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The Whig theory of the nature of the Br iti sh  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  
e s t a b l i s h m e n t s  had been laid down in 1736 by an ab le 
c o n t r o v e r s i a l i s t ,  later bi shop of G lo uc ester, W i l l i a m  War- 
burton. The A l l i a n c e  be tw e e n  Church and State, or thei ■ —  —  ' '

N e c e s s i t y  and Equity of a n  E s t a b l i s h e d  r e l i g i o n  and a Test 
L a w , (London, 1736) de s c r i b e d  the c o n n e c t i o n  as "a com pact 
b e t w e e n  two sov e r e i g n  powers each o r d a i n e d  for its own proper 
fun ct io n" each s u pp orting  the other. The ch u r c h  secured 
public end owment  for its clergy. The ch urc h s u ppor te d the 
in s t i t u t i o n s  and the o f f icers of the State. The State to its 
inherent civil a u t h o r i t y  could no w claim the benefit of 
r e li gious sanctions. The compact so defined was ana l a g o u s 
to the c o n t e m p o r a r y  d o c t r i n e  of the social co mpact  and indeed 
de ri v e d  from it. Do you ask  when the compac t was made, wh ere 
are the documen ts, who were the si gne rs of such a charter?
He an sw ers "It may be found in the same a r c h i v e  w here the 
famous o r i g i n a l  compact be tw e e n  m a g i s t r a t e  and people, so 
mu c h  insist ed on in v i n d i c a t i o n  of the ri ghts of mank i n d  
is r eposit ed ".2 

The basis of the a l l i a n c e  rested solely  upon its u s e ­
fulness, not upon di v i n e  right or upon truth of the doc t r i n e s  
professed. "The true end for w hi ch r e l i g i o n  is e s t a b l i s h e d , "
wr ote  Wa rbu rton,  "is not to pr ov id e for the true faith, but

3   for civil u t i l i t y . "



There was t h erefo re  no a n o m a l y  in B r i tain' s havi ng  two establ i s h e d  
churches, north and south, P r e s b y t e r i a n  and Episcopal. The 
state al lied itself to the ch ur ch of the majority.  Qu e s t i o n s  
of forms of g o v e r n m e n t  were not the issue. It was in the 
inter est  of the Churc h e s t a b l i s h m e n t  to re t a i n  its ma jority, 
and the r e f o r e  to be as c o m p r e h e n s i v e  as possible, for the e x i s t ­
ing compac t was permanent, but not irrevoca ble.

W a r b u r t o n ' s  an alysis exac tly suited the Whig ruling class, 
but he was of too s p e c u l a t i v e  a genius and too ar rogant  to be 
wh olly a c c e p t a b l e  to churchmen. It was left to a sober n or th  
c ou ntry s u cc essor to w ri te the tex t - b o o k  defin it ions. W i l l i a m  
Paley, 1745-1805, be came and re ma ined a best selling a u t h o r i t y  
in t h e o l og ic al studies. In his M o r a l  and P o l i t i c a l  p h i l o s o p h y  
w r i t t e n  in 1788, book 6, chapter ni ne "Of r e l i g i o u s  e s t a b l i s h ­
m ents and of to l e r a t i o n , "  begins  "A rel i g i o u s  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  is 
no part of C h r i st ia nity, it is only a m ea ns of i n c u l c a t i n g  it," 
and t h e ref or e "the a u t h o r i t y  of ch ur ch e s t a b l i s h m e n t  is founded 
in its u t i l i t y . ”

