent to the decision of the Presbyterian General
Assembly of 1921, draft bills for the Dominion Pariiament
and the Provincial Legislatures were prepared and carsfully
considered, These bills were received, considered, and ap-
proved by the supreme courts of the negotiating churches,
and then introduced to the Dominion and Provincial legislat-
ing bodies. In spite of opposition attempts to have the
legislation disqualified or amended, primarily on the basis
of the fact that the Presbyterian Church in Canada could not
be legislated out of existence, the necessary legislation
was enacted by the Dominion Parliament, to become effective
on June 10, 1925, sSimilar legislation was enacted by the
various Provincial Legislatures from 1924 to 1926,

The Dominion legislation set forth that the three ne-
gotiating churches had the constitutional right to unite
without loss of their identity, and incorporated The United
Church of Canada as a legally established property-holding
entity. It also provided for the right of congregations,
ministers, and members to vote not to enter the union., It
further provided for a Property Commission through which nén—
concurring congregations could receive an equitable share of
the general property of the church in which they formerly held
membership. Several of the Provinces also provided for a Com-
mission to make adjustments in cases of extreme hardship of |

minorities in relation to congregational property.
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What rewmained, was, for the vote to be taken, the union
to be consummated, and property settlements to be made. Dur-
ing the six-month period prior to the effective date of the
Dominion Act, the vote was taken. On June 10, 1925, the date
@stablished by Dominion legislation, the union was solemnly
consummated at a large inaugural service held in Mutual Street
Arena, Toronto, Ontario. Upwards of 8,000 people witnessed
the consummation of the union which had taken more than two
decades to negotiate. And even as the union of Presbyterians,
Methodists, and Congregationalists was consummated, the new
church had visions of an even wider and more comprehensive
union. This is indicated by the concluding words of the
Joint Committee's final report to the first General Council
of The United Church of Canada, which stated:

We draw attention to the fact that the spirit of unity

has characterized the Churches of Canada from the dawn
of her history. Each of the Churches now uniting is
itself a United Church. The present Union, now consum-
mated, is but another step toward the wider union of
Evangelical Churches, not only in Canada, but through=-

out the world.!!
Evaluation Of The Movement

Every man has a bias, and this writer is no exception.
It is therefore difficult to attempt to evaluate objectively,

a movement like that which brought Presbyterians, Methodists

}lRecord of Proceedings of The First General Council of
The United Church of Canada, June 10-18, 1925 (Toronto: n.P.,
1925}, p. 63, TR TG T
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and Congragationalists togethexr, to form The United Church
of Canada. Basically, there are two approaches to a move-
ment of this nature. The one approach is guided by the
Principle "no organic union without doctrinal unity,” and
the other is the principle of the unionist, "in essentials
unity, in non-essentials liberty, in all things charity.”
To place the whole movement in an ohjective frame of refer-
ence, thervefore, and trxy teo evalvate it without bhias, is
difficult,

Inasmuch as the movement which culminated in The United
Church of Canada brought together several denominations hav-
ing distinctive doctrinal differences, it must be labelled
unionistic. The doctrinal differences were not resclved; on
the contrary, they were laxgely ignored in a statement of
faith broad enough to embrace liberal and conservative ele-
ments in either of the churches.

Each of the uniting churches lost something distinctive
by entering the union. The Congregaticnalists, lost much of
their highly-cherished independence. Throughout the course
of negotiationsg they contended for that independence, as
they did for an ever simpler statement of faith. Though
historically related to Calvinism, and instrumental in draft-
ing the Westminster Confession, they later developed an
apathy toward creeds and insisted on intellectual freedom.
Accordingly they formulated only broad, simple statements of

faith, as an expression of their fellowship. It was their

——n
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hope that something similar would be adopted in the Basis
of Union. %heir hope wae however, not realized.
The Methodists lost something fundamental inasmuch as

the Basis of Union did not require creedal subscription, to

which, of course, they were accustomed. They alsc lost their
Stationing committee, by which they had been able to control
Pastors and pastorates. In polity they seem to have gained
Somewhat, inasmuch as the Basls of Union provides for a pol-~
ity nearer to the Methodists than to the Presbyterians.