Paley wo uld reject the "a rbi t r a r y  ficti on" of a compact  
b et w e e n  state and people. It was enough for him that the 
e s t a b l i s h m e n t  existed wi th o u t  clear pater nit y, and that it was 
useful. The clergy we r e  freed from any d e p e n d e n c e  upon 
v o l u n ta rism. While all might not be scholars, they wo uld  at 
least be ed uca ted  men, and enough sc holars would arise. "We 
sow many seeds to raise one flower." O t h e r w i s e  "prea c h i n g  in 
time would be come a mo d e  of beg ging, " and "A m i n i s t r y  so d e g ra ded 
would soon fall into the lowest han ds." But for Paley three 
c o n d i t i o n s  must be ful fi ll ed to retain the e s t a b l i s h m e n t  in its 
most us efu l state. C o n f e s s i o n s  of faith and a r t i c l e s  of su b ­
s c ript io n must be m ade  as simple  and easy as possible. Di ss ent 
must be fully t o l erat ed  p r o vided that the di s s e n t e r  was not 
ex empted from ch u r c h  support. And the church  e s t a b l i s h e d  must 
remai n the m a j o r i t y  church  of the nation. "If the d i s s e n t e r s 
from the e s t a b l i s h m e n t  become  a m a j o r i t y  of the people, the 
e s t a b l i s h m e n t  itself ought to be al te red or q ua li fied."

If W a r b u r t o n  and Paley showed a somewhat c o m p l a c e n t  Englan d 
the p r o v i d e n t i a l  uti l i t y  of that best of all worlds, the Fr ench
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R e v o l u t i o n  wo ke the nat i o n  to the a l t e rn at ives. The Terror and 
the war wi th Fr ance drove England into an urgent co nservat io n, 
and the es t a b l i s h e d  ch urch was seen to be not only ra tio na l 
and ut ilitarian, but in Edmund Bu rke's w ords  "the first of our 
p r e j u d i c e s ."4

The ch urch "by law esta b l i s h e d "  in En gla nd was seen to be 
a p r o v i d e n t i a l  act. No man q u e s t i o n e d  by w hat law it had been 
es tab lished.  The ph rase had first been used in the Canons of 
1603. The Scott is h e s t a b l i s h m e n t  indeed had been le gally  
effected in its existing form in 1706. It was enough that the 
es t a b l i s h e d  Chu rc h of En gla nd had a l w ays b e e n . 5

In the colony  of Upper Canada, pro d u c t  of these years, 
there was for man y  no d i f f i c u l t y  about the es ta blishm en t.
Canada was the refuge  of those who chose Br it is h ins t i t u t i o n s  
rathe r than remain  in the lands of rev ol ution. To the qu es ti on 
then "when was the Ch urch of Englan d e s t a b l i s h e d  in Upper 
Canada?"  they could an swer "and whe n was it not?" On their 
underst a n d i n g ,  the n a t i o n a l  churc h ne ed ed no act of e s t a b l i s h ­
ment in a colony. It did need, from p a r l i a m e n t  or from local 
le gis lature,  endowments, regulati on, " s e t t l e m e n t , "  support.
The e s t a b l i s h m e n t  could be assumed. The details, the degree 
of public support, the legal matters , mu st be left to the 
g e n e r o s i t y  of crown and parli ament, to the i n s t r u c t i o n s  to 
g o vern or s and to local a c t i o n . 6

Nova Scotia's  first l e g i s l a t u r e  did indeed pass "An Act 
for the e s t a b l i s h m e n t  of r e li gi ous public w o r s h i p  in this
p r o v i n c e  and for s u p p r e s s i o n  of po pery." [ Statut e 32 Georg e
II, Chap. 5, N.S. 1758] "for the mo re effec tu al a t t a i n m e n t  of 
His M a j e s t y ' s  pious inten tions... the liturgy of the Ch ur ch 
e s t a b l i s h e d  by the laws of England shall be deemed the fixed 
form of wor s h i p  a mong  us." Its true intent appears to have been 
to as su re  fr ee dom of w o r s h i p  and ex e m p t i o n  from ch u r c h  rates 
for all P r o t e s t a n t  dissent er s, and the summary banis h m e n t  of 
all popi sh  clergy. It bears the m ark s of its time, 1758 and 
the A n g l o - F r e n c h  war.

New B r u n s w i c k ' s  first l e g i s l a t u r e  passed  an Act for "p r e s e r v i n g  
the Ch urch of En gland as by la w e s t a b l i s h e d  in this pr ovi nce"



in 1786.
So the Canada Act of 1731 rec i t e d  and r e a f f i r m e d  the 

su cc essive ins t r u c t i o n s  to g o ve rnors "for the e n c o u r a g e m e n t  of 
the P r o t e s t a n t  reli gion" [ 31, Geo. I I I , c. 31, sec. 35], 
decreed a per m a n e n t  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  of land, for the support and 
m a i n t e n a n c e  of a P r o t e s t a n t  clergy [Sec. 36] and a u t h o r i z e d  the 
er ec ti on and endo wment  of p a r s o n a g e s  or rectories, a c c o r d i n g  
to the e s t a b l i s h m e n t  of the Ch u r c h  of En gland" [sec. 38] A 
further sec tion [sec. 42] m ade it impos s i b l e  for the local 
l e g i s l a t u r e  to "vary or repeal" any of the e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  
clauses wit h o u t  r e f e r e n c e  to both ho uses of parli am ent. And 
W i l l i a m  Pitt, guiding the bill thro u g h  the Commons, de fended 
the wh ol e as a m e a s u r e  to en c o u r a g e  the e s t a b li shed Church.

John St rac han  was of co urse aware of the v a r i a t i o n  in the 
provinces. "By the Prov i n c i a l  law of New B r u n s w i c k  and Nova

 
Scotia this church is e s t a b l i s h e d . " 8  I n  U p p e r  Canada the 
es t a b l i s h m e n t  had no such benefit, nor any such liabili ty, for 
what a pr ov i n c i a l  l e g i s l a t u r e  may create, it may also destroy.
But it r e m aine d the e s t ab lishmen t,  and by that term Strac h a n  
and others h a b i t u a l l y  r e f erred to it. In the te s t i m o n y  of a 
ho stile witn e s s  "for several years it was g e n e r a l l y  suppos ed
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that the Ch u r c h  of Englan d was e s t a b l i s h e d  by law in the P r ov ince."

The q u e st io n may  well be asked w h e t h e r  the En gl i s h  e s t a b l i s h ­
ment was useful  or d e s i r a b l e  in Upper Canada, given the 
cha ng in g r e l i g i o u s  o p i n i o n s  and the c o n d i t i o n s  of an A m e r i c a n 
frontier. Few would r e co mm end it by the m i d - n i n e t e e n t h  
century; p r e s u m a b l y  no one would do so now. But it is only 
right that it should be ju dged by the c o n t e m p o r a r y  standard, 
u t i l i t y .

A case could be made, and John St ra ch an and others m a d e  it, 
again and again. The new  gov ernm en t ne e d e d  support, ne eded the 
sanction s of religion, needed i n t e l li gent and p e r s i s t e n t 
a d v o c a c y  am ong the people, needed  it d e s p e r a t e l y  among the Fr ench 
and the re fore worked thro ugh Roman C a t holic bi shop s and clergy, 
ne eded it among the Engl i s h  speaki ng and was mor e  or less p r e ­
pared to pay the price. G r e n v i l l e  and Pitt saw it as the error 
of their p r e d e c e s s o r s  that in the ge neral policy of a s s i m i l a t i n g



the A m e r i c a n  colonies to the Br it is h con st i t u t i o n ,  the church 
had been ne glected. The ch urc h also needed  the support of 
government. How else could these raw s e t t l e m e n t s  be given the 
sa cr amen ts  and the solace of religion, let al one the buildin gs? 
If bu rg e o n i n g  Londo n and Glasgow, E d i n b u r g h  and M a n C h e s t e r  
could l e g i t i m a t e l y  re ce i v e  ch urches and en dow m e n t s  in this 
period solely from state funds, could this d i s p e r s e d  fronti er 
hope for them in any other way? Local pride in K i n g s t o n  or 
Co rn wa ll mi ght be induced to begin c o n s truc ti on. G o v e r n m e n t  
had to assist, and only g o ve rn ment could supply salaries. 
Wh a tev er  the d e f i c i e n c i e s  of the C h r i s t i a n  so cie ty  by 1814, 
thirty years af ter  the be g i n n i n g  of Uppe r Canada, and they 
were ma ny by any standard, such r e l i g i o u s  m i n i s t r a t i o n s  as 
there were owed their suppor t to governme nt .