The Presbyterians lost perhaps more than either of the
other twe uniting bodies. It cannot be overlooked that they
lost approximately one-third of their church. In addition,
they left behind the Westminster Confession and the symbols
they had been accustomed to using for instruction in the
fundamental doctrines. They also lost the fundamental prin-
ciple of their polity, which regarded all administration as
@ service to the Lord, and all servants as equals. There
were no degrees of authority in the Presbyterian system,
Both ruling and teaching elders were considered egual in
authority, different only as to function.

The union got off to a bad start when almost one third
of the Presbyterian Church voted non-concurrence. The af-
termath was characterized by bitterness, competition and
litigation, resulting in broken churches and divided com-
munities. A number of simple measures might have prevented

much of this.
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In the first place, the whole union movement should
have been accompanied by a program of education., FEducation
aimed at mutual understanding on the part of both the lead-
ers and the rank and file of the membership, conld have gone
a long way toward solving many of the movement's problems.
As it was, the proponents of union did not conduct a program
of education until just a few years prior to consummation of
the union. By that time the opposition was well organized,
and anti-union sentiment was firmly entrenched in the minds
of many people, |

The motivation for union left something to be desired.
The whole movement should have been characterized by a high
spiritual level. Doubtless there were many who had motives
high and true, but the primary motive seems to have been the
conserving of men and money. While this principle may have
Some value, it is not the principle upon which a movement
such as this should be based. And then, as the negotiations
became more difficult in the face of rising opposition, a
spirit of "union at all costs" seems to have prevailed,
among the unionists. Perhaps the principle, "how will this
benefit the kingdom of God" rather than "how will this bene-
fit the churches" might have served to raise the level of
the entire union movement.

The unionists might have taken greater recognition of
the strength of the opposition. Granted, that both votes
in the Presbyterian Church indicated a majority in favor of
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the union, however, this was a majority of those who exer-
cised their franchise, and not a majority of the membership.
In the final analysis, less than half of the communicant
membership of the Presbyterian Church, carried that church
into the union. -

Another measure which may have serxved to prevent much
Of the bitter aftermath and provide for a more successful
union is a vote of the people on the basis of proposed legis-
lation, prior to the passing of that legislation. In this
manner, the rights of all concerned, concurring and non-
concurring could have been clearly spelled out, and the nego-
tiating churches could have received a much more intelligent
commitment from the people, prior to going before the Legis-
latures for enabling legislation.

Was the union movement successful? Did the union move-
ment achieve its objectives? From the standpoint of the
unionists, these questions can be answered in the affirmative.
One of the objectives of the union movement seems to have
been to form a church that could admit the largest number
possible and exclude as few as possible. This objective was
achieved., The basis upon which the churches united was suf-
ficiently broad to admit almost anyone. The United Church of
Canada is a liberal church. It does not have a consistent
theology. Almost any one can find a home in its communion.
It imposes no doctrinal tests. It therefore attracts those

who resent creedal formulation and subscription, and cherish
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intellectual freedom. It preaches a social gospel, and fre-

quently makes public pronouncements on various public issues
ranging from capital punishment to divorce to feminine at-
tizxe,

Another objective of the union movement was to create
& national church in Canada, This The United Church of Can~-
ada is, however, not in the sense that it is a state church.
The nationalism of The United Church of Canada is based not
on privileges which it expects from the State, but is cre-
ated rather by a2 gsense of responegibility to every people of
every community of the country. The United Church of Canada
feels the responsibility to serve any and all who are not
served by any other church.

Statistically, the movement that culminated in the form-
ation of The United Church of Cenada, must be considered a
success, The United Church of Canada is today the second
largest Christian communion in the country. Among Protest-
ant communions it ranks first. The Dominion census of 1961
lists its mewbarship at 3,664,008 or 20.1 percent of the
total population.}!? Scatistics are not, however, & primary
criterion for success. The real success or failure of the
movement cannot be judged on the basis of statistics. It

can be judged only on the basis of how faithful the product

120anada Yeer Book, 1963-64 (Ottawa: Roger Duhamel,
Queen's Printer and Comptroller of Stationery), p. 176.
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of the union movement has been toc the task committed to its
charge. This year The United Church of Canada celebrates
forty years of history. A study of the record and achieve-
ment of the church during that forty-year period since the
consummation of the union would indicate the measure of
faithfulness with which The United Church of Canada has

discharged the responsibilities committed to its charge.