Str achan  was, of course, an e s t a b l i s h m e n t  man. His w hole 
frame of r e f e r e n c e  ass u m e d  a close c o n n e c t i o n  between, even 
an i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of, ch u r c h  and state. Had he r e m ained  at 
home he would have been a M o d e r a t i s t  in the Ch u r c h  of Scotlan d 
am ong  the me n  who had bri e f l y  br ou gh t t h e o l o g i c a l  " t r a n q u i l i t y "  
to Scotland. The e s t a b l i s h m e n t  cr eated  in Upper Ca nada as in 
Br itain  the c o n d i t i o n s  under w hic h p r o gress would be made.
And Str achan even as his friend Thomas C h a l m e r s  in Scotland 
was filled with  useful plans that the e s t a b l i s h m e n t  m ad e 
practicable: schools, a un iv ersit y, educat ed and s e l f - r e s p e c t i n g  
colon ial s, churches, the paro ch ial system, an informed 
r e s p e c t a b l e  and i n d u s t r i o u s  clergy, the services of r e l ig ion 
a v a i l a b l e  to the w h o l e  popula tion. He would fight for it in 
the years to come as a pri n c i p l e  w o r t h  p re se rving. But it is 
important to realize that he b e l ie ved in 1815 in its utility.
He was above all else a p r actic al  man rather  than a theorist, 
and for him the e s t a b l i s h m e n t  worked.

The ye ars  from 1815 to 1854 we r e  to bring defeat  to the 
who le co nc ept of a ch urch e s t a b l i s h m e n t  in Upper Canada. The 
reaso ns are ma n y  but may be gr ouped into four: an initial 
intern al d i f f i c u l t y  in the a s s u m p t i o n s  of a col onial e s t a b l i s h ­
ment, that is the ex i s t e n c e  of the Ch urch of Scotland in Upper 
Canada, secondly, changes in churc h and state r e l a t i o n s h i p s  in
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England, thirdly, the A m e r i c a n  s e p a r a t i o n  of chu rch and state, 
and fourthly, the w e a k n e s s  of the " p r i v i l e g e d " and " d o m i n a n t " 
ch urch in the colony.

Hi sto ri ca lly, the first as sa u l t  upon the a s s u m p t i o n s  of 
the En gl ish e s t a b l i s h m e n t  came from the Scotch.

The m e m b e r s  of the Ch u r c h  of Scotlan d in the Ca nad as  quite 
nat u r a l l y  b e l ie ved t he mselve s en tit led  to g o ve rn ment assis ta nce.  
The cl ause in the Canada Act about "a P r o t e s t a n t  clergy", taken 
by itself, clear ly  could include Ch u r c h  of Scotland clergy.
Aged p o l i t i c i a n s  were later to rec o l l e c t  that in 1791 the 
i n clus io n of the Scotch chur ch  had been intended. P o l i t i c i a n s  
know the v alu e of ambi guity.  In the Bathurst  P a p e r s ^  there 
is an i n t e r c h a n g e  b e t w e e n  Earl Bathurst, the C o l on ia l Secretary, 
Ge o r g e  Canning and others agre e i n g  that they could not c o n ­
te mpl ate paralle l e s t a b l i s h m e n t s  in any of the c o l onies 
beyond except i o n a l  a s s i s t a n c e  in specific cases. Nor could 
Upper C a nad ia ns  expect m u c h  support from the Ch u r c h  of Scotland. 
At the Ge neral A s s e m b l y  of 1796, the Rev. Ge o r g e  H a m i l t o n  of 
Gladsmuir, later Mod era to r, had e f f e c t i v e l y  put down a m o v e ­
ment to support Ch ur ch of Scotland e x p a n s i o n  o v e r s e a s  and 
o f f ic ial r e c o g n i t i o n  of m i s s i o n a r y  s o cieti es  in a speech wh ic h 
included the words, "Why should we scatter our forces and 
spend our s t r engt h in fo reign se rvi ce when our utmost vigilance, 
our u n b r o k e n  s t r en gt h is re quired  at home? W hil e there 
re mai ns at home a single i n divi du al wi th o u t  the m e a n s  of 
r e ligi ou s knowledge, to p r o p a g a t e  it ab road would be improper 
and a b s u r d . " 11

H a m i l t o n  had vi si t e d  his brother Robe rt Hamilton, m e r c h a n t  
of K i n g s t o n  and Queens ton , Upper Canada. You will ob serv e 
that he was th e r e f o r e  co n n e c t e d  with that pa c k  of Upper 
Ca n a d i a n  Scots, the Dicksons, Clarks and Nicholls, that he 
was b r o t h e r - i n - l a w  to Robert Gourlay, and had in t e r v i e w e d  and 
hired John Strachan.

The Ch u r c h  of Scotlan d until the m i d - t w e n t i e s  was of little 
help to Upper Canada. Se c e s s i o n  cl ergy we re m o r e  apt than 
theirs to emigrate. A m e r i c a n  P r e s b y t e r i a n s  p r e s u m a b l y  had no 
inter est  in g o v e r n m e n t  support. The i n i t i a t i v e  had to come
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from Upper Canadians. P r o m p t e d  by them, the Up per C a n a d i a n
As s e m b l y  passed an ad dr e s s  to the king in 1824 a s s e r t i n g  "that
the Ch ur ches of Englan d and Scotlan d h a d . . . e q u a l  r i g h t s . . . a n d

  an equal claim to enjoy any a d v a n t a g e s  or s u p p o r t . " 1 2  T h e
p o s i t i o n  had al re a d y  been c o n cede d by Lord Bathurst. Clergy
of the es t a b l i s h e d  Ch ur ch of Scotland were P r o t e s t a n t  clergy
and en titled to support.1 3  T h e  C h u r c h  o f  E n g l a n d ,  l e d  b y  
Bishop Ja cob M o u n t a i n  v i g o r o u s l y  protes ted , and the long and
public protest was the first e n g a g e m e n t  in the ba tt les of the
Clergy Reserves. The f i nancial  resu l t s  for either of the
establ i s h e d  c h u rc hes wer e n e g l i g i b l e  at the time, since the
re se rv es were n o n p r o d u c t i v e .  The legal aspe c t s  of the ch urch's

 p o s it io n had become a ma t t e r  of public  d e b a t e . 1 4  t h e  a s s u m p t -
ions of an e s t a b l i s h m e n t  we re raised, faced and put to dispute. 
By Ja nu ary of 1826 the A s s e m b l y  of Up per Ca nad a c o nclude d that 
the R e s e r v e s  were for all p r o t e s t a n t  groups, or could be applie d 
to other purposes.

The c h a ngin g r e l a t i o n s  b e t w e e n  ch u r c h  and state in Englan d 
and the cha ng ing th eorie s ge n e r a t e d  must be con d e n s e d  to a 
paragraph. The old s i m p l i c i t i e s  of W a r b u r t o n  and Paley were 
gone, save pe rha ps a c o n t i n u i n g  c o n c e r n  for utility. The 
British  l e g i s l a t i o n  of 1828, 1829 and 1832, and the p r e ssure  
for En gl i s h  d i s e s t a b l i s h m e n t  d e m a n d e d  ne w  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  and 
such di ve r s e  pe rs on s as W.E. G l a d s t o n e  and Sir Robert  Peel, 
Bishops P h i l p o t t s  and Lloyd, Ke bl e and Pusey, Newman and 
Froude produ ce d them. The old ch u r c h  was s o mething  of an 
an oma ly in an i n c r e a s i n g l y  p l u r a l i s t i c  society and f o r t u n a t e l y  
in the next de ca d e s  it was to re f o r m  and t r a n s f o r m  itself.
But among other ch anges it d i s c o v e r e d  what A m e r i c a n  and Scottish  
E p i s c o p a l i a n s  had long known, that the cat holic and apo st ol ic  
ch ur ch  was also a di v i n e  soc iety in d e p e n d e n t  of the state, 
that the d i s t i n c t i v e n e s s  of its e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  p r o f e s s i o n s  did 
not derive  solely from the Eng l i s h  crown. C h u r c h m e n  in Upper 
Canada at least had a l t e r n a t i v e  ground should the e s t a b l i s h m e n t  
go.