B e ———

Presubﬂglteﬁan

TTRST CApeaTIfn, WY
mon FRsBVIEEY

W. - PeTy v with in{ CnuRCH Of KOTLARD

WIICH REPPRRID (% LURTASH

B wy FYVOR OF ADY IURTWICH I8 CONNICTION
»

TUSTANT DISSIMTIRS” vartl
WALIFAR, 2

STNED BF MOVA SCOTIA 1B LPYWICTIPY £ 0¥ BOOTL
£ 51muisew e

3Ve00 o4 PRIN

0 g
Tet Oy of KOTLAD =

@I [ \ewnp uwme

FOTL g2 STACH O UITTR (ANADA

2 24| e i

"."qu_fﬂ QUM (h oF RO ITTIA

B0 (ANdA
o STNED 08 VAT

)

AMIRICAN PRESBYTURIAN OWUREN., MONTRIAL

2 nt CnCALLATENAL BWIEN OF KVASCOTIA ka3 RTW BRoSSWICR

me

Appendix A
Congregational Unions

Methodist
Unions

=2 2 m
S T (DI LRl Bhice OF DWTATS A0 QuTBIC

“ ONTARID CONITRINCT OF THE LRUTID BACTHACE W CHNABT
mv TRE PRIFTIVE WCTMODIT CHRURCH IR CANADA
UASTORN_ DUTHCT WILTING (ue)
€2 TUADKE O WESLEYAR
= AT WIRLYAR MCTROONST O I CARAMA
3 g
XOW YOUR AND CONTSCE CONTS. m
B RITIOST LRKOML, OwAOH
IrXPNON puuos v | 1
o Wt Lusconi oason/ e TmeTusmut woneoseTs o o cousa
i =

ETROCKSY MW (ONRLXION:
IS RARCS

o

OF CAN,

CAXIDUN VIR NOW KETraast O
AN € ROLPLITY 7O BATISN WISLIYAR

$  WIROOAN ComMTRONCE OF TASTORN

THE METHODIS

EATION RORTH AMIRCA

T
m“ Tol WITHOOST EMSCOML ORADE IN CANASA

“ THE BIRLE OWALSTIAN OxuRon

of Church Union in Canada
1930)

—

Chown, The Stor

(Toronto: The Ryerson Press,

D.

S.

B




Non~-concurring
Congregational
Total

Non-concurring
Methodist
Total

Non~concurring
Presbyterian
Total

Total Con-
gregations

Congregations
Uniting
June 10, 1925

.C. E. Silcox,
Institute of Social

APPENDIX B

NUMERICAL, STRENGTH OF FORMER CONGREGATIONAL, METHODIST

AND PRESBYTERIAN CHURCHES,

§ &
< £
(1]
o
gﬂ 2]
3 &
£ 2
(3] -
&
i5 7
343 263
83 29
358 203
716 473
633 444

puRisy

pIEMPTE SOUTId

141

117

PEPTUTI]

115

115

115

PURTPUNOIMON

334

L

334

0 O =
L
o o) e
S
O o
s
e a 5 - o
26 64 4

. All Concurred .

458 1,683 319

52 492 14

211 1,280 437

695 3,027 760

334 643 2,530 746

and Religious Research, 1933), p. 282.

BY CONGREGATIONS

w o Qw =2

B = O n 0

@ T - o

Foy ® gﬂ' m

o H fte =

'xa rt o

v} ] e

o o

[y

=

£

o |

LN 3 ® e 8

27 24 4 171

513 550 266 4,797

22 40 28 784

876 572 387 4,512
1,416 1,146 657 9,480
1,394 1,103 629 8,688

Church Union in Canada, its Causes and Consequences (New York:




BIBLIOGRAPHY

Basis of Union of The United Church of Canada as Prepared
Q¥ “the Joint Committee on Church Union ana_hggroved by
the Presbyterian Cnurch_Ih Canada, The General Confer-

ence of The Methodist Church, The Congregational Union

of Canada, Also A Brief Historical Statement. Toronto:

The Joint Committee on Church Union, 1924,

Briggs, William, et al. Centennial of Canadian Methodism.
Toronto: Wesley Buildings; Montreal: C. W, Coates;
Halifax: S. F. Huestis, 1891.