Even if the f o u nding churc h e s  in Britain  had not changed 
over the first half of the n i n e t e e n t h  ce nt u r y  the A m e r i c a n
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en viro n m e n t  would p r e s u m a b l y  have forced its own pa tt e r n  upon 
C a n ad ia n church life. For the A m e r i c a n  d o c t r i n e  of the 
s epara ti on  of church and state was not simply a desp a i r i n g 
solut ion  to coloni al r e lig io us diversi ti es, far less the 
denial of r e l igi on  by an infidel state as some E n g l i s h m e n  
believed. It was also a r e a son ed  r e s p o n s e  to new  A m e r i c a n  
attitudes, to c o n cepts  of democr acy, e g a l i t a r i a n i s m  and 
d e n o m i n a t i o n a l i s m . All churches  w er e free bef or e the law.
None was p r i v i l e g e d  (save in those states w he re  e s t a b l i s h m e n t s  
still held) and by d e n o m i n a t i o n a l i s m , in theory  at least, all 
churches  were  held to be equal parts of one great C h r i s t i a n  
society separat ed  only in name but s e parate d ju s t l y  for 
co n s c i e n c e  sake until re l i g i o u s  s e p a r a t i s m  was held to be a 
good in itself. There was clearly no room for a n a t ion al  
church, and very  li ttl e room for that basic g e o g r a p h i c a l  unit 
of the usual e s t a blishme nt , the pa r o c h i a l  system. A m e r i c a n s  
in 1810 w o r s h i p p e d  in " ga thered"  c o n g r e g a t i o n s  called  apart 
from a la rg ely u n c h u r c h e d  world, ra the r than in parish 
c h u r c h e s .15

The t e n de ncy to f r a g m e n t a t i o n  was strong. When  a d e n o m ­
ination arosa able to w o r k  out an o r g a n i z a t i o n  that would 
o v e r c o m e  such handic aps, the frontier was theirs. The M e t h o d i s t  
Episcopa l system of confer ences,  c i r cu its and soci et ies was 
an adm i r a b l e  i n s t i t u t i o n  for its purposes. Tigh t l y  o r g a n i z e d  
under the d o m i n a t i n g  p e r s o n a l i t y  of Fr ancis Asbury, it sent 
out iti nera nt  p r e a c h e r s  who c o l lected co n g r e g a t i o n s ,  rec r u i t e d  
readers, class le aders and mo r e  itin e r a n t s  who went on in ever 
ex pan ding ci rcles  forever hiving off in m o r e  circuits, mor e  
c o n gregati on s, forever riding west and n orth  with the frontier. 
I ne vi tably they crossed into Upper Canada and found an instant 
response. The it in e r a n t s  may have been often ignorant,
A m e r i c a n  in all their assump tions,  and soon gone, but they 
left cl asses and c o n g r e g a t i o n s  behind them and they recr ui ted 
brigh t young men who could pre ach the word of God to their 
nei gh bour s,  or ride off t h emsel ve s to con fe rence , o r d i n a t i o n  
and c i r cuits of their own. The E p i s c o p a l s  paid them the si ncere 
c o m p l i m e n t  of imi ta ti ng them, the A m e r i c a n  E p i s c o p a l s  wi th their
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bishop s of m i s s i o n a r y  distri cts , Ch ar le s James Stewart and 
John Str achan with  tra ve l l i n g  m i s s i o n a r i e s .  Other sects were 
to fol lo w the M e t h o d i s t s  across the New Yo rk state border, but 
none so fully met the needs of Upper Canada. The result was 
d i s a s t r o u s  to the idea of a nat io nal church. Can a d i a n s  had 
heard the go spel and now preached it wi th o u t  help from any 
es ta bl ishmen t.  Their church  was their own a c h i e ve me nt, pro duct 
of their own wills, and not the will of govern ment. Thus was 
effected the real se pa r a t i o n  b e t w e e n  ch ur ch and state, not by 
the theory of A m e ri can c o n s t i t u t i o n - m o n g e r s , but by the 
p r a ctise of Upper Canadians.