Canada Year Book, 1963~64: Official Statistical Annual of
The Resouxrces, History, Lnstitutions and Social and
Economic Conditions of Canada. Ottawa: Roger Duhamel,
Queen's Printer and Controller of Stationery. Pp.
175,176.

Chown, Samuel Dwight. The Story of Church Uniocn in Canada.
?oronto~ The Ryerson Press, 1930.

Congregational Churches of Canada, The. Yearbook, 1906-
1925. Toronto: Congregational Publishing Company.

Gregg, William. History of the Presbyterian Church in The
Dominion of Canada, From the Barliest Times to 1834,
Toronto: Presbyterian Printing and Publishing Company,
1885,

~~~~~ . Short History of the Presbyterian Church in The
Dominion of Canada, From the Earliest to the “Present
Time. Second edition, revised., Toronto: C. Blackett

Robinson, 1893.

Kilpatrick, Thomas B,, and Kenneth H. Cousland. Our Common
Faith. Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1928,

"Lambeth Conferences,” Lutheran Cyclopedia, ed. Erwin L.
Lueker. St. Louist Concordia PﬁEIisEing House, 1954.

P. 566.

'Mason, Gershom W. The Legislative Struggle for Church Union.
Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1956.

McNeill, John T. A Statement Concerning Ordination to the

Ministry in the Presbyterian Church in Canada,
MetEoH%st"hurch (Canada) , The Eoni egat ionaI Cﬂurches

Of Canada, and The United Church of Canada. N.p.. Pre-
pared and Issued by “Order of the General Council of The

United Church of Canada, 1926.

2N

fmrime

SR & 17102 pIs

h[




196

----- - The Presbyterian Church in Canada, 1875-1925,
{oronto: General Board, Presbyterian Church in Canada,
925,

Methodist Church, Canada, The. Journal of Proceedings of

The General Conference, 1894-1922, Toronto: William
Briggs.

Morrow, E. Lloyd. Church Union in Canada, Its Historxy,
Motives, Doctrine and Government., Toronto: Thomas
Allen, 1923.

Oliver, Edmund H, The Winning of the Frontier. Toronto:
The United Church Publishing House, 1930.

Parliament of The Dominion of Canada, The. Acts Passed in
the Session Held in the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Year
of the Relgn of His Majesty King George V, Being the
Third Session of the Fourteenth Parliament Begun and
Holden at Ottawa on the Twenty-eighth Day of February,
1924, and Closed by Prorogation on the Nineteenth Day

of July, 1924, 1II. Ottawa: F., A. Acland, Law Printer

to the King's Most Excellent Majesty, 1924. Pp. 85-104,

Pidgeon, George C. The United Church of Canada: The Story
of the Union. Toronto: The Ryerson Press, 1950.

Presbyterian Church in Canada, The. Acts and Proceedings of
the General Assembly, 1893-1925., Toronto: Murray
Printing Co,

Rules and Forxms of Procedure, Presbyterian Church in Canada.
Toronto: The Westminster Co., Limited, 1909.

Sanderson, J. E. The First Century of Methodism in Canada.
2 vols. Toronto: William Brfggs, 1908,

Scott, Ephraim., "Church Union" and the Presbyterian Church
in Canada. Montreal: John Lovell and Son, Limited, 1928,

Silcox, Claris Edwin. Church Union in Canada, its Causes
and Consequences. New York: Institute of Social and
Religious Research, 1933.

The Doctrine and Discipline of the Methodist Church, Canada.
Toronto: William Briggs, 1919.

The Inaugural Service of The United Church of Canada, June
“Tenth, 1925. Montreal: Mercury Press, 1925.

(TN




127

United Church of Canada, The. Record of Proceedings of the
First General Council, June 10-18, 1925. Toronto:
N.p., 1925,

Wallace, W. G. “"Congregationalism," Encyclopedia Canadiana.
IiI. Ottawa: The Grolier Society of Canacda, Limited,
19580 P}?t 70,710

Walsh, H, H. The Christian Church in Canada. Toronto: The
Ryerson Press, 19506.




	The United Church of Canada History of the Unon of the Presbyterian, Methodist, and Congregational Churches of Canada
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1588020483.pdf._F_5S