The shrewd Samuel Wilber force, bishop of Oxford, noted 
this aspect of v o l u n t a r i s m  as c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  even of A m e r i c a n  
Epi sc op alians . "They be longe d to (the church) bec a u s e  they 
chose to join her - beca u s e  she was m or e r e a s o n a b l e  or come ly  
in their eyes than others - be ca use they willed it; and to 
this ac tio n of their will, and that of others  around them, 
it seemed as if she owed her being."16

The u l t i m a t e  cause fo r the fa ilur e of the ideal of the 
English ch urch e s t a b l i s h m e n t  in Upper Ca nada was the w e a kn ess 
of the ch ur ch itself. Its op p o n e n t s  thought of it as p r i v i l ­
eged and richly  endowed. They suspected, wi th justice, that 
it wished  to be d o m in ant and p r o vin ce  wide. They saw its 
leaders in po s i t i o n s  of power, m e m b e r s  of the L e g i s l a t i v e  
Council and of the Executive , suppo rt ed by g o v e r n m e n t  here 
and at home. Bishop M o u n t a i n  was au gust and influential,  
though larg el y absent. The plain Ch ar le s James Stewart was 
firm in his con vic ti ons, active, and w e l l - c o n n e c t e d .  And 
always there was John St rachan bu sily d i r e c t i n g  af fair s at 
every level. Yet in fact the most s t r enuou s eff orts of even 
these m e n  could not of fse t the ess enti al  w e a k n e s s  of the church.

So m u c h  of the En gl i s h  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  de pen ded  upon the 
parochial  system. In W i l b e r f o r c e 's ph rase "It a c q uired all 
those a s s o c i a t i o n s  and p r e s c r i p t i v e  rights w h e r e b y  an h e r e d i t a r y  
c hu rc h m a i n t a i n s  her hold upon the love and r e v e r e n c e  of m e n . " 17 
The p a r is hes p r o v i d e d  the sense of con ti nuity , the feeling of 
p er manence , the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  wit h  the land. Its m arks were



the famili ar spire, the church bell, the ac cus t o m e d  cle r g y m a n 
hi dde n be ne a t h  his su rpli ce  and behind his prayer book, 
an onymous, undema nding,  yet ava ilable, the li turgy u n c h a n g i n g  
and pre di ct able, finding its echo in each m an 's  memory. When 
the whole could be transp lanted, the En gl i s h  emi grant found 
himself s t ra ng ely at home, in touch wi th his God, if he was 
so minded, or at least aw are of his inheritance. Alas, it 
did not re adil y bear transpl an ting. Time was too short. The 
en viro n m e n t  was too dissimilar , the distances too vast, the 
s et tl e m e n t s  too dispersed. When by good fo rt une an Englis h 
pa ris h chur ch  appeared, men warmed to the a c h i e v e m e n t  and 
d i l i g e n t l y  wo rked for more. K i n g s t o n  under John Stuart had 
early shown that it was possible. John Str ac han was not the 
least of its captives. Niagara, York, Etobic oke , T h o rnhi ll  
each in its time a p p ea re d to r e p r o d u c e  the En gl i s h  parish.
But so few and s c a ttered  were  they that me n  saw them as 
curiositie s, not as the fabric of their own so ci ety as indeed 
they were not. A g e n e r a t i o n  wi thou t m e m o r i e s  of a n a t io nal  
church, a g e n e r a t i o n  or two of im mi g r a n t s  from the so u t h , b r o k e  
the continuity. The parochia l system  where it existed was 
an an oma ly  o u t s i d e  their exp erience, m a k i n g  no de ma nds upon 
their allegiance.

And al ways there was the vast error of the Cl e r g y  Reserves.
John Strach an m a i n t a i n e d  that the r e s erves  were the gift

of a pious king e x e r c i s i n g  his just p r e r o ga tive. In fact
Ge o r g e  III had seen the bill for half a day only in October 

 1789.1 8  W i l l i a m  G r e n v i l l e  a d d e d  t h e  c l e r g y  r e s e r v e  a r t i c l e  
at the last mo m e n t  a p p a r e n t l y  on his own initiative, as part 
of his att empt to re p r o d u c e  the Engl i s h  social str u c t u r e  of 
squire and parson. The re serves we re to be in the hands of 
gover n m e n t  as a p r o s p e c t i v e  endowme nt for the church. These 
or other lands wo uld pr ov ide four p a r ishes  in every township. 
P a t r o n a g e  re mained  in the hand of the l ie utenan t governor.
A m a g n i f i c a n t  gesture, the reserv es could be w o r t h  noth i n g  
for years.

What can one say mo r e  about the cl e r g y  rese rves?  For 
E ger ton R y e r s o n  they wer e  "the a b o m i n a b l e  incubus" par e x c e l l e n c e .
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Every little p o l i t i c i a n  mad e them his w h i p p i n g  boy. Every land 
speculato r and land co mp an y saw them as c o m p e t i t i o n  and sought 
to acqu i r e  some or all. C o untl es s in d i v i d u a l s  squatted  upon 
them, robbed them of their timber, abused their leases. On 
any di s p e r s e d  frontier, vacant  lands held for a rise in value, 
wh ether  by the crown or by specula tors, were a m aj or social 
liability. Re gr ettabl y,  in the early years little c o m p e n s a t i n g  
re ve nu e came in. They were a gift never  fu lly given which

 the ch ur ch could neithe r e f f e c t i v e l y  use nor r e a d i l y  repudiate. 19
In the end the ideal of the church  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  must come 

under the ju dgm en t of its own standards. U t i l i t y  it may have 
p o sses se d in lim ited m e a s u r e  in the first days of set tlement, 
ut il i t y  alike to the state and to the church. Its p r e s u m a b l y  
o v e r w h e l m i n g  r e s o u r c e s  were not of the kind that would meet 
the ne eds  of later stages of develo pment.  Of W i l l i a m  Paley 's  
three fur ther q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  what can be said? Ease of s u b ­
sc rip tion was not for Canada to decide, a l t h o u g h  Mo unt ain , 
Stewart and Str ac ha n in their time were r e m a r k a b l y  lib eral in 
practise. T o l e r a n c e  of dissen t under the law was far in adv a n c e 
of En glish p r a ct ise from the beginning.  Th ou gh the M e t h o d i s t s  
had no a u t h o r i t y  to regis t e r  m a r r i a g e s  until 1830, not being 
settled clergy, d i s s e n t e r s  were equal citizens, paid no chu rc h 
rates, enjoyed full li be r t y  of worship.

Finally, a f f ir med Paley, the e s t a b l i s h e d  church  must remain 
the ch u r c h  of the maj ority. And here indeed the ideal 
collapse d entirely. Richard Car t w r i g h t  had c o n se lled in 1790 
that only 5% of the p o p u l a t i o n  we re churchmen, and that an 
establi sh ed churc h was undesi rable.  Bishop s m igh t labour 
mightily, John Stra chan might claim in print, and purport to 
d e m o n s t r a t e  in E c c l e s i a s t i c a l  charts, that most men were 
n o m i n a l l y  Church  of Englan d or could be come so given the o p p o r t ­
unity. They failed, and did so at that point w he re a n a t iona l  
ch ur ch  can least af ford to fail in securi ng the consent of the 
people.
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